
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Wednesday, 7 September 2011 

                 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams) took the chair at 12.00 noon, and read prayers. 

PAPERS TABLED 

Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

HERITAGE LEGISLATION 

Removal of Notice — Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams): Members, I inform you that private members’ business notice of 
motion 2, “Heritage Act Amendments”, notice of which was given on 15 September 2010 and renewed for a 
further 30 sitting days on 23 March 2011, will be removed from the next notice paper. 

CHINA’S TRAVEL WEEKLY —  
WESTERN AUSTRALIA: BEST NEW TOURISM DESTINATION OF THE YEAR AWARD 

Statement by Minister for Tourism 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Tourism) [12.02 pm]: Before I start, on behalf of the member 
for West Swan, I acknowledge the children from Illawarra Primary School in Ballajura who are in the gallery. 

Western Australia has been voted the best new destination of the year by more than 4.2 million readers of 
China’s Travel Weekly tourism trade publication. This announcement was made at the 2011 China Travel and 
Meetings Industry Awards in Beijing on Tuesday last week. The award is fantastic news for WA’s tourism 
industry, especially with China Southern Airlines’ direct flights between Perth and China due to start in just over 
two months. Our tourism links to China have been strengthened this year by the participation of Chinese 
basketball teams in the July YouYi Games event and the Broome invitational in coming weeks. The award 
reflects a growing awareness in China of the many extraordinary destinations and experiences this state has to 
offer. 

Western Australia was chosen as one of the top two best new destinations in the world by a selection panel and 
then went head to head with Dubai before winning in an online poll. It is a remarkable achievement considering 
we are still ramping up our new marketing campaign in China and our cooperative marketing with China 
Southern Airlines is only just starting. This award recognises the tremendous work Tourism WA’s international 
marketing team and China office are doing in conjunction with our trade partners and Tourism Australia to 
promote WA in the world’s biggest tourism market. China Southern Airlines’ direct service between Beijing, 
Guangzhou and Perth begins on 8 November, initially with three services a week.  

I will lead a tourism industry delegation to China on 12 September to promote Western Australia to outbound 
travel agents. In the year ended March 2011, WA received 15 200 Chinese visitors, an increase of approximately 
36 per cent on the previous 12 months, but the state currently receives only just over three per cent of all Chinese 
visitors to Australia. Our aim is to lift our share to 10 per cent, and the introduction of direct flights and WA’s 
growing profile in China, as reflected by this award, will greatly assist us to achieve that goal. 

HOUSING — AWARDS FOR EXCELLENCE 

Statement by Minister for Housing 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Housing) [12.05 pm]: I wish to advise the house of an 
outstanding performance by the Department of Housing at a major state awards ceremony on the weekend. Of 
the 13 categories for this year’s Urban Development Institute of Australia Western Australian Awards for 
Excellence, the Department of Housing won five. The department gained accolades for housing developments in 
South Hedland, Success, Ellenbrook and the Peel region in the categories of affordable development, seniors 
living, and medium-density development. The department also took home both the Judges’ Award and the 
Rising Star Award. The award-winning projects were excellent examples of how the government can leverage 
partnerships with private developers and non-government organisations to create attractive and affordable 
housing options without compromising quality.  

The winning entrant in the affordable development category, Malvern Springs in Ellenbrook, is a joint venture 
partnership between the department and Morella Pty Ltd. It has a product mix with half the lots priced under 
$200 000 for the land component, product innovation with the development of five and six-metre terraced 
dwellings and more efficient use of smaller lots. 
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The department partnered with Goodland Properties for the medium-density development category to win with 
the Stella Orion Apartments in Success. This project also received the Rising Star Award given to an outstanding 
entry that has not participated in the awards in previous years. The Stella Orion project consists of 130 one and 
two–bedroom apartments offering modern living in a convenient location near the Mandurah–Perth rail line at an 
affordable price. 

In the seniors living category, the winning project was Bethanie Peel Community Housing, a partnership by the 
department with Bethanie Housing Ltd. This development consists of 96 units constructed in two two-storey 
blocks. It provides a high-quality and well-designed village environment for seniors who need a low-cost rental 
housing solution. 

The department’s South Hedland New Living project won the Judges’ Award for the second time, having taken 
home this award in 2010. The department partnered with JAXON Pty Ltd on this urban renewal project. The 
Judges’ Award recognises outstanding achievement or innovation in a particular aspect of development. The 
project will revitalise South Hedland and see the refurbishment of more than 480 houses and planned 
development of 1 000 residential lots. 

The department’s winning UDIA developments all have a strong emphasis on making housing more affordable 
and appropriate for low to moderate income earners. They represent a diverse range of affordable housing 
opportunities that are available for average Western Australians from first home buyers to senior citizens, as well 
as for those in regional Western Australia. As these awards demonstrate, affordable does not have to mean low 
quality. Through effective partnerships, the resources, expertise and experience of government can combine with 
that of the private sector to ensure the success of the state’s affordable housing strategy and achieve our goal to 
deliver at least 20 000 affordable homes by 2020. 

WATER RESOURCES — WHEATBELT SALINE WATER TREATMENT STUDY 

Statement by Minister for Water 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Water) [12.08 pm]: I am pleased to report that the 
government has delivered on its commitment to conduct an independent feasibility assessment of treating saline 
waters in the Wheatbelt for water supply in towns and for the coastal plain. This Liberal–National election 
commitment was also to address longstanding proposals to use engineering solutions to turn water from regional 
drainage networks—which are used to tackle the problem of dryland salinity that continues to damage 
agricultural land, regional infrastructure and biodiversity—into a cheaper alternative bulk water supply source.  

Independent consulting engineers were commissioned to conduct an in-depth analysis of the volume and quality 
of water that could be harvested from saline areas of the Wheatbelt using a range of sources such as groundwater 
drains or deep groundwater in ancient riverbeds. They also assessed the cost of desalinating this water to 
drinking water standards, including all supply, treatment and disposal costs over 20 years.  

This study has produced some interesting results. Salt levels in particular varied significantly across the 
Wheatbelt, with some water containing higher levels than seawater to brackish–slightly saline. The study 
identified that the nearest feasible option was desalination of brackish groundwater if security of supply in 
volumes large enough for an average Wheatbelt town were assured, followed by desalinating saline groundwater 
under some towns. All options were limited by the need for lower cost and improved pre-treatment technology 
that could present future opportunities for alternative water supplies for regional communities.  

The investigation found that saline water from regional networks of drains and channels do not yield sufficient 
volumes of water when compared with seawater desalination. As such, the findings support this government’s 
decision to invest in seawater desalination. As seawater desalination benefits from being able to use water from 
the ocean—which is a large, stable volume with a relatively stable quality that requires less treatment—it 
remains a more economically feasible short-term water supply option. This study demonstrates this 
government’s commitment to ensuring that we investigate all possible options for water supplies. The public 
expects better management and planning of our water supplies and the Liberal–National government is working 
hard to deliver long-term sustainable water security to ensure the continuing economic and social development 
of Western Australia.  

We know that the south west continues to experience a drying climate and declining long-term average rainfall. I 
assure Western Australians in regional and rural areas that the state government understands how important it is 
to secure water supplies and how vital it is to provide communities, industry and the agricultural sector with the 
confidence to continue contributing to our state’s development. That is why the Liberal–National government 
has invested $3 million in the National Centre of Excellence in Desalination based at Murdoch University’s 
Rockingham campus and why we will continue to monitor technological advancements in this area. This builds 
on the work we are already doing to investigate new sources. 

Now that this report has been completed, I have asked the Department of Water to make this study available to 
the public. I commend this study to the Parliament. 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE — PRECEDENCE OF PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS 

Withdrawal of Notice 

On motion by Mr R.F. Johnson (Leader of the House), resolved — 

That notice of motion 1, “Private Members’ Business Precedence”, be withdrawn. 

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT BILL 2011 

Third Reading 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Transport) [12.12 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [12.12 pm]: I am pleased to once again set out the opposition’s position on 
the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2011 and to indicate what we will do. Although we attempted to 
amend the legislation last night to remove some of its unfortunate aspects to improve the legislation, we will not 
vote against this legislation. It was a good debate. We set out our point of view on the protection of children and 
people with mental illness and the removal of discrimination against public housing tenants. Unfortunately, all 
those amendments that we moved were lost and the government succeeded in defeating those protective 
measures that we wanted in the legislation.  

We support a large amount of the legislation; it is based on good policy and a sensible approach to protecting the 
interests of tenants, predominantly, and resolving some longstanding issues about tenants being blacklisted on a 
register in unfair ways. We support coming up with a provision that stops the unfortunate practice of unfairly 
putting people on a register for the rest of their lives and thereby making it difficult for them to find somewhere 
to live. We support that and some of the other measures in the bill.  

We had some reservations about some of the increases in penalties and we thought that perhaps some of the 
penalties that apply to landlords may have been a bit harsh. We raised the issues of the Property Owners 
Association of Western Australia. Mr Wilde’s correspondence raised some good points and we raised those 
issues. The government indicated that it was not prepared to deal with some of those issues concerning penalties. 
That amendment was, therefore, dealt with.  

The most significant issues, as we spoke about, are what the government plans to do to social housing tenants 
and how the legislation will have discriminatory provisions for them as against private tenants. As I said, it was a 
good debate last night. We raised the issues and we moved some amendments. I will go through what we 
attempted to do. We attempted to put in some protections for tenants or people living in public or private rentals 
who might be subjected to domestic violence to give them a greater protection from eviction when it is a 
consequence of that domestic violence. We tried to provide some protection for the victim, not the perpetrator, 
when the eviction is a consequence of domestic violence. We wanted to do that across both public and private 
tenancies. It is not a controversial area; it is well settled that domestic violence is not acceptable. But, admittedly, 
the amendment would have put into the legislation a specific case in which the courts or a landlord would have 
to take into account a domestic violence victim. We did not put forward other cases in which people might be 
victims of other criminal activities. We wanted to send a specific message because we have been told 
anecdotally that people have been evicted from public housing as a consequence of strikes issued by the 
government because of domestic violence by their partners. The partner may well be a signatory to the lease and 
a tenant, but that person has caused some mayhem in the area or some damage, and the victim, who also lives at 
the property, suffers as a consequence. We were trying to tell the government that it needs to deal with that issue 
of domestic violence and put a specific provision in the legislation. That amendment was defeated.  

Another provision we attempted to put in was for the protection of children. We wanted to create a threshold 
test; when a court is deciding on the eviction of tenants in a public or private tenancy—the matter is before a 
court, so it is a matter in which a tenant is being evicted because of a behavioural matter as opposed to the 
tenancy expiring or the 60-day measure—the court would need to take into account the interests of the children 
living at the property. We wanted to insert a specific clause to provide that. As I said, that would not preclude an 
eviction, but it would require the court to take into account the interests of the children. We moved that 
amendment as a matter of principle because children have no control over these things. We made the point that 
children should not be the victims of a government policy when they have no say or role in the actions or 
activities that cause the evictions. Even if they did, children sometimes do things that they should not and we all 
know that.  

We tried to put in a provision to deal with children and we tried to provide some protection of children by the 
court. We did that knowing that the Premier had made some very aggressive statements in defence of asylum 
seeker children. We wanted to test the mettle of the Premier on Western Australian children. It has to be said that 
the government was lacking. The rhetoric of the Premier about children who arrive here as asylum seekers was 
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not matched by the actions of the government for children living in tenancies. The government could have 
amended the bill if it liked. If the government wanted to have a specific arrangement for only public housing 
tenancies, the bill could have been amended to ensure that courts take into account the interests of children in 
public housing tenancies. Our amendment was broader than that; it dealt with both public and private tenancies. 
The government could have amended the clause to ensure that the interests of children in public housing 
tenancies were taken into account had it wanted to, but it did not. In fact, the government voted down the clause 
in its entirety. Our effort to protect children in tenancies was voted down by the government last evening at 
about 10 o’clock.  

Our third effort to try to ameliorate these laws was designed to ensure that when a public or private tenancy is 
concluded by order of the court and the tenant being evicted suffers from a mental illness or the tenancy involves 
children, there is a capacity—not always through some memorandum of understanding or some agreement 
between the department and some other government agency—under the legislation for the court to order the 
involvement of the Department for Child Protection or the Mental Health Commissioner. We suggested that the 
bill should incorporate that defence mechanism so that at least when kids are being put out of a property and 
potentially made homeless, a government department could be ordered to be involved by the court. The 
government rejected that suggestion. We also tried to put in a similar provision for situations in which a tenant or 
a person living at a property, such as a co-tenant, is being evicted and that person has a verifiable mental illness; 
we wanted to provide that the much-vaunted Mental Health Commission could be ordered to be involved in such 
situations and, again, the government rejected that suggestion. In every single one of the cases in which we have 
tried to provide some defensive mechanism for vulnerable people who are being impacted as a consequence of 
the government’s harsher eviction policies, the government has rejected them. 

The last amendment we tried to make was to ensure that there was a level playing field between public and 
private landlords, and public and private tenancies. This is an interesting philosophical difference. We, as Labor 
members, said that there should not be a harsher policy for a public tenant than there is for the private tenant next 
door. This is a fundamental matter of justice—of everyone having equal rights before the law and of all Western 
Australians being treated equally. A public tenant and a private tenant should have the same rights. We said that 
we would amend these laws, and we moved amendments, so that a public tenant could receive the same 
treatment as a private tenant, and vice versa, so that in situations of illegality on the property, a public tenant 
would have the same rights before the court as a private tenant. Conversely, the other side of that coin is that a 
private landlord would have the same rights as a public landlord.  

I will go through the minister’s justifications in a moment, but what the government has done with these laws is 
to effectively say that a public landlord—that is, the government—should have greater rights in respect of their 
tenants than a private landlord; that is absolutely in the legislation. The government is saying that a public tenant 
should have fewer rights than the private tenant living next door—that is, a public tenant can be evicted more 
easily than the private tenant living next door—and a public landlord should have greater rights of eviction than 
the private landlord who owns the property next door. We disagree with that; we think they should have similar 
rights and obligations.  

We also said that we would like to toughen up the illegality provisions for eviction as a result of illegal conduct 
on a premises and extend that right to private landlords, so that private landlords have the same opportunity to 
deal with a tenant who has committed an illegality on a premises as public landlords have in respect of tenants 
who use premises for illegal purposes. I suppose one could say that we are on the side of fairness, but we are also 
on the side of private landlords and public tenants, to make sure that everyone is treated equally across the 
spectrum. All our amendments in respect of each of those things were voted down. 

I asked the Minister for Transport—probably the last question of the evening, at 11 o’clock last night—what the 
reason was, in a nutshell, for public landlords and public tenants being treated differently from private landlords 
and private tenants, and why the government should have greater rights than private landlords and tenants. His 
answer was that it is because taxpayers’ money is involved. He had a few points, but point one was that it is 
because taxpayers’ money is involved. So taxpayers’ money goes into the property, and because it is taxpayers’ 
money, it therefore means that the law is different in respect of those matters—because there is taxpayers’ 
money involved in the provision of the property. 

Some of that taxpayers’ money is provided by the commonwealth government, and I am pretty sure the 
commonwealth does not support what the minister is doing. In fact, these days, most of the money, in the last 
few years at least, has been provided by the commonwealth. The commonwealth government has provided that 
money and, having consulted it, I am pretty sure it would not agree with that, even though it is the provider of 
the so-called taxpayers’ money. 

Secondly, is it right in principle that because there is taxpayers’ money involved in an issue, the government 
therefore has greater rights of eviction than when there is private money involved? Is it right in principle that, 
because the government secures its money from taxes, royalties, fees and charges and the like, it therefore has 
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greater rights in respect of evicting a tenant than the person living next door who has secured their own money 
for their investment property through their own work effort, their savings and superannuation and what have 
you? In principle, I cannot agree with that. There will be members in this place who own investment properties; 
why is their work and effort regarded any less highly than the government’s imposition of taxes and/or royalties 
in terms of how property is dealt with? I cannot understand how that argument can play out, and I do not think it 
actually makes sense, but I accept that it is probably a genuinely held view of the Minister for Transport. 

The second point made by the minister was that the courts treat the government differently from how they treat 
private landlords; so the courts are treating the tenants of the Department of Housing and other public providers 
of housing differently from how they treat private tenants. I recall that at the famous briefing that was held in the 
small caucus room with seven government ministerial staffers present, that argument was advanced by one of the 
departmental officers. Therefore, I think that argument has a bit more veracity than the minister’s earlier 
argument that, somehow, taxpayers’ money has some higher status than a private individual’s savings, which is 
an argument I do not accept in principle. 

If the courts are treating public landlords differently from, and applying different standards to, private landlords, 
surely it would have been open to the minister to put in place a provision to say that these laws will apply 
equally to public housing providers and private housing providers, rather than having an entire provision devoted 
to dealing only with social housing tenancies. Surely that would have resolved the problem and not resulted in 
the two-tier arrangement that the government has put in place. I would have thought that that would have been 
an easy way to go, and I could probably draft a clause right now to ensure that the courts are aware that it is an 
equal playing field for both public and private tenancies. But, again, that was not the path the government elected 
to go down. 

Those were the minister’s two main reasons; he had a third, but I cannot quite remember what it was. Those 
were the two main ones that stuck in my mind; I ruminated on them on the 45-minute drive home last night, and 
I could not, for the life of me, work out why — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Couldn’t sleep? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Pardon? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Were you going to say that you couldn’t sleep? I was going to say that now you’re really 
starting to get me worried, after I admired your physique last night! I ruminated on that on the way home; I wish 
I hadn’t! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I hope the minister did not ruminate for long! 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I ruminated for longer than the trip home! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: There is a frightening thought! 

Ms M.M. Quirk: You’re lost for words! That’s amazing! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am sure the minister ruminates on lots of things, but I cannot imagine that rumination on 
my physique would have occupied too much of his time! I do not think he is telling the truth to the house in that 
regard! 

In any event, the point I was attempting to make was that, whilst I ruminated on the minister’s arguments on the 
drive down the freeway last evening, I could not work out why a member of the Liberal Party would regard 
capital provided by government to have some higher status than capital provided by a private individual. I could 
not understand how that could be the case, and I do not understand that. I certainly do not regard capital provided 
by the government as having a higher status than capital provided by a private individual, and I think the rules 
should be similar for both. I also think that the minister is building into these laws some basic unfairnesses that 
are not particularly in keeping with our stated ethos and the egalitarian nature of all Australians. Although I do 
not think these issues will gain huge prominence in the media, I do not think they fit with our state’s heritage, 
our history, the way we view ourselves and the fairness that I think is hard-wired into the brains of virtually all 
Western Australians. I do not think these laws comply with that basic test that all laws in this state should 
comply with. 

However, on balance, we support the majority of the bill—that is, five out of the six parts of the bill. At the end 
of the day, we have to make a judgement about whether we support laws or we do not. In any event, we do not 
have the numbers. We tested on the floor of the house last night whether the government supports the additional 
protection for children, and it voted that down, so we know that members of the Liberal Party will not cross the 
floor on this bill. Therefore, there is little point, in any event, in how we might want to vote. However, we 
thought that five of the six parts of this legislation were good. We thought that the sixth part had some grave 
mistakes in it, and I have gone over all those mistakes for the house on a few occasions, so I will not go over 
them again. But I would hate to think that in the imposition or the application of these laws, some unfairness will 
be perpetrated upon Western Australian citizens, so we will see what happens in the fullness of time as to 
whether that is the ultimate outcome of this legislation. 
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MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [12.31 pm]: My speech on the third reading of the Residential Tenancies 
Amendment Bill will be a brief one. I just wanted to say, though, that I think we have discussed the issue of 
antisocial behaviour in quite a lot of detail. How we tackle antisocial behaviour in private tenancies, as well as in 
public rentals, is a matter that needs to be considered in other areas of legislation. In discussion, the trend that we 
have seen has been towards some sort of differentiation between rentals that are held by the state and those 
properties which are held by people as investment properties, or for other reasons, and which are let out to 
people. It seems that there is a fair degree of inconsistency in how we treat the two categories of rentals, and that 
is reflected in the way we want to treat antisocial behaviour when that occurs. 

