SAVE THE RAH PARTY 

ABN 69 849 180 014

Dear Enquirer, 
The SA government offers extraordinary and desperate reasons for closing the Royal Adelaide Hospital and building a new one at the railway yards.  Mr Hill keeps repeating that it is a “rabbit warren” but he fails to add that if the Royal Adelaide Hospital is a rabbit warren, then so is the Queen Elizabeth Hospital, Flinders Medical Centre, Lyell McEwen Hospital, Modbury Hospital, Parliament House and even his own home.  Parliament House has many rooms coming off a series of corridors but it has been refurbished to a superb standard and has been recabled with all the modern technological amenities to suit 21st century needs.

The project manager for Mr Hill’s rail yard hospital, psychologist, Dr David Panter, tells us that there will be more than “5000 separate rooms” in the new place which make it a rabbit warren of staggering size (5AA interview of Dr Panter 26/3/09).

Mr Hill also says the RAH is “unsalvageable” even though he is talking about buildings which were new in 1968, only 40 years ago.  He does not advocate the demolition of Flinders Medical Centre in 5 years’ time or the Queen Elizabeth Hospital which is 45 years old.  Additionally, he fails to point out that it was his government which abandoned the RAH redevelopment plan in 2005 and stopped the demolition of older buildings thus preventing the building of new wards.  
All over the world, hospital rebuilds and refurbishments occur all the time.  Interstate this has been done at Royal North Shore and St Vincent’s Hospital in Sydney.  Currently at the Royal Melbourne Children’s Hospital a $2 billion rebuilding program is occurring on the existing site.  The Royal Perth Hospital and the Royal Hobart Hospital have been retained with a view to rebuilding rather than abandoning those sites.

If the rebuild had continued, we would already have single patient accommodation with ensuite bathrooms and patients would not be forced to:
1. “share rooms with up to five other sick people”
2. “share toilets with up to a dozen patients”
Mr Hill says “there is no room for expansion” but he ignores the RAH redevelopment plan and he has commenced the refurbishment of Level 8 and 9 of the East Wing to transfer the Renal Transplant Unit from Queen Elizabeth Hospital.  Using modern techniques, any asbestos in those areas has been cleared.
Mr Hill says “old hospitals are costly to run” but he offers no evidence for this and continues to refurbish sturdily-built areas of the hospital and lease them to drug testing companies or designate them for non clinical purposes.

The government says that “old hospitals” “increase infection risks like golden staph but it fails to admit that cancer wards, C6 and D6 are left in a shoddy and dirty looking, carpet-stained state.  “Superbugs” live in people, not in bricks and mortar.  On the day the new hospital opens, 50 people will walk in with these bugs and things will be the same.

Meanwhile, the administrative offices two floors below on C4 and D4 have been beautifully refurbished and are sparkling clean – this tells us what the government priorities are.
Mr Hill also says that “power, water, plumbing, gas and sewage systems are all 50 years old” but fails to say whether he is properly maintaining these.  If they are as run down as he describes them to be, how will they last another eight or nine years until he builds another hospital?  With that kind of approach, we should have already demolished on North Terrace, the Art Gallery, the State Library, Elder Hall, the Mitchell Building, Bonython Hall and many more.

Cost Issues

Mr Hill says that a RAH rebuild would cost $2.0 billion but at other times, he has said it would cost $2.2 billion.  This is a staggering and improbable figure of $3.0 million for each bed!
This is delusional.  In 2005, when the RAH redevelopment was abandoned, the cost for building new wards over six years was estimated at $600 million.  This information is provided by members of the RAH Board which was disbanded by this government in 2004.

Mr Hill now tells us that new wards at Glenside Hospital will be built for $129 million for 128 beds.  This confirms what we have been saying all along, that it costs approximately $1 million for each new hospital bed!

Meanwhile, Mr Hill maintains that his new rail yard hospital “will cost $1.7 billion” but is not even designed yet.  It is not even known what services will be available in the new institution.  In any event, whoever heard of a government building project which didn’t cost a lot more than the estimates (remember the Remm-Myer project which was costed at $160 million, ended up costing this state $950 million and was sold for $160 million).
Mr Hill keeps saying that rebuilding the RAH “would cause 15 years of disruption” but if he released RAH Board papers, it would become apparent that the ward rebuilding project was estimated to take six years only.
He also states that “doctors and nurses” would “stress” with any rebuild but he fails to mention that Stages 1, 2 and 3 of the redevelopment have already been completed (including new ICU, ED, Radiology, Cardiothoracic theatres, Burns Unit and many more) without any significant disruption just as occurred with the major rebuilding projects of the late 1950s and the 1960s.  This kind of rebuilding is going on in health institutions all over Australia and the world and it makes a mockery of such attitudes.

Will the railyard hospital have the same qualities of the existing health precinct?  
· A promise to build a “state of the art hospital” is very risky when you already have a world famous institution with a proven track record.  It has evolved to be one of the best because its health services are integrated with the University, Medical School, IMVS and Hanson Research Centre, which are in close proximity.  This is one of the chief reasons why it has become the envy of other Australasian health institutions.  Building a rail yard hospital to replace the RAH disrupts those vital connections and makes it vulnerable to the vagaries of private ownership, academic uncertainty and government meddling into research endeavours.  The rail yard hospital will have 700 beds (not 800) compared with the current 650 (in 1989, there were about 1000 beds or more).
· “Almost all single rooms”, Mr Hill says but on 16 February 2009, his department said that only 60% will be single rooms.  At other times, Mr Hill has said “the vast majority” will be single rooms. (The RAH redevelopment includes 60% single new rooms with ensuite facilities).
· Mr Hill says it will have “new green parklands”.  There is no way this will happen because the hospital will look over the railway tracks from Adelaide to Keswick and Adelaide to northern destinations.  The railway hospital will be inaccessible along its entire northern perimeter.  He says that the site will be “fully transformed by affordable remediation techniques” but we already know that the extent of the pollution is unknown and certainly, no one has any idea of the full cost of such remediation (estimates have varied from $100 million to $700 million).  
In summary, this plan for a railyard hospital disrupts a power-house of co-located clinical, educational and research services at the Frome Road Precinct.

The state government says it has a plan for all Adelaide hospitals.  There is no evidence that it has any credible plans because it does not know how much money it is able to spend on our health system.  It is always looking for ways of reducing costs which is why the Glenside ward redevelopment has been postponed and an attempt has been made to close country hospitals.  In truth, we are all left to speculate about what it is trying to do about our future health.  It is refusing to consult stake holders and the very people who may be able to give them sound advice.  It has the recommendations of the generational health review which suggests that they should upgrade and reinvigorate the peripheral hospitals which are situated where the people live.  There are many knowledgeable people in the community who can help this government make the right decisions.  It only has to ask them.  In turn, we must ask for discussion, debate and democracy.

Yours sincerely

Mr James Katsaros

Chairman
Save the RAH Action Group