I heard the minister’s comment that public housing is about public money. That is why I was very concerned to 
learn—I have just learnt this—that at 6 Sheoak Road in Maddington, some 32 social housing units are empty at 
the moment. I am told—I cannot vouch for the accuracy of this—that they have been sitting empty for at least 
three months. I understand that the minister might even have a briefing note about this, so he will be able to allay 
our concerns. Those units are currently in the hands of the Department of Housing and are about to be handed 
over to Access Housing, so I hope the minister can clarify the situation there, because he has made a big point in 
this debate about what is happening with public money. If 32 units are vacant and it is taking so long to get those 
units allocated to people, there we have a classic case — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I don’t have a briefing note, member. I’m always cautious to check the facts in and around 
these matters, as I’m sure you are. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Good. I hope my raising it now will perhaps enable the checking at the minister’s end 
to be sped up somewhat. 

There are other aspects of this legislation. On a number of occasions the minister made commitments on the 
content of regulations that would follow the passage of this bill. I think it is very important that we have further 
confirmation from the minister that issues about the security standards in public housing and also the energy 
efficiency standards will be clearly documented in regulations. I am a little concerned, though, because I know 
that a government commitment to the national energy efficiency agreement, which was signed by the Premier in 
July 2009, was made through the Council of Australian Governments process. That provides for a full audit of 
all public housing in Western Australia. I will quote from that national strategy document that the Premier signed 
off on. It states — 

All states and territories will conduct and make publicly available an independent audit of the energy 
efficiency performance of their public housing stocks. 

I have asked around, and the information I have received is that that audit is yet to get underway. So I am very 
concerned that within the minister’s housing portfolio, such an important thing as an audit that is critical to 
ensuring that we have a decent quality of rental accommodation for people in public housing has not got 
underway, even though the Premier made the commitment as far back as July 2009. That is a matter on which I 
am concerned to hear from the minister. I hope that the minister will have some good news to give us on that 
front. 

In discussion, we also touched on the issue of rental control. I think it is fair to say that the minister was fairly 
dismissive of that idea. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I wasn’t dismissive; I just don’t agree. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Having rental control does not mean that rents cannot be increased. There are rental 
controls in Canberra, in New York, in Paris and in many other cities. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: We don’t have them in WA. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: That is perhaps the minister’s ideological position. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Put it up as policy. Get it through the Labor state conference, if you have one. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I think that it probably should fall on the Minister for Housing to ask why cities such 
as Canberra, New York and Paris have rental controls. From what I have been able to find out, the main reason is 
that they are concerned to moderate the effects of speculation on residential property. Therefore, I think we 
should look at this issue in the future. The minister may oppose rental control, and there may be a degree of self-
interest in that. There might be some degree of self-interest also on the part of other members — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I don’t have any rental properties. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: — so that they are against this position, but I think we have to look at why elsewhere 
in the world rental control is so successful and used as part of a general housing policy. 

I have mentioned the issue of asset management and the audit of public housing. It seems that we do not have a 
good standard of asset management of our public housing. There are details that one would like to know about 
public housing in Western Australia. For instance, how many houses have ceiling insulation? Because we do not 
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have a good standard of asset management, we cannot answer that question. That is very poor. We cannot say 
how many houses have ceiling insulation, let alone answer the more important questions about how good the 
quality of that ceiling insulation is. Is it still functioning properly? Does it have gaps in it that diminish the whole 
effect? Those sorts of questions cannot be answered because of poor asset management. Likewise, we are unable 
to get accurate information on how many of our public housing properties have ceiling fans. How many houses 
have adequate security screens, so that people can open their windows at night and not fear that cooling their 
home will lead to the entry of an intruder? We cannot answer clearly how many people have security screens. 
Asset management is vital to the maintenance of good-quality public housing and making sure that we provide 
people with a standard of housing that means that they will receive bills that are not impossible to pay, because 
they will be bills that are moderated by various energy efficiency measures that people might have taken. That 
failure to ensure that those standards are in place is a real shame, and is something that we should be looking to 
remedy into the future. 

The debate touched on issues around making sure that we have good-quality legislation that deals with antisocial 
behaviour in a consistent manner. I hope that the minister in reply to the third reading debate will detail the 
content of the regulations and will provide a little more detail on the security standards and energy efficiency 
standards. I hope he will also outline to us when this audit of public housing will take place. 

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Nollamara) [12.40 pm]: I, too, rise to speak briefly at the third reading stage of the 
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill. I rise primarily to support some of the comments from my colleagues 
the member for Rockingham and the member for Gosnells. In particular, I want to reiterate the member for 
Rockingham’s comments on the funding of public housing in Western Australia. As far as I understand it, the 
only consolidated funding recently brought into public housing in Western Australia was about three or four 
years ago for building houses in Roebourne. Prior to and since that time, the funding was from commonwealth 
housing agreement funds. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: No. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I am happy to be told differently. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I am glad you are happy. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Prior to that, public housing was funded with commonwealth housing agreement funds—
therefore, commonwealth money. Since that time, I believe the majority of funding has been from the 
commonwealth. I am unaware of consolidated funding that goes into housing. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Member, can I just make the point, without trying to be smart, that in relation to the housing 
spend on construction and government money, you are right that there is a lot from the commonwealth. There 
was a lot under the stimulus package, which was a great initiative. There is some CF money in the Department of 
Housing resources, and that goes up and down a little bit, but largely it is funding that is generated within 
Housing and so on. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Yes, I was going to get to that; DOH uses its own assets. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Yes. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: The Department of Housing has always used its own assets. In fact, I understand that one 
of the biggest difficulties in the public housing system was during the split of DOH and LandCorp, as prior to 
that DOH owned its own land. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: It still does. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: It owns Mirrabooka land on Milldale Way, minister, which I am more than happy to see 
the Department of Housing develop. I recently got a briefing on that. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: It is just around the corner from where the light rail will start. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Absolutely, minister! I have said on record that I welcome, as I am sure the community 
will welcome, the light rail into the Mirrabooka area, given that I have previously raised the community’s 
transport needs. 

I am trying to say that, given that a large amount of public housing is commonwealth funded, I understand that 
DOH uses its own assets. I am not aware that much CF money goes into the Department of Housing at all, and, if 
it does, it is CF money for mostly Aboriginal housing. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: There’s a big chunk this year for mental health and disability services. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Okay. The areas are usually very selected — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Targeted. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Yes; the state usually provides targeted funding. 
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We have raised the concern in this place previously that, because the legislation will impact on people in the 
community who are subject to a cycle of homelessness on their families and on future generations, this 
legislation has been introduced without consultation with the commonwealth. In particular, it has been 
introduced without recognition of the commonwealth’s programs on homelessness and the programs that came 
out of the white paper. I therefore rise to discuss that concern, and in support of the member for Rockingham’s 
comments on the minister’s rationale that there is a greater capacity for government to introduce this legislation 
because it will involve taxpayers’ money. If that is the minister’s rationale, it is concerning that he did that 
without consultation with the commonwealth on the impact on taxpayers—the people who pay tax to the 
commonwealth, from which the money comes to the state. It is also concerning that there was no consultation 
with the Equal Opportunity Commission, given that it holds major reports on the impact of discrimination by the 
Department of Housing on Indigenous Aboriginal tenants. 

All those matters need to be taken into account in this debate—in particular the discrimination on social housing 
tenancies being brought in by this bill so that the minister can implement his government’s three-strikes policy. I 
understand that the minister has stood in this place and said that he is very proud of that policy. I do not retract 
from the position that we need to assist tenants with behavioural issues to prevent the strikes. I am sure I have 
written letters to the minister about behaviour issues. Let me tell the minister that I have also done things in the 
community to try to deal with behaviour issues. I have had community meetings, formed neighbourhood groups, 
had barbeques in the park and done the work on the ground to help establish communities that are more 
cohesive. I am therefore not standing in this place and saying from some lofty height that this is what the 
minister should do. I think it is about us going out into the community and getting the community to talk about 
the behaviour of our whole community, not just the behaviour of social housing tenants. It is about what we want 
to see in our communities. One of the things I want to see in our communities is stability for children. I am 
talking about stability in their ongoing education so that they can break the cycle that often occurs in many of 
these houses that have behavioural issues. Children need that stability so that they can live with the security of 
ongoing tenure in their homes and in their communities and gain the advantages that many other children have in 
the very fortunate and privileged Western Australian community as a whole in which we live. 

I understand that the minister will lay down his three-strikes policy so that people are very clear about their 
behaviour. First, I am very clear that the minister needs to do that early intervention work once he starts the 
three-strikes policy, because those tenancies at risk comprise some of the most vulnerable people. However, 
additionally, I say that the minister could do that under clauses 39 and 62 of the bill. Clearly the minister’s 
concern about clause 62 is that people issued with a notice to remedy their behaviour within 14 days will remedy 
their behaviour within that time so that the notice of termination falls away. Another 14-day notice, however, 
may need to be issued, and the minister says that the department gets into a cycle of issuing termination notices 
that lead to no effective outcome, which undermines his three-strikes policy. It seems to me that there is an 
avenue for the minister to amend clause 62 to change the period for the notice of termination, which would take 
account of the people who manipulate the process. The minister could insert a provision limiting the 14-day 
notice for people to remedy their behaviour to exclude those who manipulate the process in a repetitive way. 
That mechanism would not undermine the obvious intent of the original clause. That intent is to afford people 
procedural justice so that they can be made aware that their behaviour is inappropriate and is in breach of their 
tenancy agreement and for them to rectify that breach. 

The minister says that we make tenants aware that they are breaching the act and they rectify those breaches 
within that period of time, and they behave for that period, but the actions and behaviour or the concern about 
breaches of tenancy then recommence after that period. It seems to me that our debate indicated that this clear 
Residential Tenancies Act has always been a balance between tenants and landlords and the Department of 
Housing is simply one of those landlords in the greater context of that. If that is the case and these things have 
been done with a view to that sort of procedural justice, so that people have a capacity to address their issues, it 
would have been fair to amend section 62 of the act so that all landlords, not just public and private, have a 
capacity to remedy situations in which the rules are being manipulated and in which aspects of procedural justice 
are being manipulated in a manner to undermine the intent of the act. I say that because I believe that that is the 
course and the path that needed to be taken and not this one of clear discrimination in social housing tenancies 
under section 75, the whole new set of laws made under proposed section 75A and the whole new interpretation 
that magistrates will have to make around proposed section 75A. I assume that the expectation will now be that 
there will be written decisions by magistrates. There will be appeals from the magistrate’s decisions with respect 
to that, to establish law about what can and cannot be considered, and in some ways that may cause even greater 
frustration for surrounding tenancies.  

I want to put on record that I agree with my colleague, the member for Gosnells, that we at least need to have a 
discussion about rents and setting some capping on rents, given that housing affordability and access to 
affordable housing is one of the major issues in our community. I believe that we have to have an open and 
honest discussion about it. 
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Mr T.R. Buswell: What about price? Do you support the capping of price?  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I just think we need to have an open and frank discussion about the issue, honestly. I do 
not know enough about the issue at this time. I know that it has been the Holy Grail that no-one goes near. 
Clearly many other countries do it, and now the Australian Capital Territory has done it. I do not think we can 
afford to dismiss it offhand. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: We don’t go near the Holy Grail. Everyone tries to get to the Holy Grail; it is the exact 
opposite of the Holy Grail! It is the poisoned chalice! 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: There you go, thank you very much; it is the poisoned chalice! It is the unspoken area 
that for some reason we do not want to discuss because we just dismiss it outright. We may come to the 
conclusion that it is not what we should do, but that is not to say that we should not be able to stand in this place 
and have that debate. There is no doubt that both parties need to have that debate about what affordable housing 
is in our community and how we ensure that people do not go into housing stress when they hit 30 per cent of 
their income going into housing, which leads them into greater concerns and problems.  

I did not ask minister this last night because it was late and we were both over it, but when the minister gets on 
his feet can he give me clarification about whether the current provisions for tenancy databases in the bill, that 
will be in the new act, will pertain to the Department of Housing and the capacity for a tenant to know what is on 
their tenancy database? I understand the provision is aimed more at the tenancy databases for private rentals, but 
I need to know how it will influence or impact on the databases that are kept on public housing tenants and the 
information kept on their files. I gather that that information is currently only able to be gained through freedom 
of information and the costs involved in that process are sometimes not affordable for people. I just want a bit of 
an understanding about the transparency of the information that is kept on public housing tenants, especially 
given that, increasingly, the department is transferring public housing over to community housing and I 
understand that the government’s intent, at the end of the day, will be that the majority of public housing will go 
to community housing organisations and that the Department of Housing will simply become a manager of the 
waitlists. Given that information will be passed to a whole series of different people, I think people have a right 
to know what sort of information will be passed on and how they can counter that information if they believe it 
to be incorrect or prejudicial on their claims for housing.  

In closing, I congratulate the Minister for Commerce for bringing on the changes to the Residential Tenancies 
Act; they have been a long time coming. There have been many reviews, and many people in the community 
would congratulate the minister for being able to bring this bill before the Parliament, because people in the 
community sector have been anticipating it for a long time. The minister should be congratulated for being able 
to put this bill before the Parliament and taking action to include many very good provisions in the Residential 
Tenancies Act, in particular tenancy databases for private tenants. However, as we have all said in this place, we 
are concerned about the provisions in proposed section 75A. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [12.56 pm]: I want to make some brief comments and ask whether the minister 
could provide some clarification in his third reading response to the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill. I 
want to reiterate the concerns from some of the property owners that have been passed on and the member for 
Rockingham reiterated those concerns. There is one issue I would like some clarification about. I stand up 
because we received a letter between the second reading speech and now about community housing and the 
policies and procedures that community housing organisations apply to the properties that they take control of. I 
received a letter back from the minister’s office on 31 August that referred to a particular situation, about which I 
will not go into detail, which raised the issue that although the community housing sector inherited homes from 
Homeswest, a community housing group implemented policies and procedures independently of the department. 
Today, the minister might be able to provide the clarification about what rules and procedures will apply when 
Homeswest housing is passed on to the community housing sector. The particular example I have is when 11 
units, I think, were all controlled by Homeswest and, as I understand it, Homeswest had particular guidelines 
about the types of families and mix of tenants in that whole group of units. Two of those units were then passed 
onto another organisation and those two units are now excluded from the guideline calculations, and the 
dynamics in that housing area have changed dramatically. People who have been there since day one, since the 
Homeswest units were initially built, have seen a significant deterioration in what is happening in that area 
because the mix of tenants has changed so dramatically. Homeswest is very careful, when it has significant 
numbers of properties in close proximity, to ensure that there is a good mix of tenants. The example given to me 
was a strong example that outsourcing and passing on of houses to the community housing sector, while good in 
some situations, can have adverse outcomes when community housing organisations follow different procedures 
and processes and that upsets the dynamic. Therefore, I just want to get that issue clarified by the minister.  

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Transport) [1.00 pm] — in reply: I will make a couple of 
comments in closing the debate on the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill. I start by thanking, firstly, my 
two advisers who were with me during consideration in detail. I thought they provided excellent advice and 
clearly had a very sound understanding of the content of the legislation. 
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Mr W.J. Johnston: Covering up your ignorance! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I think the member for Cannington nearly bettered the member for Southern River’s 
comment! 

We will move on. Actually, it is funny; it is an area I have some interest in because when I was a minister before 
I had my spell, I had carriage of this area from both the housing and commerce point of view, so I know that it 
takes time for this sort of legislation to come through the house. I appreciate the member for Nollamara’s kind 
words about its passage. Of course, the substantive minister is in the other place. It does take time. My 
recollection is that the review, which has led to a big chunk of what we have been dealing with, was too long in 
the making. These things happen.  

I will work backwards while it is fresh in my mind. Member for West Swan, that was a very interesting question. 
I cannot provide advice around the allocation policies of the community housing sector on mixes of specific 
tenancies. But I think it is a matter we are going to have to look at. An emerging body of policy work needs to be 
done around the broad, regulatory framework that the community housing sector operates in. At the moment in 
Western Australia we do it more by what can almost be called bilateral agreement through the growth provider 
arrangements and others. Of course, other jurisdictions such as Victoria and New South Wales have regulatory 
models. A lot of work is being done at ministerial council level or, more importantly, at the heads of department 
level to advance a nationally consistent framework for community housing. That will take a bit of time. Our 
general view in Western Australia—I think it would be fair to say it is the view of the community housing 
providers—is that they want a light-handed regulatory model.  

Ms R. Saffioti: Unless there are cats!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No; not Mr Tumnus!  

That means, I think, that the individual community housing providers will have a fair bit of flexibility around 
how they manage their tenants. This is something we will have to do a lot more work on in years to come. As the 
member for West Swan rightly pointed out, the community housing sector will play an increasingly significant 
role in the totality of the provision of social housing. I do not have a specific answer, but I acknowledge the point 
she raised.  

As I think I pointed out during consideration in detail, the review of the fines has broadly seen them align with 
the fines inherent within the Residential Parks (Long-stay Tenants) Act. The point I made then was that I do not 
think it is unreasonable for a fine levied on a caravan park owner who does not treat a tenant appropriately being 
similar to a fine imposed on a private residential landlord. The member for Rockingham highlighted, I think, that 
it may have been a fine of $10 000 or $20 000. When we looked, it was the fine that relates to the administration 
of bond moneys. My point is that I would see people fined for misuse of bond moneys and inappropriate 
application of the processes and procedures that sit around bond moneys. I think we shared an example of the 
property manager who had fled to the Philippines with a relatively large amount of bond moneys. The member 
for Rockingham wanted to quiz me about the largest island in the Philippines and the capital of the Philippines—
the thriller in Manila et cetera!  

Ms R. Saffioti: Your advisers let you down!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I think it was outside their area of expertise.  

I want to make one other point, which I should have done at the start, and that is to thank members opposite for 
their participation in this debate. I thought it was a really good debate. Sometimes in this house, as minister, 
work on bills and consideration in detail can represent some challenges in trying to remain engaged. I found the 
debate very engaging. I hope I was respectful of the points of view raised. Of course, we did not always agree, 
but I thought the consideration in detail stage and the second reading speeches of all members were excellent. I 
certainly enjoyed the opportunity to participate through that debate.  

Mr M. McGowan: What about the interjections?  

Mr W.R. Marmion interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No, no; they were good, generally of a reasonable standard, I think one could say. 

Mr M. McGowan: First class! What about the member for Southern River’s interjection?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: On the member for Rockingham?  

Mr M. McGowan: Yes. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Well, I think that and the interjection of the member for Cannington should go on the 
video shown to new members about how not to interject! Or we could attach it to the front of the Franchising 
Code of Conduct!  

Several members interjected.  
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Moving on.  

Mr J.M. Francis: I think you should stick to franchising!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Back to matters at hand. The member for Nollamara asked a question about residential 
databases. I think we need to draw a distinction between a tenancy database maintained privately, which is really 
a list of tenants who either have done or are perceived to have done something wrong during their tenancy.  

Ms J.M. Freeman: I think databases are not private rentals; they are not just for people who have done 
something wrong. Everyone is on a database but they lodge something onto the database to be sorted out.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am not sure about that. The member for Nollamara may well be right. Certainly, I do not 
think the records maintained by the Department of Housing fall under a residential tenancy database in relation 
to this legislation, but I could be wrong.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: What is maintained by the government is okay because you have an FOI right to get the 
information. The problem is the private ones. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am not disputing that.  

Ms J.M. Freeman: That’s what you are changing.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I know what the question was. I am saying that I do not necessarily have an answer. 
Maybe the member should have asked that question as we progressed through the bill.  

Referring back to the bill specifically, as everyone said, there are three basic components of the bill. There are 
broad changes to the Residential Tenancies Act that flowed out of the review, and I think those changes were 
generally supported by everyone and they progress the framework for the relationship between tenants and 
residents. There were some points of difference around the disruptive behaviour components, and I will talk 
about those very briefly in a second. There were issues also around residential tenancy databases. Last night, in 
relation to disruptive behaviour specifically and/or the capacity to remove tenants, there were discussions around 
aspects, including domestic violence towards children. I made the point that the government’s view is that the 
bill and the amended act will provide the courts with the capacity to take those matters into account, in particular 
the introduction of proposed section 75A which, in our view, will give us the capacity to implement our three-
strikes policy more thoroughly and move those cases through the court. Ultimately, we will wait with interest to 
see how the court determines the application of proposed section 75A, and make some interpretations around 
issues such as domestic violence and potential impacts on children. I think I made the point last night that we 
viewed it as entirely appropriate that a special set of provisions should apply to social housing tenants, which is 
really for three reasons, as the member for Rockingham recalled. One is because significant public funding is 
involved. I think there is a mutual obligation to the community in relation to behaviour and conduct in the 
community when people are assisted with funding into a house. The second issue was, as I pointed out, and the 
member for Rockingham recalled, that, according to the advice I have had from the Department of Housing, it is 
generally more difficult to progress matters through the courts to eviction because of the court’s reflection on the 
Department of Housing more as a social service provider than as a landlord. Thirdly, the community looks to 
government, in general, to play a role in managing tenants of government properties. For those reasons we think 
it is entirely appropriate.  

A component of the amendments moved by the opposition effectively sought to gut section 75A, but in our view 
that would have made it much more difficult for us to implement our three-strikes policy, and that is why those 
amendments were opposed. There was also some interesting debate—the member for Nollamara brought it up 
again—around rent controls. As I said, I was not dismissive of her comments; I just do not agree with them. I 
expect that, with the member for Nollamara’s connection to the people who will effect the agenda for the next 
Labor state conference, she might have a capacity for that issue to be on the table for discussion. If it gets 
through at the state conference—I would like to be a fly on the wall to watch that technical policy debate—I 
suspect there are others, including brother number one out of The Sunday Times list of the most influential 
people in Western Australia, who may have an alternative view. It is reflective of course of the broad nature of 
her political party. She should see whether she can get that through with the incoming member for Bassendean! 

Ms J.M. Freeman: Are you saying that the Liberal Party endorsed it as well?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Absolutely not. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: So why do you care?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The incoming member for Bassendean may be able to assist in getting that onto the 
agenda at the forthcoming state Labor conference, and we will watch with interest the Labor Party’s policy 
position on that. Judging by the frantic nodding in the negative of some of the member’s colleagues when this 
issue was raised, I suspect it does not have a snowflake’s chance! However, I will leave that to members 
opposite. All in all, I appreciate members’ input to the debate and I certainly endorse the sentiment of the house; 
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namely, that with some points of difference—we will always have those in this place—there is broad support for 
the thrust of what I think is a very good piece of legislation.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

CONSERVATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 1 September. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Environment) [1.11 pm] — in reply: I rise to conclude the 
second reading debate on the Conservation Legislation Amendment Bill 2010, and I begin by thanking the 
member for Gosnells, the member for Pilbara and the member for Rockingham for their support and comments 
about the bill. 

The member for Gosnells raised four points in his contribution to the second reading debate; namely, the 
amendments in the other house, the concerns about notification of plans, the resources to manage plans, and, 
finally, how plans will be gazetted. The member for Pilbara had an issue with how conservation values could be 
put above Indigenous values. I responded by way of interjection, but I will deal again with that matter shortly. 
The member for Rockingham raised his concerns about national heritage listing. 

I will begin by addressing the member for Gosnells’ first point; namely that of the amendments in the other 
place. As he quite rightly pointed out, the bill was scrutinised in detail during the Committee of the Whole stage 
in the other house and, subsequently, some amendments were made. I will now describe those amendments 
because I think it is important that they are recorded in the Hansard for our house. Firstly, it was recognised that 
the Minister for Indigenous Affairs should be consulted on any proposed section 8A joint management 
agreement and on subsequent management plans developed for the management of section 8A land if the land 
includes an Aboriginal site under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972. This resulted in the insertion of an 
appropriate definition for the Minister for Indigenous Affairs in clause 4; the amendment of proposed 
section 8A(9) in clause 8 to include the Minister for Indigenous Affairs in the list of ministers to be consulted in 
order for a proposed section 8A agreement to have effect; and the amendment of clause 24 to include the 
Minister for Indigenous Affairs in the list of those to be consulted in the preparation of management plans, but 
only in the case of proposed section 8A land and if the area includes an Aboriginal site. 

Secondly, by amending clause 16, the government made it clear that it is committed to recognising and 
managing the value of the land for the culture and heritage of Aboriginal people. The proposed amendment to 
section 33(2) in clause 16 sets out the objectives to which land is to be managed when there is no current 
management plan, and clearly states that the land must be managed to protect and conserve the value of the land 
to the culture and heritage of Aboriginal persons. It was identified, while in the other place, that such 
requirements did not extend to the management of land that has a management plan but that is subject to an 
exemption by the minister under proposed section 57A(2). Such an exemption allows a management plan to be 
approved in circumstances in which the plan is being unreasonably delayed by the requirement to ascertain the 
value of the land to the culture and heritage of Aboriginal persons. When an exemption is approved, the 
management plan is to state that it is subject to an exemption and the plan is to be amended or replaced as soon 
as practicable so that it addresses these values. When this anomaly was identified clause 16 was amended to 
ensure that in the period between the approval of a management plan, which is subject to a proposed section 57A 
exemption, and the time the management plan is amended or replaced to address those values, the land would 
still be managed with the objective to protect and conserve the value of the land to the culture and heritage of 
Aboriginal persons; therefore, fixing up the anomaly. 

The final amendment made to this bill in the other place was to insert new clause 46 to provide for a review of 
the policy objectives of the amended act to be conducted as soon as practicable after five years after royal assent. 
It also provides for a report of this review to be laid before each house of Parliament, no more than two years 
after the review begins. As members can appreciate, despite the scrutiny it underwent in the other place only 
relatively minor amendments were required to the bill because the provisions it proposes are already detailed and 
comprehensive. However, I appreciate some members still wished to clarify some concerns and duly raised them 
in their contribution to the second reading debate. 

I will now give a brief run down of why the government did not agree to some of the amendments proposed in 
the other place because I think it important that this house is aware of the government’s position on those. 
Firstly, there was an issue about non-exclusive native title holders as the person responsible. It was proposed to 
amend new section 8A so that any determined native title holder would be a “person responsible” for eligible 
8A land as opposed to only exclusive native title holders. A “person responsible” for any particular 8A land must 
either be a party to the proposed section 8A agreement or give approval of it. 
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The government did not support this amendment because it would incorrectly treat other native title holders as 
though they had the same rights as exclusive native title holders; that is, to possess, occupy, use and enjoy an 
affected area of crown land to the exclusion of others. For example, a non-exclusive native title determination for 
a particular area may only be for the purposes of hunting and gathering. In these cases, non-exclusive native title 
holders do not have the right to exclude access to that area to all other people: that right is reserved for exclusive 
native title determinations. However, I must point out that nothing in the bill prevents non-exclusive native title 
holders, or for that matter any other Aboriginal person, from being party to an 8A agreement. 

In terms of Aboriginal sites under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972, two amendments were proposed in the 
other place. The first aimed to negate the effect of a section 8A agreement unless the area had been subject to a 
preliminary survey for potential new Aboriginal sites as defined under the Aboriginal Heritage Act. The 
government considered that such a requirement would be cost prohibitive, particularly to private landowners or 
lessees who wished to enter into joint management agreements, including Aboriginal landowners or lessees, and 
would be likely to divert other management planning resources. The second amendment proposed to constrain 
the minister’s power to approve any proposed management plan unless the land subject to the proposed plan had 
been subject to a preliminary survey for potential new Aboriginal sites. Such a provision would apply to 
proposed plans for all managed lands and require an extensive suite of surveys to existing managed land. Such 
reviews are already undertaken by the department in accordance with the Aboriginal Heritage Act when a 
proposed operation, such as the building of a road or lookout, may adversely impact the land. Therefore, this 
amendment was not supported by government. 

In terms of specifying native title groups to be consulted, an amendment was moved to clause 8, proposed 
section 8C, specifying that the Governor could not make an order to place eligible land under the management of 
the chief executive officer of the Department of Environment and Conservation unless he or she was first 
satisfied that the minister had consulted with, firstly, the relevant native title holders or claimants, secondly, the 
relevant registered native title representative body, if any, and thirdly, the relevant registered native title service 
provider—if any. This amendment was negatived because, once again, the provisions of the Native Title Act 
already operate to ensure notification and consultation are undertaken. An order under proposed section 8C 
would be invalid to the extent that it is inconsistent with the provisions of the Native Title Act. 

A similar amendment was put forward for new section 57A in clause 22, to specify who was to be consulted in 
ascertaining the value of the land to the culture and heritage of Aboriginal persons. This included native title 
holders, claimants, representative bodies and service providers, as well as any other Aboriginal person with an 
interest in that land. This amendment was subsequently negatived as the wording of proposed section 57A(1) 
was already deliberately constructed to enable the responsible body for the land to consult with any person with 
regard to determining the value of the land to Aboriginal persons; that is, it could consult as widely as possible 
with known relevant persons including Aboriginal persons. Native title claimants and representative bodies 
would be consulted as a matter of policy. This type of amendment was put forward another time for clause 23 
amending section 57, but this time it related to the public notification requirements for a proposed management 
plan. It was not supported as this section already provides for extensive public notification when making plans 
available for consideration and submission. 

Another amendment put forward in the other house related to stipulating funding appropriations. It was proposed 
to amend sections 8A and 56A to stipulate that the CEO of DEC must supply adequate funding from DEC’s 
existing appropriations for the process of developing joint management agreements and for their implementation. 
These amendments were negatived in both cases as the government of the day determines the appropriation, 
albeit subject to parliamentary approval, and needs the flexibility to respond to changing circumstances and the 
priorities of the day. In addition, allocation of funding for an 8A agreement will be the subject of negotiations 
between the intending parties to an agreement that may or may not require the CEO of the department to make a 
contribution. Any proposed agreements are likely to also specify resourcing requirements that will need to be 
agreed to by all parties to the agreement. Similarly, allocation for funding for a 56A agreement will be the 
subject of negotiations between the intending parties to that agreement. 

Several amendments were put forward in the other place relating to the protection of the scientific and 
educational values of the land. Those amendments attempted to specify this as a particular objective for 
management and planning under the CALM act. These amendments were not accepted for two reasons. Firstly, it 
was considered beyond the scope of the purpose of the bill. Such amendments could have significantly widened 
the potential impact of the legislation and resulted in unforeseen consequences because of the breadth of 
interpretation that can be given to scientific and education values of the land. Secondly, scientific values of the 
land are encompassed in the purposes for national parks, conservation parks and nature reserves under the 
CALM act.  

Another amendment proposed in the other house was time limits on proposed section 57A exemptions. The final 
key amendment put forward in the other place related to clause 22, which empowers the minister to grant an 
exemption to the body responsible for preparing a management plan from ensuring the plan meets the objective 
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to protect and conserve the value of the land to the culture and heritage of Aboriginal persons. Such an 
exemption can only be granted if ascertaining the value of the land to the culture and heritage of Aboriginal 
people was unreasonably delaying the planning process, as I previously mentioned. Section 57A stipulates that if 
such an exemption is granted, the management plan is to state that it is subject to the exemption, and the plan 
must be amended or replaced either as soon as practicable after being exempted or within the period specified in 
the exemption. The amendment put forward in the upper house was that the limit of that exemption should be 12 
months. This amendment was not considered necessary as it is given that the minister would not grant 
exemptions in a frivolous manner and it unreasonably constrained the discretion of the minister of the day in 
conferring sufficient time to enable the responsible body to ascertain the value of the land to the culture and 
heritage of Aboriginal persons, which could take longer than 12 months.  

I would now like to address some of the specific issues raised by members opposite. The member for Gosnells 
requested some clarification on the interaction of native title with joint management agreements, which was 
discussed in the other place. Firstly, the state must and will comply with the provisions of the commonwealth 
Native Title Act 1993. Secondly, the state will comply with the procedural requirements for notification for 
native title holders, native title claimants and native title representative bodies. Thirdly, the state acknowledges 
that registered native title claimants have the same procedural rights as determined native title holders in relation 
to a section 8A agreement that affects native title. Lastly, the state expects that section 8A agreements that are 
future acts under the Native Title Act 1993 will be supported by either an Indigenous land use agreement, an 
area agreement, with registered native title claimants, or an Indigenous land use agreement, a body corporate 
agreement, with the determined native title holders’ body corporate. The member for Gosnells also mentioned 
some of the concerns raised by the Goldfields Land and Sea Council, the Yamatji Marlpa Aboriginal 
Corporation, Central Desert Native Title Services, the Kimberley Land Council and the National Native Title 
Council while the bill was in the other place. These issues were dealt with while the bill was in the other place. 
We agreed to three amendments but did not agree to the other ones.  

The member also mentioned resourcing for management plans. Capital and operational costs may be required as 
a consequence of these amendments but will vary from case to case depending on the individual agreements. 
Resourcing for joint management has been and will be provided for within the native title settlement packages. I 
would also like to point out that the Burrup and Maitland industrial estates, the Ord final agreement and the 
Yawuru area agreements provide for resourcing of these joint management arrangements. Resourcing for other 
training and employment opportunities will flow from other government initiatives such as the Kimberley 
science and conservation strategy, partnerships with private sector companies and other commonwealth and state 
agencies. Any other resources required will be a matter for government appropriation through the normal budget 
process.  

The member also asked how management plans will be gazetted. Clauses 18 to 26 of the bill amend part 5 of the 
CALM act, which stipulates how management plans are to be developed and approved and amends it to address 
management plans for jointly managed lands. The bill provides that the joint management body, as established in 
the section 8A joint management agreement, is the responsible body for the preparation and implementation of 
the management plan. For all intents and purposes, the plans will be developed in the same manner as they are 
currently under the CALM act with the exception that, in addition, management plans for section 8A joint 
management lands must be submitted for comment to any party of the section 8A agreement who under that 
agreement is not involved in managing the land, in other words, not a member of the joint management body 
preparing the plans; and if it includes an intertidal zone, to the Minister for Fisheries, and if it includes a 
registered Aboriginal site, to the Minister for Indigenous Affairs, which was an amendment moved in the other 
house. In addition, the minister may request a report from the Conservation Commission about the plan before he 
or she decides to approve the plan, if the land is to be managed as if it were a national park, a conservation park, 
a nature reserve, state forest or timber reserve. Any management plan prepared under the CALM act will also 
have the new objective of protecting and conserving the value of the land to the culture and heritage of 
Aboriginal persons and therefore ascertaining values will be stipulated as a required step in the management 
planning process. Those Aboriginal people with native title interests in the section 8A joint managed land will be 
consulted about the matters of the management plan as is required to be done under the commonwealth Native 
Title Act 1993.  

The member for Pilbara sought clarification on pastoralists and section 8A agreements. Any person with an 
interest in the land to be subject to a section 8A agreement, including a lessee of the land, must be a party to the 
agreement. A section 8A joint management agreement is only effective if all parties to the agreement approve of 
the agreement. The section 8A agreement can stipulate the extent to which the regulations under the CALM act 
are to apply to the land. Entitlement to graze a pastoral lease is only affected to the extent that this is agreed to by 
all parties. In other words, a pastoral lessee who is a party to a section 8A agreement will still be required to 
comply with any obligations under the Land Administration Act 1997 in relation to their lease. This is because 
section 8A agreements do not affect tenure. That is a very important point. As such, all other written laws that 
apply to that land are not affected by a section 8A agreement. Should an area of land under a pastoral lease be 
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determined as having sufficient values to warrant its reservation as a national park or nature reserve, alternative 
government processes can be initiated to change the underlying tenure from pastoral lease to a crown land 
reserve.  

Members opposite referred to the new hierarchy of objectives of the way in which the land is to be managed 
under the Conservation and Land Management Act. The member for Pilbara sought an assurance about the 
priority for the protection of the land having regard to its cultural and heritage value to Aboriginal people. The 
new management objectives in clauses 16 and 21 stipulate that CALM act land and its associated forest produce, 
fauna and flora shall be managed in a way that first and foremost protects and conserves the land’s flora and 
fauna and, in addition, protects and conserves the cultural and heritage value of the land to Aboriginal persons. I 
think that answers the member for Pilbara’s question. This new objective will prevail if there is a conflict or 
inconsistency with any other management objective under the CALM act, such as meeting recreational demands 
in national parks. 

I refer now to the process for the development of regulations. The member for Gosnells mentioned the 
involvement of native title representative bodies in the development of the regulations for Aboriginal customary 
activities. The member was correct to suggest that the new entitlement that allows Aboriginal people to enter 
CALM land to camp, hunt and gather, light fires, drive vehicles and bring animals onto the land will resolve or 
compensate for the extinguishment of native title, which applies to approximately 80 per cent of the conservation 
estate. Regulations will be developed to restrict or exclude this entitlement when there are public safety risks, 
significant risks to the protection of flora and fauna, or possible conflicts of use. The Department of Environment 
and Conservation is currently analysing these possible risks to determine what restrictions may be required. DEC 
is committed to consulting with the native title representative bodies in the preparation of the proposed 
regulations, which will most likely occur in the next few months. 

The member for Pilbara raised concerns that this legislation does not adequately empower and resource local 
communities. I point out that DEC is one of the most regionally coordinated agencies in WA, with offices 
located throughout the state, and that approximately one-third of DEC’s resources are committed to the regions. 
The regionalised structure lends itself to the successful management of land jointly with other parties, be they 
Aboriginal people, pastoralists or other landholders. I support the member’s view that opportunities to increase 
resourcing for the management of our conservation estate should be pursued. The Liberal–National 
government’s commitment to conservation in the Kimberley demonstrates how such increased resourcing can 
benefit regional communities throughout the Kimberley science and conservation strategy. 

The member for Rockingham did not address the bill but he did raise the issue about the national heritage listing 
by the commonwealth. I do not think I need to go into that. 

In closing, I thank all members opposite for their support for the Conservation Legislation Amendment Bill 
2010. I look forward to hearing about the significant advances in the joint management of the conservation estate 
with Aboriginal people in years to come. 

I commend the bill to the house. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Environment) [1.33 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [1.33 pm]: Although I did not speak in the second reading debate on the 
Conservation Legislation Amendment Bill 2010, I wanted to make a few comments at the third reading stage. 
This is important legislation for the joint management issues that I think need to be continually promoted within 
the Department of Environment and Conservation and certainly with the Indigenous landowners and other 
stakeholders in our state. I commend DEC officers for the progress of this bill, and particularly for the bill’s 
focus on the importance of joint management. During my time as Minister for the Environment, I was very 
impressed with the way the department was progressing joint management issues. I commend DEC officers for 
ensuring that Indigenous people were the best placed to be involved in the direct management of the 
conservation estate and other areas of pristine importance to the state’s national and cultural heritage. Some of 
the officers from the department are in the public gallery today. Although they will not have an opportunity to 
advise the minister on the opposition’s questions because we did not go into consideration in detail, I pass on my 
thanks to them and the department for the work they have done in this area. 

We also need to look at opportunities for joint management partnerships in the less remote or less conspicuous 
areas. I mention very briefly a letter I wrote to the Minister for Environment about a proposal in the Peel region. 
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The local Indigenous people are very keen to enter into a formal arrangement with the Department of 
Environment and Conservation regarding DEC land in the Shire of Waroona. Although there is an informal 
arrangement between DEC and the Indigenous people, the Indigenous people are very keen to work towards 
establishing a more formal access arrangement to enable the young Indigenous people in particular who live in 
the urbanised areas of Mandurah and Peel to have direct access to the nearby culturally valuable land on which 
they could learn about their heritage. Recently, the Indigenous community in the Peel region has experienced 
some tragic deaths, particularly among its young people. As a way of assisting the young Indigenous people in 
my electorate to deal with their grief, the local Indigenous elders have taken those young people to DEC land in 
the Waroona shire where they work through their grief and other issues that impact on them as not only young 
people, but also young Indigenous people. They have seen some of their mates involved in some tragic events. It 
is very important that access to the land be made available. I am not expecting the minister to respond now, but I 
urge him to read the letter I wrote to him recently about the proposal to reach a more formal agreement about 
land access. Ultimately, we might be able to achieve a joint management partnership. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Whereabouts in the Shire of Waroona is it? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: It is off Ellis Road. I visited it a month ago with “Rusty” Graham, or Russell Graham, 
and a couple of others. The land borders Yalgorup National Park on the north, from memory, and also abuts 
some farmland to the west. The size of the land is fairly insignificant but there has been an informal and very 
good partnership between the Indigenous people and the DEC officers to allow access to that land. I do not think 
the DEC officers have a major problem with the local Indigenous folk using that land. It is now time to move 
towards a more formal arrangement, and I am very keen to pursue that with the minister. 

I close by congratulating the department. I look forward to ensuring that the many stakeholders, including, of 
course, the Indigenous communities, consider this legislation to be very important for future joint management 
opportunities. The opposition and I support that very strongly. The bill certainly encourages further negotiations 
and discussions. We all know the many benefits for our Indigenous communities of them managing land jointly 
with the department. The minister knows that, and I believe that we should encourage it as much as possible.  

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [1.40 pm]: I, too, would like to make a 
couple of comments in the third reading debate on the Conservation Legislation Amendment Bill 2010. I wanted 
to get to my feet for the second reading debate, but the enthusiasm of the Minister for Environment in leaping to 
his feet caught me and a couple of other speakers off guard. I am pleased that the minister is eager to get on with 
this bill, because it is a very important bill that had its genesis in the deep dark recesses of the early 2000s. When 
I was the policy coordinator for an organisation called the WA Aboriginal native title working group one of my 
first tasks following the election of the Gallop Labor government back in the early 2000s was to take a proposal 
on behalf of the native title representative bodies to government about the issue of joint management of national 
parks. That paper was written by, I think, the land and rivers unit of the Kimberley Land Council and was 
authored by Mr Mark Horstman, whom I would like to acknowledge. Some people might be familiar with Mark, 
who is now one of the hosts of the Catalyst program on the ABC. I think he has been through about four series 
of that program since he wrote this document. That will give members an idea of how long the whole issue of 
joint management has been kicking around the system. It is an issue that I tried to advance a bit when I was CEO 
of the Yamatji Marlpa Barna Baba Maaja Aboriginal Corporation in the Mid West and the north west, and also 
as a senior officer at the South West Aboriginal Land and Sea Council.  

The role of traditional owners, particularly in the context of natural resource management, is incredibly 
important. This legislation is absolutely crucial in marrying the aspirations of traditional owners to not only 
undertake a process of caring for country, which is a pursuit of their cultural practices, but also create an 
economy around some of our remote Aboriginal communities. I can remember one Indigenous affairs minister 
saying to me that we would never actually resolve the issue of Aboriginal poverty, particularly in remote regions, 
until we provided a vehicle by which Aboriginal people could participate in the economy. How do they 
participate in the economy? The economy, first of all, has to value something that they can trade in. It seems to 
me that, as a community, we value very highly the knowledge, the history, the connection and the cultural 
practices of Aboriginal people to natural resource management, or caring for country, in the places in which they 
live, yet our economic system does not have a mechanism for valuing and engaging that knowledge in issues of 
conservation and caring for country, and really just understanding the physical components of that country as 
well. This piece of legislation, even though it is fairly modest in terms of its descriptors, objectives and so forth, 
actually provides a vehicle for that. In years to come we will look back on this legislation and say that that was 
the point at which we found a mechanism by which we can engage traditional owners in caring for country and 
provide them with an avenue in which they can participate in the economy with a commodity that we value—
that is, knowledge of country. This is a very important piece of legislation, and I am very sorry that it has taken 
so long to come to this place. I never thought, when we went to see governments back in the early 2000s, that I 
would be part of the Parliament that ultimately passed the legislation that would give voice to that policy paper, 
but obviously I am very pleased to see it coming.  
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Like the member for Mandurah, I recognise some of the members of the public service in the gallery who would 
otherwise have been here to provide advice in the consideration in detail stage as some of those public servants 
to whom we took that original policy paper. I am very pleased to see that we have got to this point now, and I 
would very much like to see the issue progress.  

One of the key components of this legislation is that it provides a mechanism for utilising Aboriginal Lands 
Trust land, which, for very good reasons, is subject to stringent but fairly inflexible legislation, to protect not 
only the cultural values associated with that land but also the commercial values so that the ownership stays 
within the Aboriginal community. We have always struck difficulty in utilising that ALT land to make sure it 
derives a commercial and cultural benefit for Aboriginal people in the community. This is very much the case in 
the south west, where we see this crisscross of different land tenures of national parks, ALT lands and state 
forests. There is a range of tenures that of themselves do not lend themselves to an integrated management 
process. Through the joint management of national parks, we have a way in which the government can bring 
together a whole range of different land tenures so that we can nurture the conservation values of that land and 
provide a mechanism whereby those pieces of land are interrelated through the cultural practices of the 
traditional owners in that area. When we think of national parks, particularly in terms of native title outcomes, 
we often visualise traditional owner populations in the north west and central deserts region. One of the reasons 
why this legislation is so important is that it will give voice to very strong land-use agreements in the south west. 
If we can do anything to realise the strong values associated with that ALT land, that of itself will be a very 
valuable contribution, not only to the Aboriginal community but also to the conservation values of the south west 
and potentially the economic opportunities that should be available as a result of that. I speak with great affection 
of some of the native title representative bodies to the north and I know that this legislation will fall short of 
some of their aspirations in native title. I acknowledge that, but I also acknowledge that this is a very strong step 
forward in making joint management of national parks with Aboriginal communities a fundamental part of our 
national park management. I commend this bill to the house. It is a very important step forward and I hope that 
the implementation of this bill does not take as long as the conceptualisation of the legislation.  

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [1.48 pm]: I rise to make a brief speech in the third reading of the 
Conservation Legislation Amendment Bill 2010, and I thank other members for their contributions to this debate. 
The Minister for Environment needs to take note that on this side of the house there is a great deal of goodwill 
towards improving the quality of our environmental legislation in general and, specifically, in making sure that 
Indigenous people have the opportunity to be involved in the joint management of our conservation estate. The 
minister needs to take note of that because there are many other reforms that need to be made to environmental 
legislation. I particularly note that our Wildlife Conservation Act 1950 is well and truly out of date. I know we 
are amending that act, but many things need to be improved. The minister should be dusting off drafts of the 
biodiversity conservation act, and examining how that act would enable us to protect biodiversity not only within 
the conservation estate, but also more broadly across the state incorporating private lands and unallocated crown 
land. That would enable us to do some bioregional planning, essential for the management of our natural heritage 
in the state. 

We understand the rationale for the amendments proposed in the upper house, but one still stands out as an issue 
of concern, and that relates to funding. The minister pointed out that sometimes in the negotiation process there 
is the possibility for resourcing to be found for the development and implementation of the management plans, 
but I think we still need greater clarity on how that would arise. He did, as well, say that the normal budgetary 
process would help drive the development and implementation of management plans.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: Member, I also mentioned the $63 million the Kimberley science and conservation 
strategy — 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I thought the minister would mention the $63 million again. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: — and a lot of the money in there is specifically for management plans.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I think we will find that the $63 million does not go very far when all these different 
promises that have been put forward are looked at and the money has been attributed to the different 
commitments that the government has made. But I think, minister, that things like the training of Indigenous 
rangers and making sure that other agencies and other entities—private corporations—are involved in those sorts 
of activities is going to be essential as well. I commend the improvement of the skill level of Indigenous people, 
so that they can make really meaningful contributions towards the management of the conservation estate, be 
involved in on-ground works and understand the importance of what they are doing, and feel that they are being 
given the resourcing necessary to achieve things. So often we see in this state great on-ground works being 
undertaken to fulfil all sorts of ambitions—one simply needs to think of things like remediation of the Wheatbelt 
and the attempts made there to counter the problems of salinity and degradation in general—but so often things 
have been constrained by a lack of funds. It does fall on the minister to make sure that we see a dramatic 
improvement in funding to all sorts of environmental improvements across the state, not just in the Kimberley. 
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Many things are needed in other regions—indeed, I certainly nominate the Gascoyne–Murchison region as an 
area in desperate need of remediation. Where the minister will get funding for that is obviously something that 
the minister will have to take to the cabinet. Likewise there is a need for funding across the south west. The scale 
of remediation needed is absolutely enormous, and the minister needs to convince his colleagues that this is 
essential work that has to be undertaken. It is often in areas that are not Labor electorates where the work is 
probably most needed, because of the extent of the land degradation that has occurred. The minister might have 
some additional traction there if the funding is needed to improve things in the conservative-held electorates. It 
does need to be recognised that the cause of the degradation that we see so much of has often been because 
people have taken a wrong approach to our natural heritage, in that people have sought to exploit the land rather 
than work with it. We need to turn that around as well. 

I do have a further comment. The minister mentioned in his response to the second reading debate that it was 
about making sure Indigenous people were involved in the protection of flora and fauna. I understand that is 
sometimes a shorthand form of language, but we need to make sure, as well, that people are thinking in terms of 
the protection of ecological communities, and recognising that, ultimately, just the protection of species can be 
done in a zoo. We need to make sure that the protection of ecological communities—the whole habitat of an 
animal or a plant; the interconnection between an animal and a plant with the other components of an 
ecosystem—is the vital thing. Indeed, that is one of the core reasons for the need to institute a biodiversity 
conservation act. Presently, our Wildlife Conservation Act limits our thinking a little in that it focuses so much 
on fauna and flora protection, rather than the protection of ecological communities and ecological functionality. 
There is a lot of work for the minister to undertake.  

I am pleased that this side has been able to facilitate the rapid passage of the Conservation Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2010, although I have to say that there have been, I think, unseemly delays in seeing this bill 
come back before the Parliament. Those delays were caused, I think, by decision making on the government side 
of the house, which is unfortunate, because I know that groups like the South West Aboriginal Land and Sea 
Council have been desperate for this legislation. I certainly do not want to delay its passage any longer. We look 
forward to it being in place, and we look forward to hearing about the positive results that will come from having 
good joint management of lands in Western Australia.  

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Environment) [1.55 pm] — in reply: Just briefly, to finish 
off on the Conservation Legislation Amendment Bill 2010, I thank the members for Mandurah, Kwinana and 
Gosnells for their contributions—particularly the member for Mandurah who commended the officers of the 
Department of Environment and Conservation. I also commend all my staff from the department who have 
worked on this for a number of years for the great work they have done. I think they have done a wonderful job. 
Taking up the point of the members for Kwinana and Gosnells, this bill will provide great benefits to Indigenous 
communities, and the ability to manage lands that they have an affinity with. I think it will give great benefits, 
particularly to younger Indigenous people. The member for Mandurah mentioned one particular area in the Shire 
of Wanneroo; I can advise that that area is being considered as part of the South West Aboriginal Land and Sea 
Council negotiations with the state. I commend the bill to the house.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and passed. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND JUSTICE STANDING COMMITTEE —  
BUSHFIRE SEASON PREPAREDNESS INQUIRY 

Terms of Reference — Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams): Members, just before we move on to the next part of the day’s 
proceedings, can I draw to your attention that I have received a letter dated 7 September 2011 from the Chairman 
of the Community Development and Justice Standing Committee, advising that the committee, at its meeting on 
7 September 2011, resolved to examine the state’s preparedness for this year’s coming fire season, and report to 
the Parliament by 3 November 2011. The letter states that — 

The committee will examine the police commissioner, FESA’s acting chief executive officer and the 
Department of Environment and Conservation’s director general about the state’s preparedness for this 
year’s coming fire season, including — 

a) the interoperability of agencies with responsibilities to combat bushfires; 

b) the coordination of bushfire volunteers; 

c) evacuation policies in force; 

d) public information policies in force; and 

e) the implementation status of previous recommendations of the Community Development and 
Justice Standing Committee.  
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EDUCATION AND HEALTH STANDING COMMITTEE — EDUCATION OUTCOMES INQUIRY 

Terms of Reference — Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams): I have received a letter dated 7 September 2011 from the Chairman of 
the Education and Health Standing Committee advising me that the committee has resolved to conduct an 
inquiry with the following terms of reference — 

Inquiry Terms of Reference:  

(1) Current and future resourcing of new methods and activities to improve educational 
outcomes such as e-learning and school partnerships;  

(2) Factors influencing positive or negative childhood development from birth to year 12; 

(3) Facilitating greater opportunities to engage all students in year 11 and 12; 

(4) Improving access and opportunities for adult learning in regional and remote WA; 
and 

(5) Foetal Alcohol Syndrome: prevalence, prevention, identification, funding and 
treatment to improve education, social and economic outcomes.  

The committee members will report by 30 November 2012.  

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

BARNETT GOVERNMENT — CABINET — MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES 

556. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 

(1) Why exactly does the Premier have confidence in the Minister for Police; Emergency Services; and 
Road Safety? 

(2) Is it true that he is waiting until after the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting to reshuffle his 
cabinet? 

(3) Will the minister stay in cabinet, regardless of any other changes? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1)–(3) I do have confidence in the Minister for Police; Emergency Services; and Road Safety. Indeed, I have 
confidence in every member of this government. As if I am going to speculate in Parliament on any 
changes in cabinet—what a foolish question to ask! 

Mr M. McGowan: You ruled it out before. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: There is not going to be a broad cabinet reshuffle; that is not going to happen. But one 
never knows what will happen in this game. I note that the minister has responsibility for emergency services. 
We are in the process of making an appointment to the Fire and Emergency Services Authority of Western 
Australia, and hopefully that recommendation will come forward to government shortly. There is a lot of work to 
be done in preparedness for this coming fire season. I note from the Speaker’s comments that the Labor Party 
now wants another review by a parliamentary committee. We have just had the Keelty report. We had the 
Community Development and Justice Standing Committee report in 2006, which the Labor Party totally ignored 
when it was in government. It did not act upon it. It totally ignored even the recommendation to look at the 
structure of FESA. When the issue was raised six months after the committee had reported, the response from 
the then minister in the Labor government was that it was sort of getting around to it in time. The Labor 
government never got to it. Having had a report done by a committee of members of this house in 2006, which 
the Labor Party did not act on in government, and having now had the Keelty report, which this government is 
acting on right now, and leading into the fire season, a critical time, what is the Labor Party’s contribution? Its 
contribution is: let us have another committee report. That tells us so much about the Labor Party—committees, 
committees, committees; no decisions. 

BARNETT GOVERNMENT — CABINET — MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES 

557. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 

As a supplementary question, how can it be responsible to remove the portfolio of emergency services from this 
minister during the fire season rather than before the fire season? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

As if I am going to comment on the structure of cabinet. I do not intend to make any wholesale changes. 

Mr M. McGowan: You just did. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am in dismay at the quality of the questions of members opposite. 
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Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I give you the call back, Premier. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Imagine how members opposite would react if I were to stand in this place and spend the 
next 20 minutes discussing whether the member for Belmont, the member for Rockingham or the member for 
Victoria Park should be Leader of the Opposition—or, who knows, we may see the resurrection of Alannah! Is 
that what members opposite want me to do: spend the next half-hour discussing the strengths—that would not 
take long—or the weaknesses of members opposite? As if I would do that. I would not waste their time or our 
time. 

SCHOOL CROSSING TRAFFIC WARDENS 

558. Dr J.M. WOOLLARD to the Minister for Police: 

Firstly, I acknowledge and welcome year 6 students from Santa Maria College. 

In 2006 St Benedict’s Primary School, which is at the intersection of Canning Highway and past which 43 000 
vehicles drive every day, had its school crossing guard removed by the former Labor government. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah, member for Victoria Park and member for Warnbro, I formally call 
you to order for the first time today. Anybody in this place is entitled to ask a question and anybody in this place 
is entitled to respect. I hope that members provide other members in this place with respect. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: I understand that the Labor — 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members, if you want question time to proceed, you are not going to interject. Member for 
Armadale, I formally call you to order for the first time today. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: I understand that the Labor opposition today claimed that the current state government 
is planning on removing crossing guards from schools. 

Several members interjected. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: Can the minister please update the house on what the government is planning to do 
with school crossing guards? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

I thank the member for her question. I know she has an extreme commitment to road safety and to children in 
particular. Under the previous government, dozens and dozens of type A traffic wardens were taken away from 
schools because the previous ministers did not take any action. I have taken a lot of action since I became 
minister. First of all, I put a moratorium on it; indeed, I believe the safety of children is paramount in road safety. 
We have to look after our children. I am aware of the stunt that the member for Girrawheen pulled today and the 
comments that the temporary Leader of the Opposition made on radio today. The trouble is that they do not tell 
the truth in the media. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Not like you; you have such a grasp on your portfolio—the master of detail. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Let me just inform — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, I formally call you to order for the first time today, along with the 
member for Girrawheen. I want to hear an answer to the question. Maybe other people in this place are similarly 
disposed. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I was informed that the committee — 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members, if you want any more questions to be asked today, you are going about it in 
absolutely the wrong way. Member for Albany, I formally call you to order for the first time today. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am trying to give the answer to the question of the member for Alfred Cove. I want the 
member and the house to know that in July the committee that carries out the surveys decided to look at the 
criteria — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You set the criteria and revised it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That is the Children’s Crossing and Road Safety Committee, which carries out the surveys 
through Main Roads Western Australia and makes the decisions. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I was concerned that so many schools are possibly due to lose their type A wardens. 
Schools have the option to appeal, and I believe that is underway in certain schools. I am not quite sure how 
many schools will be in that position. I was alarmed when I found out yesterday that another nine schools may 
possibly lose their type A crossing wardens. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Mr Speaker, you will not like the final part of my answer. It gives me even greater 
concern when that number of schools are losing type A crossing wardens. I am pleased to announce that I am 
today directing the committee to put on hold any reduction in type A traffic wardens at any of our schools until 
further notice. That is the direction I am putting in today.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: When members opposite were in government, they never had the guts to do that! They let 
the schools close. The member for Balcatta knows the one in particular that the member for Alfred Cove 
mentioned. I have read some of the member for Midland’s Hansard stuff. She allowed loads of schools to lose 
their — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: That is not true!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Read Hansard! 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: It is not true. I did not revise the criteria. I went and looked at it; you won’t come and see 
one! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland, I would give you a chance in this place to ask a question if you sought 
the call. Member for Midland, I am not going to tolerate that sort of behaviour at this point. I formally call you to 
order for the first time. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: I get angry when people mislead the house; sorry.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland, I do not need to enter into any conversation with you, nor you with me. I 
formally call you to order for the second time today.  

KEELTY REPORT — FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES AUTHORITY RESPONSE 

559. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 

I refer to the Keelty inquiry and the Fire and Emergency Services Authority’s response. 

(1) Is it not an inescapable conclusion that senior public servants have lied either to the Keelty inquiry or to 
the Public Sector Commissioner?  

(2) Does such behaviour not amount to misconduct? 

(3) Is it the Premier’s policy, as minister for public sector management, to accept such misconduct without 
taking any action?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

(1)–(3) The Keelty report itself cast doubt on the veracity of evidence given. Indeed, some of that seemed to be 
repeated in the correspondence that came back to the Public Sector Commission from some of the 
organisations. However, I remind members opposite of a huge difference between this side of politics 
and their side. A huge difference is that this government established the Public Sector Commission to 
deal specifically and independently with matters of conduct by public sector employees. Should anyone 
within any organisation do the wrong thing, and it is brought to the attention of their CEO or to the 
Public Sector Commissioner, he will act upon it of his own volition; not via political decision making. 
That is a difference between this side of the house and the opposition side.  
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KEELTY REPORT — FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES AUTHORITY RESPONSE 

560. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 

I have a supplementary question. Is the Premier then assuring the house, in his ministerial capacity, that action 
will be taken on this obvious misconduct? We cannot name which person has committed misconduct, but clearly 
someone has lied. Will the Premier assure the house that action will be taken?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

“Clearly someone has lied”—I do not know the answer; I do not know whether that is true or not. I have absolute 
confidence in the Public Sector Commission to follow up on any issues of that nature from the report. Again, I 
do not want to go back into history, but I am sure members have not yet forgotten how totally compromised the 
Labor government was by lobbyists and ALP operatives in government departments—the scandals, one after the 
other. How dare the opposition come in here and lecture this government on propriety!  

Mr E.S. Ripper: How pompous you are! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition was Deputy Premier through all of those—did he ever stand 
on a matter of principle or accountability in this house? 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Absolutely; all the time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: You did not! You simply stood there taking your pay packet—lazy; didn’t act!  

EMERGENCY DEPARTMENTS — FOUR-HOUR RULE 

561. Mr A.P. JACOB to the Minister for Health: 

On page 17 of Monday’s edition of The Australian I noticed an article under the heading “Emergency wait times 
tumble as four-hour target does the trick”. Will the Minister for Health please reveal to the house how the 
performances of WA hospital emergency departments stand up compared with other Australian jurisdictions?  

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

Before I start, I acknowledge students from Glencoe Primary School sitting in the back row of the Speaker’s 
gallery. I thank Mr Speaker for letting them sit there. Well done, guys.  

This is excellent news; it is stuff the Labor Party hates to hear! It comes in the form of this article. I followed the 
Treasurer’s practice and laminated it. It shows the eight-hour wait times in emergency departments in Western 
Australia compared with the rest of the Australia. I well recall when we were in opposition that Western 
Australia had the worst number of eight-hour waits in Australia. In fact, Fremantle Hospital had the worst eight-
hour wait for a bed of any hospital in Australia. We were doing extremely poorly. Then, as we came into 
government and brought in the four-hour rule, and South Australia followed closely behind, we saw dramatic 
improvements both in Western Australia and South Australia in eight-hour waits for beds. Previously, 30 to 
50 per cent of our patients were stuck in a corridor desperately waiting for a bed for eight hours or more. Now, 
those figures are down to around five to 10 per cent of our patient population.  

Members can see from this graph that Western Australia is now the lowest of all states for our eight-hour wait. 
Interestingly, the article in The Australian states that a national snapshot shows that Western Australia brought in 
the four-hour target a year before it was earmarked for national rollout as part of the federal government’s health 
reforms. The article still tries to give credit to the federal government that it had anticipated by a year the fact 
that we were rolling out that four-hour reform. Of course the reality is—the Minister for Health in South 
Australia will confirm this—that we initiated it in Western Australia. The South Australian Minister for Health 
copied it in the lead-up to the election because he thought the opposition in South Australia might jump in first 
and embarrass him, so he brought it in first; and then the commonwealth, through its reforms, copied it off 
Western Australia.  

What is even more important is the mortality rates within our hospitals. When we were in opposition in 2005 or 
2006, Dr Sprivulus from Fremantle Hospital wrote a report showing that about 120 patients in our tertiary 
hospitals were dying needlessly each year because of that eight-hour wait. Behind that 120, there were about 800 
whose morbidity was increased. That means if a person has something wrong with a leg, whereas otherwise the 
leg might have been saved, the leg is lost. That is what morbidity refers to. There were about 800 behind that 
120, which was based on studies from about 2002–03. When we improved our eight-hour ED waits, we expected 
mortality figures to come down. That has proven to be the case.  

In an early study—it is not yet completed; it still has to go through peer review—by Professor Gary Geelhoed, 
who is a former president of the Australian Medical Association and also a physician at Princess Margaret 
Hospital for Children, he has compared 2009–10 with 2010–11. That study shows there have been 80 fewer 
deaths. But when we look at the increase in demand in our hospitals and the expected growth in mortality rates, 
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it means that in one year, 236 fewer people have died going through our tertiary hospitals than would have been 
the case if we had not brought in the four-hour rule. That is 236 people. I am often asked why I wanted to go into 
politics rather than medicine, because in medicine I can save lives: this government has saved 236 lives in one 
year alone by bringing in that four-hour rule.  

POLICE — WAGE OFFER 

562. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Police: 

I refer to the recent vote by the WA Police Union to decline the government’s wage offer, and comments from 
the minister’s media statement on 21 July 2011 that “Today’s pay agreement is part of the Liberal–National 
Government’s ongoing commitment to WA Police”.  

(1) What steps will the minister personally take to intervene in the current impasse?  

(2) Does the minister concede what all WA Police know and understand that by devaluing the work of 
detectives, the best and brightest will be deterred from undertaking this key role?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

(1)–(2) The member is fully aware that I, as police minister, am not involved in direct negotiations — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Why are you putting out press releases about it?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am like the member—I like sending the odd press release out, but she likes sending them 
out by the dozen! I actually conserve some paper these days, as opposed to the member for Girrawheen. The 
member is fully aware that as police minister I am not involved in direct negotiations between the Police Union 
and the government. They are conducted by the Minister for Commerce in conjunction with discussions with, I 
think, the Treasurer. I am kept informed of what is going on, but it is not for me to start getting involved in those 
negotiations. The police and the WA Police Union of Workers know exactly where I stand and they know the 
support I have for our hardworking police officers. The problem, as I see it, was that some of the detectives did 
not like that particular offer. That is an issue for the police union and police officers throughout this state. We 
have more than 6 000 officers and the vote was very low compared with what we think it should have been in 
comparative terms. I will not get involved because I do not want to interfere. I would probably be too generous if 
I got involved; that is probably why they keep me out of it. That is quite rightly so, because we have to keep 
within the government wages policy and, indeed, that is what is happening.  

POLICE — WAGE OFFER 

563. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Police: 

I have a supplementary question. Is the minister confident that a deal can be reached prior to the Commonwealth 
Heads of Government Meeting 2011?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

I think the member is asking me for an opinion. I would certainly hope that successful negotiations — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I am sorry we do not ask you for the facts, minister!  

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: If the member wants answers, she will have to — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I will have to ask someone else! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will not put up with this sort of rubbish every day from the rabble opposite me. I have 
answered the member’s question. 

COMMONWEALTH HEADS OF GOVERNMENT MEETING 2011 — COMMONWEALTH FESTIVAL 

564. Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 

The government has commenced the revitalisation of the Perth Cultural Centre. Can the minister please update 
the house on the status of the Commonwealth Festival, which will be held in the Perth Cultural Centre? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 

I was very pleased to launch the program for the Commonwealth Festival, which I believe will be an outstanding 
culture and arts event in Perth during, and just prior to, the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting. The 
festival will extend over an eight-day period from 23 to 30 October. It will mostly take place in the Perth 
Cultural Centre and the institutions around there, although some other venues will also be used. The event will 
display Western Australian talent and talent from other countries and cultures of the commonwealth. Sixteen 
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commonwealth countries will be represented in the program, including India, South Africa, Barbados, 
Singapore, New Zealand and the United Kingdom.  

CHOGM will be the largest event held in Perth for 50 years, since the British Empire Games were held here in 
1962. In fact, it will be the largest gathering of international leaders ever held in Australia. It will be a very 
significant event in Perth and Western Australia’s history. It is expected that 3 000 delegates and 1 000 
international and domestic media people will attend. This is a very good opportunity to showcase Western 
Australia and Perth on the global stage.  

The Commonwealth Festival program that has been put together is intended very much for Western Australian 
residents and for visitors to our state. I very much encourage all Western Australians to take the opportunity to 
attend at least one or more of the events as part of this festival. What is being presented will be very diverse; 
there are 73 activities in total. The heart of the festival will be the People’s Space in the Perth Cultural Centre. 
People will be able to experience live music, markets, multicultural food, displays by commonwealth 
organisations, some outstanding exhibitions, street theatre and children’s activities. The new children’s 
playground is being constructed adjacent to the Western Australian Museum. There will also be a speakers’ 
corner and films will be projected on the new LED screen in the Perth Cultural Centre and in the State Library 
theatre.  

The festival will open on Sunday, 23 October, with a free concert for the whole family in the Supreme Court 
gardens. The concert will feature hundreds of percussionists from around Perth and the international drumming 
star Zakir Hussain with his Masters of Percussion performance. The physical theatre troop Strange Fruit will 
also perform. The concert will finish with a fireworks display. At the conclusion of the festival there will also be 
a spectacular free concert on the South Perth foreshore featuring Australian and international musicians, 
including The Bombay Royale, Dan Sultan, Capercaillie and Ringo Madlingozi. There will also be another 
fireworks display.  

I can particularly recommend a number of the visual arts exhibitions, including Yiwarra Kuju: The Canning 
Stock Route exhibition, which is of outstanding quality; that exhibition will be open in the Perth Convention and 
Exhibition Centre during CHOGM and for three or four weeks following CHOGM. I very much encourage all 
members of Parliament and members of the public to visit that. The Nomad Two Worlds: Portrait of Diversity 
exhibition will show a combination of photography by Russell James, who was born in Perth and grew up here, 
and Indigenous art.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: People might not necessarily appreciate some of the questions asked or some of the answers 
given. I suggest members wait until they have their opportunity to ask a question or perhaps even answer a 
question.  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The list is relatively long and therefore it takes a little while to convey this information to 
members of the house who are genuinely interested in cultural activity in Western Australia.  

An outstanding exhibition at the Western Australian Museum titled Extraordinary Stories will be provided by 
the British Museum; that will provide an outstanding opportunity for Western Australians to see an exhibition of 
items from around the commonwealth that are owned by the British Museum. Princely Treasures: European 
Masterpieces 1600–1800 will be on at the Art Gallery of Western Australia. That is coming from the Victoria 
and Albert Museum in London. The 2011 Western Australian Indigenous Art Awards exhibition is also on 
display at the Art Gallery.  

I note the comments by the member for Perth about CHOGM earlier this year when, among other things, he 
said — 

CHOGM ... will prove as beneficial to the world’s most isolated capital city as a well-attended 
conference of undertakers at the convention centre.  

I am very interested to see whether he stands by those comments after this event has been held, because a great 
deal of creativity and professional effort has been put in by a wide range of people to come up with an 
outstanding program.  

COMMONWEALTH HEADS OF GOVERNMENT MEETING 2011 — POLICE STAFFING 

565. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Police: 

I refer to recent comments by the acting superintendent of the north west metropolitan region that during the 
Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting all police will be transferred to the Joondalup district office 
station and local police stations will be run only with a skeleton staff to field inquiries.  

(1) What other police services will be reduced across the metropolitan area? 

(2) Will police officers or civilians field the inquiries at the local police stations?  

(3) Will hours at local police stations be restricted?  
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

(1)–(3) The member obviously wants some detail and I do not have that detail with me, quite naturally. I am 
happy to furnish whatever detail I can; by that I mean detail that is not operationally sensitive. I will get 
that information for the member and furnish it to her later.  

COMMONWEALTH HEADS OF GOVERNMENT MEETING 2011 — POLICE STAFFING 

566. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Police:  

I have a supplementary question; I am very optimistic! Has the minister been briefed about any restriction hours 
or redeployment of police during CHOGM?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

The answer is: yes.  

AFFORDABLE HOUSING STRATEGY 

567. Mr J.M. FRANCIS to the Minister for Housing: 

Can the minister please update the house on the implementation of the government’s affordable housing 
strategy?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  

That is a very good question. I was down the member for Jandakot’s way this morning at a place called Stella 
Orion, which is just around the back of Cockburn Central. That is where the member for Cockburn’s electorate 
office is, if he knows the way down there. It is a bit south of Swanbourne, but anyway — 

Mr F.M. Logan: By the way, did you actually tell them that you were there? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It is my pleasure. I love to share the love. 

Mr F.M. Logan: That’s about as much courtesy as you’ve got. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is all right. 

It was very interesting. Stella Orion is a great development, and in so many ways it is a great example of how the 
Department of Housing is transforming away from a focus on just social housing to affordability, and is 
increasingly focused on building partnerships with the private sector and the not-for-profit sector. As an 
example, at Stella Orion the state invested $23.2 million, and we purchased 78 units as part of a large private 
development. Of those 78 units, 52 have been sold either back into the private sector or through shared equity as 
affordable housing outcomes. Twenty-six have been kept, and they have been transferred to the community 
housing sector. The sale of the units yielded $19 million, which is now being reinvested in more social and 
affordable housing. It is a great outcome and we should all applaud it. I have found only one public figure in 
Western Australia who opposed Stella Orion, and that was the member for Cockburn. 

Mr F.M. Logan: I didn’t oppose it. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member opposed it when it was announced. 

Mr F.M. Logan: I just said, “Be very careful with the way you go about doing it”; that’s all. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Okay. Let me quote what the member is reported to have said in the newspaper. That is 
what the member thinks he said. Let me tell him what he said — 

“When it comes to public housing there are plenty of places around where a mixed public housing 
development can take place, not among a planned private housing development.” 

In other words, the member for Cockburn, the great nimby of the southern suburbs, is the only person who does 
not want good, affordable housing outcomes delivered in his electorate. Does the member want us to build them 
in Swanbourne, up the road in Brassey Street? Does he want us to do that? 

Mr F.M. Logan: Why don’t you talk to the people who live in Stella Orion and who have invested in their 
apartments and see what they say? You didn’t knock on their doors. You should have asked them. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am telling the member that it is a very, very successful development. The member 
should go down and have a look at it. It is just the other side of his electorate office. When he gets out of the car 
occasionally, he should turn right and not left and he will see it down there. But let us move on — 

The SPEAKER: Minister, take a seat. 

Mr F.M. Logan: You didn’t attend the public meeting, did you? 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 7 September 2011] 6953 

 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, I know you have been dragged into this. 

Mr F.M. Logan: And I have. 

The SPEAKER: There is no need to respond to me, member for Cockburn. What I am going to indicate to both 
you, member for Cockburn, and to you, Minister for Housing, is that this is not acceptable practice during 
question time. Minister for Housing, I am going to urge you to continue with your remarks. Member for 
Cockburn, I am going to ask you to cease interjecting. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I was actually down there to talk about a new shared equity program that the government 
has launched called SharedStart. It is fantastic. I want to say in relation to Stella Orion that the quality of built 
form there that has been provided to community housing–social housing clients and for affordable housing is 
outstanding. I was truly inspired by what I saw this morning and what the department has done in delivering 
those outcomes.  

SharedStart means that over the next couple of years the Department of Housing will sell up to 2 000 properties 
to Western Australians on low incomes—below $70 000 for a single and $90 000 for a couple—in this shared 
equity scheme. We will provide between 20 and 30 per cent of the equity, and the private, low-income Western 
Australian citizen will purchase the rest, funded by Keystart. It is a fantastic initiative, and next week those 
houses — 

Mr P. Papalia: It sounds like a Labor idea that you’ve changed. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It is completely different. Next week those properties will go onto the website, and up to 
2 000 Western Australians will be able to purchase them over the next two years. It is extremely popular. 
Already 400 people have pre-registered their interest with Keystart, and I think that is an indication of the extent 
of the affordability assistance that this will provide to those people. It will help them get over that affordability 
hurdle, firstly, by providing land and housing at a lower capital cost and, secondly, by providing finance through 
Keystart. It is a great initiative. Our estimates are that the average package will be around $325 000. With 2 000 
of them, there will be $640 million of investment in housing and land in Western Australia. At a time when the 
construction sector in the residential industry, in particular, is struggling, this will be a welcome boost that has a 
direct economic benefit to those people, and it will provide an affordable housing outcome. 

How does this compare with the former Labor scheme? I will tell members. This is strictly targeted to new 
dwelling construction. In what area do we need to assist in Western Australia? It is bringing dwellings onto the 
market. It is not simply enabling people to pick up The Sunday Times or The Weekend West on the weekend, 
pick a house and go and buy it, and the government will take an equity position; this is highly targeted to new 
developments—but, more importantly, new, innovative developments—in which the Department of Housing is 
involved from an equity position. 

Some time ago we announced an aspirational goal in housing, and that was to build 20 000 affordable houses by 
2020. I can report to the house that innovations like this, and innovations and partnerships like the ones I saw at 
Stella Orion, notwithstanding the opposition of the member for Cockburn this morning, are the types of 
initiatives that will see us deliver on that aspirational goal in spades. 

SCHOOL-BASED POLICE OFFICERS 

568. Mr B.S. WYATT to the Minister for Police: 

I refer to the minister’s election promise to reinstate school-based police officers and the Minister for 
Education’s frequent statements during estimates this year that this promise is part of the police portfolio. 

(1) After three years, is the minister going to honour this election promise; and, if not, why not? 

(2) Does the minister have any funding at all in the police budget that is earmarked for police working in 
schools; and, if so, how much? 

(3) Why did the minister make this promise if he did not intend to keep it? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

I can see the theme of the Labor Party this week and over the last few weeks. I can feel the vibes coming 
through. I will answer the member’s question. 

(1)–(3) Certainly, we did — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: When members opposite, including, unfortunately, the member for Victoria Park, quote 
members on this side of the house, or ministers on this side of the house, they do not always get it quite right. 
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Mr B.S. Wyatt: I didn’t quote anybody. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member referred to what was said during estimates by, I think, the Minister for 
Education. What I am saying is that I have to take with a pinch of salt the exact quotes that the member is using. 
Yes, we are looking at, and we have been looking at, and we are working towards a system under which we 
have — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Those opposite did nothing in eight years. In so many areas we have been increasing the 
funding and the facilities in linking police and citizens youth clubs with, in particular, schools where — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: No. How many police officers will be based in schools? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We have never said, I do not believe, that we would put a police officer in every school; 
we have never said that. What we mean by school-based police officers in that sense is a linking between a 
certain number of schools and local police and PCYCs. That is what we have started doing and that is what we 
will continue to do, and we will be enlarging that as we go on. 

SCHOOL-BASED POLICE OFFICERS 

569. Mr B.S. WYATT to the Minister for Police: 

I have a supplementary question. I refer to the Liberal Party election document “Better Behaviour in Public 
Schools”, which states — 

Liberal Party Commitment 

… 

• Reinstate school-based police officers … 

Can the minister guarantee that he will honour this Liberal Party election commitment before the next election? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

Certainly, I and the government will make every endeavour, as we have done, to fulfil our election 
commitments. 

LIVE EXPORT MARKETS — SENATE INQUIRY 

570. Mr V.A. CATANIA to the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 

I understand that the minister was back in the Kimberley last week to appear before a Senate inquiry into animal 
welfare standards in Australia’s live export markets. Can the minister please inform the house of what message 
he took to the Senate inquiry about the importance of live exports to Western Australia and the Western 
Australian government’s commitment to high animal welfare standards?  

Mr D.T. REDMAN replied: 

I thank the member for North West for his interest in this matter and his ongoing commitment to those who live 
in the northern part of Western Australia, including the pastoralists.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Did I say member for North West? What did I say wrong? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, I formally call you to order for the second time today. Members 
may prefer a different question to be asked. This is the question that has been asked and I expect the minister to 
answer it.  

Mr D.T. REDMAN: It was my call to have the Senate Rural Affairs and Transport References Committee, 
which is inquiring into animal welfare standards in Australia’s live export markets, have a hearing in the 
northern part of Western Australia. I note that a number of industry people in Queensland were a bit concerned 
that WA got a hearing but that they did not; therefore I am certainly very pleased that the Senate took the time to 
come over here. The committee was represented by, I think, some 11 senators who showed up. Because I made 
the call, it was important that I attended to address the committee and to raise some of the unique issues that the 
original ban on live exports had for Western Australia, to make very clear the support that the WA Liberal–
National government has for maintaining high animal welfare standards and to highlight the importance of the 
live trade to our northern cattle industry. From Western Australia’s perspective, we have the most at stake, which 
was a very important point made to the Senate. Because the Kimberley region in particular exports some 
80 per cent of its animals into the Indonesian market, it will bear the greatest loss as a result of the regulatory 
changes that were made, which, again, was a point highlighted to the Senate.  
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Mr C.J. Tallentire interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Gosnells! 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: The northern cattle industry is also unique — 

Ms L.L. Baker interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Gosnells and member for Maylands, if you want to ask a question to the Minister 
for Agriculture and Food I am sure he will accept it. At this point I do not want you interjecting. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I want to highlight that the northern cattle industry is unique. There are cattle up there that 
are specifically bred for the export market. It is also in very close proximity to the Indonesian market, which 
allows a very short boat trip north, as distinct from a very long truck shipment south, if the cattle have to get into 
the abattoirs. There is also a very high proportion of Indigenous pastoral leases that are able to have cattle and 
live trade as a key part of their income source. The other point I made to the Senate hearing was about some pre-
feasibility work that the Western Australian government is doing around the potential to have a northern abattoir. 
In the short to medium term, the work that we have done does not suggest that that is viable, but certainly in the 
long term it is a possibility. There are not too many interjections; the only member who is deserving of an 
interjection is the member for Kimberley, but she seems to be sounded down by all those other members around 
her and the Labor Party’s position on the live trade issue.  

Mrs C.A. Martin interjected. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I also highlighted the importance of Western Australia working collaboratively with the 
federal government to ensure that we maintain high animal welfare standards and that all the work that has been 
done by industry alongside government in establishing the protocols we need to put in place to ensure that stock 
are slaughtered in an appropriate manner, are there. Although my appearance at the start of the hearing helped 
set the foundation for the day, the real stars of the day up there were the pastoralists and the transport operators. 
All those who operate in the supply chain to get livestock into the international trade had a chance to have their 
voices heard and the very clear message they put up, through the Senate inquiry and hopefully back to the 
federal government, was that although the live export business does not look that big on a footprint as far as 
Australia goes, it has a significant impact on the north of Western Australia, and on the Kimberley region in 
particular, and they were able to articulate that very, very clearly. I would also like to inform the house that on 
Sunday, I will return to Indonesia to follow up on my first trip to again highlight the importance that Western 
Australia holds in our Indonesian trade relationship. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: Will you get into an abattoir this time? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I will certainly visit some abattoirs. I will talk to the Indonesian trade minister Mari 
Pangestu, and also to Minister Suswono, the Indonesian agriculture minister. I will also talk to a range of 
industry groups up there to again keep a high level of contact between Western Australia, the Indonesian 
government and Indonesian industry to ensure that we are doing our bit to ensure that that live trade remains 
something very important to Western Australia and goes a long time into the future. We certainly value the 
relationship. Although the federal government has moved to lift the ban and put the trade back in place, its eye is 
now going off that ball—it is getting onto other disasters that are apparent—but the Western Australian 
government is maintaining its eye on the ball. We are going to Indonesia, we are doing our bit to maintain this 
trade, and we are working very closely with those pastoralists in the north to ensure that they have an industry 
going forward. 

NATIONAL PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT ON LITERACY AND NUMERACY — REWARD FUNDING 

571. Mr B.S. WYATT to the Minister for Education: 

I refer to the article in The Australian newspaper of 28 June 2011 reporting that Western Australia received only 
52 per cent of its national partnership on literacy and numeracy reward funding from the federal government. 

(1) Why did Western Australia fail to meet its own goals under the national partnership on literacy and 
numeracy? 

(2) Does the partial reward money paid to the state government under the national partnership go to each 
participating school or to the Department of Education? 

(3) When does the minister expect the goals under the national partnership on literacy and numeracy to be 
met? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

(1)–(3) I thank the member for Victoria Park for his question. I do not have the details of that national 
partnership on literacy and numeracy with me, but I would be happy to get that information for the 
member. There has been some reissuing of some of the national partnership goals, therefore I will need 
to go back and get the information for the member and come back with it. 
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NATIONAL PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT ON LITERACY AND NUMERACY — REWARD FUNDING 

572. Mr B.S. WYATT to the Minister for Education: 

I have a supplementary question. Will the minister also table the report on WA national partnership on literacy 
and numeracy targets that determine the allocation of the reward money? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

I will gather information and get back to the member.  

MINISTERS — GIFT OR FREE ACCOMMODATION ACCEPTANCE 

Question on Notice 5123 — Correction of Answer 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Environment) [2.47 pm]: Pursuant to standing order 82A, I 
provided an answer to question on notice 5123 asked by the member for Rockingham on 17 May 2011. The 
response provided earlier was incorrect and I table the correct answer.  

[See paper 3835.] 

CAT BILL 2011 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 6 September. 

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [2.47 pm]: I am very pleased to rise to speak to this Cat Bill 2011. I 
understand how the intent of the legislation is around — 

The SPEAKER: Member for Kimberley and Minister for Agriculture and Food, if you wish to have a 
conversation please take it out of this place. The member for Gosnells has the call and we are dealing with the 
Cat Bill; we are not dealing with anything else. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I understand how this legislation is intended to focus on responsible pet ownership 
and that is a commendable endeavour that we see in the legislation. But there are some questions about how 
effectively the legislation will achieve that goal of bringing about responsible pet ownership, in this case cat 
ownership. Responsible pet ownership is indeed something that we need to encourage and foster in our 
community. There is no doubt that there are many benefits that come from people owning pets—quite frequently 
they will own cats and dogs, the usual pet ownership that people are able to contemplate. There are mental health 
benefits, and social benefits from people being able to discuss the activities of their pet with another pet owner. 
There are all sorts of other benefits that people gain, such as companionship. Pets provide us with many 
wonderful moments in our lives and our pets are an important part of our families. It is very important that we 
recognise that. I notice a trend towards people putting little stickers on the back of their cars that indicate the 
members of the family; it seems to be a growing trend in Perth at the moment. So often, those stickers will 
indicate the members of a family and within those little symbols, those little caricatures, we see the dog and cat 
included as part of the family. I think that that is an interesting thing; it shows just how people really embrace 
this idea that cats and dogs are important members of our families. That is understood. It is however important 
that we put in place the right regulatory processes to make sure that the vast majority of the community, who are 
responsible pet owners, are not upset by the minority in the community who fail to be responsible pet owners. I 
think that is the intent of this legislation, although I am concerned about how effectively this legislation will 
tackle that problem. I understand this legislation is primarily about reducing the number of cats and kittens 
euthanased each year. We have seen some annual variation in the number of cats or kittens euthanased, between 
5 000 and 10 000 a year. It is unclear to me how many of those kittens are found in the urban setting. An 
important detail is just how many are caught in a rural or bush outback setting. 

I will say a little about the impact of cats on our Australian ecology. I begin by observing that it has been found 
that cats have been in this country for a considerable time—going back to some of the first Dutch explorers. 
Indeed, I think testing has found that some outback feral cats share a common DNA with cats in Amsterdam—
suggesting that this linkage is indeed an old one. There is no doubt that cats will kill our native fauna. They are a 
risk. Some very good studies show how dramatic their impact can be. I turn now to a book that I have referred to 
in the past in this place. That in itself is telling. It is Tim Low’s book, Feral Future: the untold story of 
Australia’s exotic invaders. This edition was published in 2001. I say that it is interesting that I refer again to this 
book because so often, when dealing with legislation in this place, we have the opportunity to contemplate the 
terrible impacts of introduced species on the Australian continent. This time I refer to Tim Low’s book to look at 
the impact of introduced cats. He records that some very good studies have been done on places like Macquarie 
Island, where the introduction of cats led to the extermination of the Macquarie Island parakeet, which is a 
unique flightless rail. Other studies also demonstrate that the introduction of cats has caused damage and indeed 
has led to the elimination of species, going to show how extensive the damage can be. 
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Low continues, making reference to cats in an urban setting. In suburbia, we are dealing with a highly modified 
environment in which natural predators of birds have already been wiped out. It could in fact be argued that 
where we have suburbia we no longer have chuditch and pythons that were the natural predators of some of the 
bird populations in suburbia. Because of urbanisation, we have lost one group of predators and another has come 
in; that is, the introduced predator—the cat. That point is worth noting. As dramatic as the impact of the 
introduction of a cat can be on native habitat—I cite again the example of Macquarie Island—including the 
extermination of species, in a suburban context in which we are already dealing with a highly modified 
environment, other questions need to be answered as we test the question of the impact of cats on our ecology. 

In addition, we need to look to community attitudes about the keeping of cats. Fortunately, some very good 
studies have been done. The City of Armadale has been very active in this area. Dr Maggie Lilith, from Murdoch 
University, while undertaking her doctoral studies, researched the impact of cats on the urban–bushland 
interface. She also looked at the community’s attitude towards cats. She found that, in the Armadale area, a 
substantial proportion of respondents in the community believed that cat regulation was necessary. I think we 
can see that there is community support for this regulation. Dr Lilith was able to detail that 75 per cent of cat 
owners and 95 per cent of non-owners supported some form of cat regulation. She also noted that at least 70 per 
cent of both owners and non-owners agreed with the proposition that cats not owned by licensed breeders should 
be desexed. It is clear that there is great support for much of the intent of this legislation. Dr Lilith also found 
that most cat owners—85 per cent—agreed that they would be happy to license their cat if it became compulsory 
to do so. However, she did find that fewer owners—60 per cent—were prepared to keep their cat on their 
property at all times to protect wildlife and that over 80 per cent were willing to confine their cat at night if 
required to.  

Mr G.M. Castrilli: Sorry, member for Gosnells: what was that figure again—if you don’t mind? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Certainly, minister: the study found that less than 60 per cent of cat owners were 
prepared to keep their cats on their property at all times to protect wildlife, and that over 80 per cent were willing 
to confine their cats at night if that was required. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli: Thank you. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: So there is a slight difference. However, the real message is that cat owners want to do 
the right thing. The sense is of people wanting to be responsible, which is, of course, a good thing. Dr Lilith also 
noted that cat owners seemed to be substantially motivated by the value of these measures in reducing injury to 
the cat and facilitating the return of lost animals, rather than by a concern for or interest in the environmental 
impact on wildlife of their cats’ activities. That is an interesting aspect to the study! For the minister’s benefit, 
this PhD thesis is titled, “Do pet cats (Felis catus) have an impact on species richness and abundance of native 
mammals in low-density Western Australian suburbia?” There are many other aspects to this study, however. Dr 
Lilith concluded that upon study of the bushland areas in the City of Armadale, the extent of the impact of cats in 
the area was questionable because so many other things impact on bushland in the urban context. I think her 
position would be that we need to do much to control fire frequency in urban bushland areas and other degrading 
activities, including disease as a result of its vulnerability to fertiliser run-off, trail bike activity, litter dumping 
and a whole host of other things that degrade urban bushland. Support for control of cats in urban bushland—
yes! But that needs to be done at the same time as we control a whole lot of other degrading processes that 
impact on urban bushland. Of course, the biggest degrading process that impacts on urban bushland is 
urbanisation itself. I note today, the news reports indicating that Channel 7 intends to develop its bushland site in 
the northern suburbs. I have not seen the exact figures, but I imagine that any development of that site will lead 
to the destruction of at least some, if not all, of the very high quality bushland that is unique in our northern 
suburbs. It is of such good quality and of such a size that it is satisfactory for the maintenance of a kangaroo 
population. It is quite unique that in the heavily urbanised area of our northern suburbs we have a piece of 
bushland that can sustain a kangaroo population.  

Mr G.M. Castrilli: Do you know how big the area is? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: It is around 7.5 hectares. It is not enormous but it is significant because of its quality. 

This legislation will result in some benefits but other things need to be done in tandem with it to control the 
activities of cats. The study by Dr Lilith has been supported by others. I note that Murdoch biological science 
postgraduate student Jacky Grayson completed a similar study in 2008 and found that the lack of habitat was 
more of an influence on the presence of passerines—perching and songbirds. Some examples of those include 
the western spinebill, a beautiful bird we see in our suburbs from time to time; the New Holland honeyeater, a 
very populous and sometimes noisy bird; and the rufous whistler. Cats can impact on those bird species but other 
things can cause the demise of those birds just as much as the presence of cats. 

Like most members, I have received submissions from the secretary of the Feline Control Council of Western 
Australia. I thank it for forwarding me that information and recognise the important role that those types of 
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groups perform. Registered breeders can be our gateway to responsible pet ownership. If bodies look after 
registered breeders by training them and providing them with information, the registered breeders can, in turn, 
educate future cat and kitten owners. Those bodies can inform people who have carefully thought of getting a cat 
about what conditions they are likely to encounter and what is required to make for a most satisfactory addition 
to the family. Registered breeders who are passionate about the cats they look after and sell can continue to give 
advice to new cat and kitten owners, and they are a very important part of animal welfare and good companion 
pet ownership. In the vast majority of cases the people who sell animals as pets are not in it for the money; they 
do it because they are passionate about it and they want to find a good home for the litter of kittens that has come 
into their family. It is a good idea to register breeders. That will ensure that good-quality information is passed 
on to people who will then become good pet owners. 

That leads me to the issue of pet shops. I have grave concerns about the role of pet shops selling dog and cats. I 
believe that it is all too likely that a pet shop will appeal to those who are in an impulse-buying frame of mind. It 
is unfortunate that a family with young children can go into a pet shop and make an instant purchase based on 
their emotions when they see a cat. 

Mr J.M. Francis: Are you against the idea of pet shops selling live pets? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Yes, I am. 

Mr J.M. Francis: Now that a pet shop will have to charge for the desexing at the time of purchase, which will 
add $100 to the cost of buying a kitten, do you agree that that will help reduce the amount of impulse purchases? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I see the member’s point. 

Mr J.M. Francis: It makes it that little bit more expensive. If you cannot afford to desex a cat, you should not be 
buying a cat in the first place. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: That is an interesting point. However, as we can see in the legislation, a kitten cannot 
be desexed until it is six months old. 

Mr J.M. Francis: But you can’t wait until a kitten is six months old before you sell it either, can you? The best 
thing to do is to make people pay up-front and commit to the cost of desexing when they buy the cat. That is 
probably the best compromise, would you agree? 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: It is an interesting point, but that would call upon pet shops to engage in a 
bureaucratic process for the payment of the sterilisation up-front. 

Mr J.M. Francis: A voucher from the local vet is all it would take. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: It could involve a local vet. It sounds like a complicated process. 

Mr J.M. Francis: You would ban pet shops from selling them altogether. I would say that this is a good 
compromise. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: My preference is for pets to be sold through registered breeders. That is a more 
effective means of communicating with the owners and having an ongoing relationship with them, without the 
commercial aspect. The member for Jandakot’s proposal is a curious fudge between an economic dissuasive 
position and emotions; he is confusing economics and emotions too much. 

Mr J.M. Francis: Sorry for interjecting again, but I am saying that adding to the cost when initially buying the 
cat will help take away some of the impulse purchases because kittens are not disposable assets, but some people 
treat them that way. If you have to fork out an extra $100 or $150 up-front, you are less likely to make an 
impulse purchase and are more likely to think twice about buying a cat that you will not commit to for its natural 
life. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I would prefer them not to be for sale in pet shops. 

Mr J.M. Francis: Is it the Labor Party’s policy to stop pet shops from selling live animals? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I am making a speech on my position and I do not want to dwell on that point any 
further. 

I support other aspects of the legislation, including microchipping pets, which is incredibly useful. I have heard 
members say that if pets are microchipped, they do not need to be registered. It seems to me that a microchip 
database is, by default, a registration database. The two go together. The question of paying for the registration 
must be examined. 

That leads me to the issue of cost shifting. I have spoken to the City of Gosnells about this matter. It is concerned 
that yet again local government will be picking up the costs that have come about because of a state government 
decision. It is unfortunate to see the constant trend of shifting costs to local government when local government 
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is already struggling to provide services. That cost would be for not only the management of the regulations, but 
also the time of rangers. I would very much like to hear the Minister for Local Government talk about how local 
governments will be assisted and recompensed for the additional time of local government rangers. That is a 
reasonable request, given that the state government is giving the local governments this additional work. 

I would like to again thank those people from both sides of the issue who have contacted me. Some people in my 
electorate have told me how upsetting it is for them to know that kittens are being euthanased, and I totally 
support them. I support anything that weeds out irresponsible pet ownership. However, we need to make sure 
that the legislation we introduce will deliver the goals that we have set for ourselves. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [3.09 pm]: I rise to speak on the Cat Bill 2011 and to echo some of the 
comments of the previous speakers. I am surprised by the content of the legislation. I think that we all support 
the overarching aims of the bill, which are, as was laid out in the second reading speech, to reduce the number of 
stray cats being euthanased each year, to encourage responsible cat ownership and to better manage the 
unwanted impacts of cats in the community and on the environment. I think they are pretty good goals and aims, 
and I think people would be pretty supportive of them. But one thing that has surprised many of us on this side is 
just the level of, I suppose, bureaucracy—red tape—created through this legislation. I am very surprised that the 
Liberal Party has brought it forward because when it first won government it set out to reduce red tape and set up 
the Red Tape Reduction Group. What I see here is a lot of red tape for ordinary people living in their homes. 
Although we support the idea and logic behind the legislation, when we go through it, it seems quite severe and 
extreme in some cases. I think we all want to get to an endpoint that will see fewer cats being euthanased, and 
more people taking responsibility for their cats. But broadly my view of cat ownership is that 95 per cent of cat 
owners do the right thing and want to do the right thing; I think a figure somewhere states that 93 per cent of cats 
are controlled. My initial impression was that 95 per cent of cat owners want to do the right thing, but this 
legislation seems to contain some pretty extreme and severe penalties.  

This morning, during our open hearing of the Public Accounts Committee, we heard, for example, that the fine 
for an infringement relating to a firearm being unlicensed for three months is $421. What we are seeing here is a 
$5 000 penalty —  

Mr J.M. Francis: That’s not right. Have you read the Interpretations Act as to how that is interpreted?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Up to $5 000; but it is still $5 000. 

Mr J.M. Francis interjected.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I would like to have the minister’s point of view on this, rather than the member for 
Jandakot’s. It says up to $5 000 in the legislation, so $5 000 is an option.  

From my reading of the legislation, the penalties are quite extreme; I will be very interested to hear the 
minister’s response to that. As I said, I think it is pretty extreme, and I do not want to see the poor pensioner out 
there getting whacked with massive fines; I do not think that is the desire of anyone in this house.  

I wanted to raise an issue about the pound service providers, because it has been particularly raised with me. 
Probably early last year a resident came and spoke to me about what she saw as some instances of cats being 
euthanased a little too quickly after they were found on the streets. She had grave concerns that not enough effort 
was being made by the council, but in particular by the pound service provider, to actually identify the owner. I 
know this legislation covers this area, but I want to ask who the minister believes will be responsible, or will it 
be the pound service providers across the metropolitan area; and whether he sees it all being from one service 
provider, or whether he sees it being from different service providers. I did not personally investigate the 
example given to me to see whether it was fully accurate, but I wrote to the council seeking some assurances. 
Although I did not personally investigate it, I did follow up the issue with the council. The concern was broadly 
about, okay, once a cat is seized, exactly how much effort is being made by the pound service provider to ensure 
that the owner is found and contacted, and that if the cat has a legitimate home, can that cat go back to that 
home. Also, another concern was the measures taken to try to find alternative homes for some of these cats. 
Again, we do not want to make it easier for cats to be euthanased; I am not saying that all cat service providers 
would be like that. A couple of years ago when this legislation was being discussed I visited the Shenton Park cat 
home, and I know how much effort it puts into trying to find accommodation or a new home for the cats that are 
brought in. Although there are some people out there who are pretty widely respected throughout the community 
for making an effort to find the existing home, or new homes, for the cats, we do not want to make it too easy to 
euthanase cats.  

In relation to that, I did not see in the legislation—maybe the minister could provide us with some response 
during consideration in detail or his second reading response—the regulations for pound service providers. I 
think we will be seeing those pound service providers playing a greater role. There seems to be a lot of 
regulation on the owners of cats, but when the cats are taken to the pound service providers they must be dealt 
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with in a humane way, and as much effort as possible must be made to ensure that cats that belong to pensioners 
or little children—members get the picture—are not euthanased.  

As I said, people on this side are broadly supportive of the aims of this bill. It cannot be argued that we want to 
try to ensure that we reduce the number of euthanased cats, and that we do try to control our pets, but many of us 
are concerned about the extreme nature of some of this legislation, and whether it has gone slightly overboard. 
Like I said, 95 per cent of cat owners are responsible people who take care of and love their cats. We do not want 
the situation of someone who is a loving owner of a cat having their cat go missing and finding 10 days later that 
the cat has been euthanased, without them having the chance of trying to recover that cat. I think that is a real 
danger of this legislation.  

Like I said, the penalties of up to $5 000 are quite significant, and another issue is the registration process and 
fees. I have not gone through every line of the legislation, but can the minister explain the fee-setting process, 
and whether there will annual caps and increases from local governments? I think the annual licence fee is 
another big issue, given, again, the cost of living pressures on many people out there. We do not want a situation 
of people not being able to afford to even keep a cat. They are the sort of issues I wanted to raise.  

I think everyone supports the thrust of what this bill is seeking to do, but it seems a little extreme when we 
compare some of its penalties with penalties that exist in other legislation, and I wonder whether it will achieve 
what it wants to achieve. Again, 95 per cent of owners are responsible, so this legislation is really attacking that 
five per cent, and I do not know whether it will actually achieve the desired result.  

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [3.17 pm]: There are a couple of concerns I want to raise, and also get some 
clarification from the minister on, about the Cat Bill 2011.  

As we have already heard, feral cats pose a major environmental problem in our community; I will talk a bit 
more about that shortly. As we have also heard today, the vast majority of cat owners are very responsible and 
manage their cats in such a way that they do not pose an undue threat to our environment. This bill seeks to 
strike the balance—I am not sure that it has it totally right. As the member for West Swan said, maybe we are 
putting an impost on responsible owners because of the few irresponsible owners.  

The first thing I want to raise is the impost on local government resources. An even cursory view of this bill 
indicates that it will have a significant impact on local government resources. I do not know whether they will be 
adequately compensated. I know this bill has been subject to lengthy consultation, but I would like some advice 
so that I can assure the three local councils that currently service my electorate that it is not a situation of local 
governments being put to much time and expense without getting any compensation.  

The next issue I wanted to raise has also been noted by other speakers, and it is the impost on elderly owners. I 
gather that the estimated fee for the chipping and sterilisation is in the vicinity of $200 a cat. That will have to be 
paid by pensioners and elderly people, who rely on the companionship of their cats. We know from studies that 
having that companionship has positive outcomes for people’s health. They will be conscientious and will want 
to comply with the law. It may well be, however, that the $200 that this may cost them, in light of all their other 
expenses, will cause them some concern. Many pensioners are very conscientious about abiding by the law, 
paying their dues and paying their way. This will be another stress on them in complying with the law. I think we 
need to be mindful of that. Although I know that the bill will not come into operation for some time and there 
will be that long lead time, it may well be possible to consider some transitional arrangements for pensioners. 

The third point I want to raise—it was sent by one of my constituents to the minister—relates to whether the bill 
will have the desired impact on feral cats in the community. This letter is about an incident that occurred in my 
electorate. With the indulgence of the house, I will read the letter that was sent to the minister. It states — 

I have just read the proposed Cat Bill … together with your explanatory Memorandum. Whilst I fully 
support responsible cat ownership and applaud the stance taken to enforce compulsory sterilisation, 
microchipping and tagging of pet cats by owners, I can find no reference in this proposed Bill as to 
ways of solving the existing stray/feral cat problem. This is an issue requiring urgent attention and one 
which will unfortunately continue until Local Councils and/or animal welfare groups make a concerted 
effort to eliminate them. At present it is for the most part, ignored. 

Let me give an example. My 90 year old mother, living alone in Girrawheen had a massive problem 
with stray cats at the beginning of this year. They were reproducing in rapid numbers and had invaded 
her large back garden. She has a small dog which at times was terrified to go outside as the protective 
she-cats would defend their young and attack the dog if he got anywhere near their kittens. 

We made phone calls to the Wanneroo City Council but were informed that although they agreed it was 
a health hazard, their rangers do not ‘round up’ stray cats. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli: Sorry, member; which council was that? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: It was the Wanneroo council. The letter continues — 
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The Council, in turn, suggested contacting the RSPCA, which we did. This organisation was a complete 
disappointment in that they informed us they did not take in or collect stray cats but only dealt with 
domesticated pets that were being surrendered and put up for adoption. When we mentioned the fact 
that the TV program depicts the RSPCA as caring for and collecting strays, we were informed that this 
perhaps did take place in the eastern states where the program is produced, but did not apply here in 
WA. 

The Cat Haven, an organisation that relies totally on voluntary contributions, unlike the RSPCA, which 
receives government funding, was prepared to help, however they only had one ranger available and 
could only supply a few traps at a time. As you can imagine this ranger is a very busy person and was in 
fact on leave when we first called. We were informed that each cat caught by the Cat Haven ranger 
would cost my mother $10. Fair enough, when there is only one or two to collect but in this particular 
instance, it would have cost my mother every bit and more of her pension. 

She goes on to say — 

… kindly put us in touch with a wonderful lady named Paula McManus who lives in Warwick. Paula is 
a pensioner who does this work gratis with no motive other than to eliminate the stray cat epidemic. 

I spoke with Paula after having previously caught 10 kittens myself and taken them to the Cat Haven 
and she, along with a couple of younger helpers arranged to visit my mother’s home and set traps over a 
period of about a week to ten days. 

I believe that the stress of all these stray cats contributed to the heart attack my mother suffered at the 
beginning of February, following which she was hospitalised for a few days and afterwards convalesced 
at my brother’s home. It was during this time that her dog was boarded at kennels and Paula was able to 
take over the back garden and do what she does best without any hindrance. It was commonplace for 
me to call at my mother’s home, find at least 10 covered traps in the garage, each containing a cat, 
ready for Paula to collect in a borrowed van, take to the Cat Haven, return and again re-set with food, 
and trap even more. 

In all around 40 cats and kittens were trapped by Paula and her team, myself and others. These were 
either euthanased by the Cat Haven or, in the case of some kittens, sold. I do know that the Cat Haven 
enforces sterilisation of all the cats it sells and they do a magnificent job with little or no reward. 

So, that’s the recent history of my mother’s stray cat dilemma. There are currently a few more kittens 
with their mother in the garden and we are hoping that Paula will be able to catch them quite soon, long 
before they reach breeding age. This is just one garden in one suburb—there are so many more and very 
few, if any, people like Paula around doing work that the authorities should be handling. It appears to be 
an uphill battle for her. 

In the proposed Bill there are sections which refer to local governments, their authorised officers and 
the powers that they will hold to enforce the Bill. However as I stated previously, unless the local 
councils set laws and have rangers who are prepared to trap as many strays as possible over a period of 
time, we are in a no-win situation. There would be no-one to prosecute as nobody actually owns these 
animals. Even the policing of pets is going to be a difficult task. Cats are masters of stealth, speed and 
evasion of capture. 

One wonders how they are going to monitor the stray cat situation. A person buys a cute, fluffy kitten 
from a pet shop … and it’s not long before it reaches maturity. Quite often, people move house or the 
novelty has worn off and the cat may be dumped in a park at a young age or if it has kittens, they are 
abandoned in the hope that some kind soul will find them and take them in. If not, the feral/stray 
breeding program continues. 

I hope you agree with me Mr Castrilli that the Cat Bill should encompass more than the monitoring of 
much-loved pets. It should also address the current stray cat population and implement an ongoing 
strategy, which will successfully eliminate this scourge of Perth’s suburbs 

The letter is signed by Mrs Susan Douglas.  

Another representation I have had is from the Feline Control Council of Western Australia. I imagine that the 
minister has had similar representations. The Feline Control Council is concerned with some elements of the bill. 
Although I will not canvass them in detail, I will raise some of its concerns and perhaps when the minister 
responds, he can indicate how the government intends to deal with them. Firstly, it says that there is no 
recognition of existing governing bodies or acknowledgement of registered hobby breeders and show 
enthusiasts, and that having councils define what is safe and ethical will result in a high degree of inconsistency. 
It says that there is nothing in place to protect existing complying cats if councils announce maximum numbers. 
A grandfather clause needs to be added to the legislation to prevent any demands by councils to remove existing 
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cats that will exceed the new limits as this may increase the number of abandoned cats and will cause distress. 
Definitions for exemption from having contact details in the public domain under clause 12(9) need to be 
expanded in recognition of the polarised nature of the Western Australian community with regard to cats. 
Finally, the obligation for pet shops and sellers on sites such as Gumtree are not defined and it is disappointing 
that there is nothing such as a minimum age for the transfer of cats or a cooling-off period to minimise impulse 
buys. I will not canvass that in any detail, but I make the point that these are legitimate concerns by people who 
care about the welfare of cats and who are, in many cases, enthusiastic breeders. 

Finally, I make the point that I am not, strictly speaking, a cat person, but I know that many people in the 
community feel very, very strongly about this issue. It is important that we address it. On that note, I should say 
that I am very disappointed. I presented a grievance to the minister about the Dog Act, I think, three years ago. 
The problem of barking dogs is an enormous one. I would hope that a dog amendment bill will closely follow the 
Cat Bill and be introduced in this Parliament in the not-too-distant future.  

I conclude by saying that I am not a cat person, but I congratulate the government for at least trying to address 
the issue. In relation to feral cats, there are some inadequacies. I am concerned that many local governments may 
not be able to cope either financially or in terms of resources with the workload this bill will generate. I will be 
pleased to hear the minister’s advice on how he intends to deal with it.  

There is one cat, however, that I am quite fond of. I should say that no discussion of cats is complete without 
reference to T.S. Eliot in the Old Possum’s Book of Practical Cats. With the indulgence of the house, I will refer 
to my favourite cat, which is The Rum Tum Tugger —  

The Rum Tum Tugger is a Curious Cat: 
If you offer him pheasant he would rather have grouse. 
If you put him in a house he would much prefer a flat, 
If you put him in a flat then he’d rather have a house. 
If you set him on a mouse then he only wants a rat, 
If you set him on a rat then he’d rather chase a mouse. 
Yes the Rum Tum Tugger is a Curious Cat-- 
And there isn’t any call for me to shout it: 
For he will do 
As he do do 
And there’s no doing anything about it! 

The Rum Tum Tugger is a terrible bore: 
When you let him in, then he wants to be out; 
He’s always on the wrong side of every door, 
And as soon as he’s at home, then he’d like to get about. 
He likes to lie in the bureau drawer, 
But he makes such a fuss if he can’t get out. 
 
Yes the Rum Tum Tugger is a Curious Cat-- 
And there isn’t any use for you to doubt it: 
For he will do 
As he do do 
And there’s no doing anything about it! 

The Rum Tum Tugger is a curious beast: 
His disobliging ways are a matter of habit. 
If you offer him fish then he always wants a feast; 
When there isn’t any fish then he won’t eat rabbit. 
If you offer him cream then he sniffs and sneers, 
For he only likes what he finds for himself; 

So you’ll catch him in it right up to the ears, 
If you put it away on the larder shelf. 
The Rum Tum Tugger is artful and knowing, 
The Rum Tum Tugger doesn’t care for a cuddle: 
But he’ll leap on your lap in the middle of your sewing, 
For there’s nothing he enjoys like a horrible muddle. 
Yes the Rum Tum Tugger is a Curious Cat-- 
And there isn’t any need for me to spout it: 
For he will do 
As he do do 
And there’s no doing anything about it! 
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MR J.M. FRANCIS (Jandakot) [3.32 pm]: That will be a catastrophically hard act to follow! I will try to keep 
this fairly short. I have been fairly keenly following the development of the Cat Bill for a number of years. I have 
spoken to hundreds of people across Western Australia at different forums about this bill, which I know will not 
make everyone happy. I do not want to dwell on this point, but I am personally disappointed that the opposition 
has chosen to take a particular line with this bill. In particular, the shadow Minister for Local Government 
thought it worthy to run through the press gallery, and speak on talkback radio this morning, basically 
undertaking a typical Labor Party scare campaign, trying to fearmonger pensioners and low-income earners 
about the cost that may be involved in owning cats. I was pretty disappointed because it was far from the truth. 
To be honest, it was dead wrong. The fundamental issue that needs to be addressed by this bill is animal welfare. 
I know that Greens supporters may be concerned about the environmental impact, and that is great, but for me, 
as an animal lover, it is about animal welfare.  

We are not quite sure, but nationally about 55 000 to 60 000 healthy kittens are euthanased every single year 
across Australia. In Western Australia, depending on which year it is and which numbers are looked at, we can 
guess it is somewhere between 7 000 and 15 000—so let us say about 10 000 healthy kittens, who should never 
have been born, are euthanased every single year by organisations such as the Cat Haven and the City of 
Bunbury. I feel so sorry for the people who work there; I commend them. Many people do a lot of great work in 
this area. It must be a very disturbing job to have to put to sleep dozens of healthy, beautiful, little kittens every 
single day because they were born into a world where there just was not a demand for them. It is basically a form 
of genocide; it is a pretty sad thing. I would like to think this bill goes some way to address that issue.  

I make this observation—this is a personal belief, but I would like to think everyone in this place would believe 
it: when a person buys a dog or a cat, a commitment is made to care for that animal for its natural life. 
Responsible pet ownership means getting that pet desexed, microchipped and vaccinated every year, taking it to 
the vet if it gets sick in between, and providing food, water, shelter, and love and interaction to that animal. If a 
person cannot make that commitment and cannot afford the cost of that, I am really sorry but that person does 
not have any business buying that animal in the first place.  

I would like to briefly touch on the additional cost to responsible pet owners. We know that 90 to 93 per cent of 
people already do the right thing; that is, they have their cat desexed. Not all people, obviously, have their cat 
microchipped. Microchipping is another issue I will touch on shortly. We know most people do the right thing. It 
is the seven to 10 per cent of irresponsible cat owners who create a massive animal welfare problem. This bill 
really is designed to target those people. I am sorry that there will be existing cat owners who generally do the 
right thing who may be slightly impacted by this bill, but that is the sacrifice that some people have to make to 
address the issue. If people are serious about their concerns for cats, they would realise that the only way to solve 
the problem is for them to make that little sacrifice. That is what I want to talk about.  

If a cat is already desexed, the only additional requirement this bill would impose is for cats to be microchipped, 
if it is not already, at its next visit to the vet. If an owner takes the cat to the vet every year for its vaccinations, 
an additional consultation fee is not involved; it is a fairly cheap cost to implant a microchip. There will be no 
big additional cost to register a cat with the local council. The opposition has made this point: why do we need to 
register a cat with the local council? It is because, frankly, somebody has to administer this, somebody has to 
enforce it, and somebody has to make sure people are doing the right thing by their companion animals. The 
local government already does that, and does it well in most circumstances, with dogs. It will cost councils a tiny 
bit to administer cats as well. I will refer to what it costs right now to register a desexed dog. I have a four-year-
old german shepherd named Rex. He costs me $10 a year to register now that he is desexed. A pensioner 
receives a 50 per cent discount, so the cost would be $5 per year. That is less than 10c a week.  

Mr A.J. Waddell: How many local governments say that that is an adequate amount of money?  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: That is a good question.  

Mr A.J. Waddell interjected. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Hang on; I will take the interjection. I think that is a fair cop. Obviously, there are no 
guarantees the cost will not go up, but when the City of Joondalup tried to bring in local cat laws—all credit to 
that council, but it did not have the legislative authority to do it, and that is what this bill also addresses—its 
economic modelling indicated that in order to administer this cost to register cats in the City of Joondalup, a 
registration fee of $10 a year a cat would have to be charged. Ballpark, the best assumption anyone can make, 
the best guesstimate is 10 bucks a year, and five bucks for pensioners. As I said, for pensioners that is less than 
10c a week to register a cat. If a person is already doing the right thing by their cat, that is the only additional 
cost. To run around the press gallery and speak on talkback radio to say it will cost cat owners an extra 
$200 a year is absolutely irresponsible. The Labor Party should be ashamed because it is fearmongering amongst 
pensioners and the people who can least afford it. It is terrible politics.  

As I said, it is a small cost to register a cat. Some people ask why councils should not absorb the cost. I have to 
pay to register my dog. Why should I pay rates or taxes to subsidise the registration of cats? Nobody helps me 
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with my dog registration, and I would not expect it. If people want to enjoy the benefits of owning cats, less than 
10c a week for registration in order to address the issue of animal welfare is a very small price to pay. As I said, 
if people cannot afford to take proper care of their animals, they probably do not have any business owning a cat 
or dog in the first place.  

The other great thing this bill does—I have addressed this through interjections and I thank the members for 
taking them—is to make it necessary for a cat buyer to pay for the cost of desexing at the time of purchase. 
Depending on which vet people go to, the general card rate from a vet for a female cat is about $150 and for a 
male cat it is about $100. I know that if people are really hard done by and cannot afford it, Cat Haven can help 
out with that. A young lady called Clair at the City of Bunbury—I feel bad that I have forgotten her surname—
did a brilliant job with “Desex in the City”, which was a highly subsidised desexing drive for people who own 
cats in the City of Bunbury but who could not quite afford it. Organisations do this for people who genuinely 
struggle to get their cats desexed and I want to commend the work that they do.  

Cats should not be impulse purchases. Kittens are not disposable assets. When someone buys a cat, they make a 
commitment to care for it for its natural life. If desexing adds $100 or $150 at the time of purchase to the cost of 
a kitten, maybe people will think twice about it. Nobody ever values anything that they get for free. If people 
have to fork out that bit more and pay for the desexing up-front, it may make people think about whether they 
can afford the financial commitment associated with responsible pet ownership. I have heard a lot of excuses 
from a lot of people. Generally, the reason people do not desex their cats is that they are too busy. I know a mate 
whose kittens I have been kind of looking after for a few months; he is not a poor man, but he is just too busy to 
get it done. I have had words with him and he knows what my views are on that. One of the other excuses I often 
hear is, “I will get it desexed after it has its first litter of kittens. I want my children to experience the miracle of 
birth and to watch these little kittens grow up.” That is all very noble, but I would say to those people that they 
are adding to the problem of unwanted kittens. It is okay for someone to say they want their kids to see the 
miracle of birth, but I would suggest that those people take their kids to Cat Haven and watch them destroy 80 
kittens in summer and experience the tragedy of death. Those people might think twice about not getting their cat 
desexed. There is a pretty good argument for why compulsory desexing is necessary. It sends a very clear 
message to society and to the seven to 10 per cent of people who think it is okay not to desex their cats. I am 
pretty disappointed that both sides of the house have not happily sent that message to those noncompliant cat 
owners.  

A few points were mentioned by members opposite; obviously, it is not my job to go through every comment 
that opposition members made, but I want to touch on a few things. Opposition members said that this bill will 
encourage people to act cruelly to cats. Absolutely nothing in this bill dilutes the Animal Welfare Act and the 
offences of cruelty to animals under that act—absolutely nothing. Nothing in this bill mentions curfews, but if 
we listen to the member for Warnbro, we will hear him say, “This is bad and will add to the cost; it has curfews 
and it costs thousands of dollars for cat runs.” If we listen to the member for Maylands, we will hear her say that 
the bill does not go far enough because it does not provide for curfews. The bill does not mention “curfews” 
anywhere. If we were to ask the Greens, they would be very disappointed that the bill does not provide for 
compulsory curfews. As I said, there is a vast divide between the people who want it and the people who do not 
want it. This bill is a very sensible balance down the middle on a number of these issues. It is easy to criticise, 
but it is not a perfect world and it is the best solution that we can come up with. I am pretty keen to look at the 
opposition’s proposed amendments to the bill. I am sure that if the amendments have merit, the minister will take 
them on board.  

I know that 90 per cent of people already desex their cats and do the right thing. If this bill gets passed, we will 
not have 100 per cent compliance. Law is meant to be a deterrent in general anyway. I will give members an 
example. Three or four years ago I would drive south down the freeway and people doing 200 kilometres an 
hour would go past me like I was standing still. Since the government—I will not get into the politics of which 
government brought it in—has finally cracked down with the anti-hoon legislation, I still see people go past me 
like I am standing still, but the number of them has dropped dramatically. Drink-driving is illegal in Western 
Australia. If it was not, would more people drink-drive? Absolutely. Do people still drink-drive? Of course they 
do. If this bill took the number of desexed cats from 93 per cent to 97 or 98 per cent, we would halve the number 
of unwanted domestically born kittens in Perth every year because it would halve the breeding stock. When 
people who are so willy-nilly with their cats do not want them anymore, they dump them out in the bush and 
then they trickle-feed into the feral cat stock. If that is the expected outcome, we would halve the number of 
kittens into the feral cat stock, and that is also a good thing.  

Some people are just too lazy or too busy to desex their cats. I say, “Shame on them.” They are pretty 
irresponsible citizens. I hate government red tape as much as everyone, but this bill is necessary to address the 
issue of animal welfare.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: You said that having an extra council register is not a huge impost, but you just made the 
case that it is necessary. If we have the microchip, why do we need two ways of registering?  
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Mr J.M. FRANCIS: People pay to get their cats microchipped and on the database—I think there are five 
different database companies that do this, but they are working on amalgamating—but someone still has to pay 
to administer the act. Someone still has to go out there and check whether a cat is registered. Someone still has to 
respond to complaints of cats screaming or mating in the middle of the night. The body that has to administer 
that will be the local council. That will have a cost on it.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: You will double the need to register. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: It happens with dogs right now. Western Australia is the only jurisdiction left in the 
commonwealth that does not have compulsory microchipping. The benefits of microchipping are indisputable. I 
know that the opposite side supports compulsory microchipping, as I do, and it is a great thing. It allows the easy 
return of lost pets, identification of pets and information on histories, registration details and whether they are 
desexed. This legislation will bring us into line with other states. Microchipping is an absolute no-brainer. While 
we are on microchipping, I will touch on one of the other issues that the Labor Party raised. They asked, “How 
can people sell a cat with a voucher for desexing but not for microchipping?”  

Mr M.P. Whitely: I am not arguing about microchipping; I am arguing about the registration of the cats. You 
cannot say you are anti–red tape and then introduce red tape.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The small cost that will be imposed to register cats is much like me registering my dog.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: It is an inconvenience. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Mate, you just do not get it. If the member does not support council registration of cats, he 
must be saying, “Let us also get rid of council registration of dogs.” Is the member saying that? If we amended 
the Dog Act and brought in compulsory microchipping, would the member say that people should not have to 
register their dogs with their local councils? Who is going to administer this? The member is living in la-la land! 
He wants the taxpayers, especially the ones who are not pet owners, to subsidise the costs for people who own 
animals. Is that what the member is saying? That is the only other option.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: You want two different systems. You have not raised the case for why you want to do that.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: My dog, Rex, is microchipped. This is another system that opposition members raised. 
Members opposite said that if someone’s cat is registered with the Feline Control Council of Western Australia, 
they should not have to register it with the council. My dog is a pedigree German shepherd. Rex is 
microchipped; he is on a national database for his microchip—bang! He is registered with the Australian 
National Kennel Council, the breeders association—bang! And he is registered with the local council. That is the 
way it is. If he was not a pedigree, he would be microchipped and registered with the council. The simple fact 
that a dog is on a microchip database does not mean that the council does not have the cost of administering the 
Dog Act.  

Mr A.P. Jacob interjected.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Absolutely; it will have a cost, but it is a minimal cost. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Have you done any cost–benefit analysis on whether you will recover the costs? It sounds 
like $10 a year would not even cover the collection costs. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The City of Joondalup did it and came up with 10 bucks a year. Under the Dog Act it is 
about 10 bucks a year and five bucks for subsidised pensioners. I am guessing that this will be about 10 bucks a 
year and that is it.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Anyway, I want to move on because I have a few other things to say. I touched on, through 
interjection, the negotiations, which were pretty painful, to try to set desexing at “by the age of six months”. As I 
said, the Cat Haven specialises in desexing little kittens. That is pretty much all it does. It will desex a cat at the 
age of eight weeks. I think the member for Maylands said that the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals will desex a cat at the age of 12 weeks. The Australian Veterinary Association says that it has nothing 
to do with the age of the cat; it has to do with the weight of the cat, and generally it will not desex a kitten that 
weighs less than a kilogram. So we know that by the age of six months a cat will be big enough for a vet to 
desex. Unfortunately, cats may start breeding at five months; some of them may not start breeding for seven or 
eight months. This is not a one-size-fits-all issue, which is why the best compromise that everyone will agree on 
is that a cat be desexed by the age of six months. It is no good passing a law telling a vet that they will desex a 
cat when it is too small, when they are just not going to do it and take on the liability. 

Another couple of issues were raised, such as how we will police this legislation. A few members of the Labor 
Party said that they think that pet shops should not be able to sell live stock. Part of me agrees with that; part of 
me does not agree with that. But I am just not sure, if this bill went so far as some people want it to go, that it 
would ever get through Parliament. Adding the $100, or $150, to the cost of buying the kitten in the first place 
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should, as I said, take away some of those impulse purchases, and I honestly believe that that is the best 
compromise. There are people who say that this bill does not go far enough. I have had hundreds of letters on it. 
I do not know what world the member for Warnbro lives in if no-one has raised it with him. I have had hundreds 
of letters, and I have had death threats. I have had dead birds sent to my electorate office for talking about this. 

Mrs C.A. Martin: Really? 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Yes. 

Mr P. Papalia: Death threats? 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Yes. 

Ms L.L. Baker: Can you just explain something for me? When you say that the pet shop will put the price of the 
sterilisation onto the price of the kitten, how does that happen practically? 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: That is something that the member can ask the minister in consideration in detail, but my 
perception is that vets have fairly entrepreneurial kinds of businesses. They will just approach the local pet shop, 
or they will sell vouchers, similar to a Bunnings voucher. A person can then take it back to the vet with the 
kitten, and it is pre-paid. 

Ms L.L. Baker: But there is nothing mandating that to happen. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: It is not an insurmountable issue; it can be easily addressed. 

As I said, this bill does not mention the word “curfews”, and that is why some people say that it does not go far 
enough. I would say to the people who complain about a cat screaming outside their window, that generally the 
reason why cats wander in the first place is to either mate, which is the polite word, or to feed. If people want 
cats desexed, and their cat is desexed and well fed—not all cats, but generally—it will be less inclined to go out 
at night, wander and fight with other cats. It is just the way the DNA works in a cat. If we take away the need for 
it to mate and feed, we will do a lot to stop it wandering. I would say to those people who are upset about cats in 
their backyard and their neighbours’ cat, “Go and take a cold shower. If you really have to put the hose on the 
cat, if you do it enough times, I’m sure it will stop jumping the fence and making a mess in your backyard.” 
However, I think that people need to calm down on this issue. A little old lady may have a 12-year-old cat that 
for the last 12 years has been jumping the fence and laying on the neighbours’ front yard. That cat has a built-in 
pattern of behaviour, and it is just not fair to that lady or to that cat to allow someone to turn around and say, 
“You’re breaking the law because you’re allowing your cat to do that.” That is why the bill does not address that 
issue. I know that there are a lot of views on this. A lot of people suggest that this bill should enforce compulsory 
curfews. I say to those people that it is just not feasible; it is just not fair; it is not in the interest of animal welfare 
and it is not in the interest of current cat owners. 

Ms L.L. Baker: Member, it should be promoting it, though. 

Mr P. Papalia: No, no. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The member for Warnbro was not in the chamber. I did make a point about that. The 
member for Warnbro sat in here yesterday and said that curfews are bad and that they will force people to have 
cat runs, and the member for Maylands got up and said that it was not in the bill. The member for Maylands 
needs to speak to the member for Warnbro, because they are saying different things on this issue—absolutely 
different things. It is just not a feasible thing to do. However, as I said, if people desex their cat and feed their 
cat, it will be less likely to wander. I think other people just have to be reasonable about the accepted practices of 
cats. 

I also want to send a message to the cat haters. I know I have said it before in this place and I have heard other 
people say it. There are two types of people in the world: there are the cat lovers and there are the cat haters. The 
cat haters will probably say that this is a good bill because it goes some of the way to getting rid of some of the 
nuisance cats. If people really love cats, they should support this bill, because what is happening, as I mentioned 
before, is genocide. However, I want to send a message to the cat haters who think that they can become 
vigilantes. I have always been disgusted by some of the correspondence and some of the phone calls that I have 
received and by the messages on talkback radio that I have heard. I see some shocking comments on online 
forums saying that cat traps fit in wheelie bins, full of water. Some people on the lunatic fringe of this debate 
need to just calm down, be realistic about what can be achieved and realise that this bill is very balanced in its 
approach. It is not the be-all and end-all, but it is a necessary bill because it addresses some very important issues 
of animal welfare. That is why the RSPCA supports this bill in its current form. The Cat Haven is the largest 
organisation in Perth that deals with this issue. Roz Robinson, who runs the Cat Haven, does an outstanding job, 
and she also supports this bill in its current form. So it is a pretty important message that the overwhelming 
number of people in this industry, and a collection of cat fanciers, support this bill because they support what we 
are trying to do and think it is the best way forward and the best compromise between the extremes of the 
argument. 
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A few people have asked why we are dealing with this bill so urgently and not dealing with the dog legislation. I 
can answer that, and I am not in cabinet. The answer is that we already have a Dog Act that deals with 95 per 
cent of the dog problems. We do not have a cat act, so no-one deals with any of the cat problems. Of course it is 
more urgent to deal with this bill than to amend the Dog Act because there is not a cat act. As I said, we already 
have a Dog Act that deals with most of these matters. Therefore, let us just get on and do it. 

Everywhere I go, almost everyone supports this bill. We can listen to the callers on talkback radio. If we speak 
about this issue publicly, we will get correspondence from a lot of people. Generally, as I said, many people 
think the bill does not go far enough. That is why I would commend the bill to the house and say that it is a 
reasonable bill. It addresses the issues of animal welfare. As I said when I started, I am pretty disappointed that 
so many members opposite think that it is going to create a huge cost burden. It is pretty irresponsible of the 
shadow minister, the member for Warnbro, to go running up through the press gallery and speaking on talkback 
radio trying to fearmonger pensioners into thinking that this is going to cost hundreds of dollars a year. As I said, 
the registration will cost a pensioner less than 10c a week, and I think that is a small price to pay to try to make 
some kind of impact on the tragedy of the tens of thousands of kittens euthanased every week. If anyone in this 
place really cares about animal welfare, I encourage them to support this bill in its current form. If members have 
some small amendments that are reasonable, I am absolutely positive that the minister will look at them. 
However, as to the general thrust of the bill, it is a great bill. It has taken years of consultation to come up with a 
position that is acceptable to all the extremes in this debate, and be it on members’ heads if they oppose it. That 
is what I would say. 

MR J.J.M. BOWLER (Kalgoorlie) [3.58 pm]: I will speak briefly in support of the Cat Bill 2011. Because I 
have probably only two minutes, I will talk about one aspect that members of this house may not know about, 
and that is that the advent of the cat and the fox in Western Australia has resulted in the demise in many ways of 
the sandalwood trees in my electorate. How does that affect the bill? The fact of the matter is that the cats and 
the foxes have almost destroyed the woylie population in Western Australia. The only natural enemy of woylies 
really is cats and foxes—something that people do not think about. The woylie buries the sandalwood nut under, 
of course, a bush—the sandalwood does not grow on its own—and digs up those nuts three or four days later, 
but always forgets one or two; hence, we get sandalwood trees growing throughout regional Western Australia, 
particularly throughout my electorate. That is just one small aspect of this matter. As the member for Jandakot 
says, this bill will not stop every stray cat, but it will help to control the number of stray cats. Quite apart from 
damage to birds and all of the other damage that cats cause, this example shows that the cat problem also results 
in sandalwood trees not reproducing through regional Western Australia.  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

SCHOOL CROSSWALKS 

Motion 

MR A.P. O’GORMAN (Joondalup) [4.01 pm]: I move — 

That the house condemns the government for its withdrawal of crossings that do not fit the warrant 
criteria for a type A crossing across the state, and for subsequently endangering the lives of many 
schoolchildren who use these crossings. 

This is an issue that I have been following for what seems, funnily enough, about three years. It is interesting to 
note that yesterday was 6 September, the third anniversary of the election date of the Barnett government. This 
issue has come up time and again. That day was probably the worst day that has ever happened in this state. 
What we found out recently — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: What a charming thing to say! 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: The Premier should ask the pensioners.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: We’ll be asking the voters of Joondalup. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: The Premier can ask the voters of Joondalup. They have been asked twice, three times 
before, and the Liberal Party has got the same answer, and I have no doubt it will get the same answer again.  

In the last few days, Hon Sue Ellery asked the minister representing the Minister for Police in the other place a 
question —  

(1) What criteria are used to determine a type A warrant? 

(2) What criteria are used for a type B warrant? 

(3) How many children’s crossings will have their crosswalk attendants withdrawn, and where are 
each of these crossings located? 
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Hon Robyn McSweeney gave the answer on behalf of the Minister for Police. Answers (1) and (2) outlined the 
criteria, and I am sure that most of us in this place would have a fair idea of what the criteria for a type A 
crossing is. Therefore, I will not go into detail in reading out answer (1). Answer (2) reads — 

As of 3 August 2011, new processes are being implemented for type B crossings. They will be 
discussed at the next Children’s Crossing and Road Safety Committee meeting, to be held on 
6 September 2011. 

Answer (3) of the question outlines the schools and crossing sites that are to have type A crosswalks suspended. 
In Heathridge there was Poseidon Primary School, on Poseidon Road near Larkspur Park. In Kingsley, we had 
Goollelal Primary School in Moolanda Boulevard near Cadogan Street. There was Lockridge, in Altone Road 
near Morley Drive East; Padbury, near Gibson Avenue near Warburton Avenue, in the minister’s own electorate; 
in the member for Nollamara’s electorate, Flinders Street near Windemere Crescent; Kallaroo, I think that is the 
member for Ocean Reef’s electorate at the moment — 

Mr A.P. Jacob: It stays in my electorate. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: It stays in his electorate; okay. 

In Kallaroo, there is Springfield Primary School. There is Pacific Way, Beldon. On the list is also Wanneroo, 
with Quarkum Street near High Road; Kardinya, North Lake, near North Lake Road; Maddington; Balga, at 
Princess Road near Ullswater Place; Kalgoorlie; Kambalda; South Guildford; South Perth; and Lewis Jones 
Cross near Drummore Elbow. All up, about 18 school crossings will be affected.  

Today, in answer to the member for Alfred Cove, the minister said that there would be another nine crossings. I 
query—the minister can respond when he gets up to speak—whether that is another nine school crossings on top 
of the 18, which therefore would make 27 all-up. Also in his response, the minister stated that he had now issued 
a moratorium on suspending crossings, and I would be interested to see whether that moratorium applies to all 27 
school crossings that we know about at the moment, and whether those nine are additional to the 18 crossings we 
know about already as per this question on notice.  

As I said, we know about the warrant criteria already. As I also said, this issue has been going on for some time. 
The issue goes right back to 19 February 2009 when I think the first letter was sent to the minister’s office by 
parents from Bambara Primary School. Indeed, we were out at the Bambara Primary School, and I am pleased to 
say that there is still the appetite to fight this out at the Bambara Primary School. This morning, about 10 to 12 
parents and about 30 children showed up following a request to come out and fight to keep their school crossing 
guard. That is in the minister’s electorate. The last time this issue came up was shortly after the minister 
reinstated a crossing guard at North Woodvale Primary School after a request from the member for Kingsley. 
Following that, and after some publicity, the minister agreed to reinstate the crossing guards and apply a 
moratorium while he reviewed the matter. We have not heard the results of that review, but we have clearly seen 
that obviously the minister has gone past the review. The minister has not told us the results; he has not told us 
whether the criteria have changed, but we have seen that 18 school crossings, plus the nine that he spoke about 
during question time, are now coming under threat. I sincerely hope that minister has looked very closely at the 
criteria and the schools, and that he has made a decision to change the criteria to reflect that we have a school 
crossing guard at any school crossing where there is any danger of any child being hurt because of a conflict 
with a vehicle.  

The Bambara Primary School has a very passionate parents and citizens association and there was a very 
passionate group of mostly mums present this morning who want to keep their crossing guard. They are very 
concerned that Alexander Road has become a rat road, and that they are seeing increases in traffic and speed on 
Alexander Road. When we were out there this morning, I took note and had a look for the orange flashing lights 
at that school but they were still not there. Such flashing lights have sprung up at a number of schools around the 
area. I have written on behalf of all the schools in my electorate to the Minister for Transport for those 40-
kilometre-an-hour flashing signs to be erected at those schools that have conflict issues and have a fair amount of 
traffic on reasonably major roads in the area that cause a problem. I keep reflecting on the minister’s answer in 
question time today in which he said he had placed a moratorium on taking away crossing guards. I hope that 
this is just not a moratorium while we are putting media and political pressure on the minister, and that we are 
heading towards a new era in which I can tell the parents at Bambara Primary School, Beldon Primary School, 
Poseidon Primary School and all the other primary schools on this list upon which the minister has decided to 
put in a new criteria that those schools will not have to fight every year to maintain their crossing guards.  

Beldon Primary School is on the corner of Gradient Way and Pacific Way in Beldon—two very major roads. 
Again, they turn into rat roads on which people who want to avoid traffic lights swing through the suburbs, 
sometimes at high speed, to try to get through without being held up at traffic lights. I wrote to the minister 
following the approach from the Bambara P&C back in February 2009, and I got a letter back from him on 
21 July 2009. I think my letter went to the minister a bit earlier than that—around March, I think, when the P&C 
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came to me. I cannot find the letter right now, but I wrote to the minister and he responded in July. The letter 
stated — 

Please accept my apologies for the delay in responding — 

Essentially, the minister said in his letter — 

The Western Australia Police have advised that the Children’s Crossing and Road Safety Committee … 
provides a consultative and decision-making forum for reviewing applications requesting Children’s 
Crossings within Western Australia … The CC&RSC … reviews current Children’s Crossings to 
ensure that they continue to meet the warrant criteria, infrastructure and safety standards.  

… I am currently considering a number of recommendations relating to Children’s Crossings and have 
requested that all Type A crossings currently under review be retained until a decision can be made by 
Government. This measure has ensured that the status quo remains while the review is undertaken. 

That was written in 2009. The review has, I assume, been completed. But we have not been made aware of the 
outcome and can only assume that it has changed nothing because 27 schools are still under threat of losing their 
crossing guard. Is the minister’s moratorium mentioned in question time today, a moratorium in perpetuity, so 
that these schools can no longer feel threatened by the loss of their school crossing guard, or is this a moratorium 
only while the minister reconsiders the review and hangs on until the pressure comes off and he can once again 
slip into these 27 schools and remove their crossing guards? Poseidon Primary School is on Poseidon Road, 
which is a busy through road. That school community has raised with me the necessity to have a manned or 
guarded crossing for the safety of the children at the school. Again, that school does not have the flashing 40-
kilometre-an-hour signs either side of the crossing in Poseidon Road. I might say the same for the school in 
Beldon on Pacific Way and Gradient Way. Neither school has any indication other than the stationary signs. 

Mr A.P. Jacob: What about Eddystone? 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Eddystone is not under threat of losing its crossing. Keep up here! We are talking about 
the schools that are to lose their crossings, not the ones that will maintain them. 

We are asking the minister to give a commitment today that those 27 schools—the 18 that I have mentioned and 
the nine the minister alluded to during question time—will not lose their crossing guards, not only while he 
considers the report he has been given, but also all the while we have children who need to walk to those 
schools. We encourage our children all the time. We want our children to walk to school. We do not want the 
parents driving them to school because it causes more traffic and more chaos around the schools. It is healthy for 
our children to walk to school. It is healthy for their parents to walk them to school. Minister, it is really 
important that we get this right once and for all. I know that the minister refers back to the previous government 
saying, “Well, you closed so many.” Yes, we probably did. I am not saying that it was right or that it was wrong.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Nor am I. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: I am however now saying that Western Australia is a very wealthy state and it costs — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: But you have to criticise me and blame me for any that close now! You were saying that on 
the radio this morning. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: The minister has the reins at the moment. The school crossing committee can work only 
according to the policy direction the minister sets for it. The minister can change that policy direction. He can 
seek the extra funding. By my reckoning, it is about $3.5 million worth of funding for the 461 school crossings. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: How many? 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: My information is that there are 461 school crossings across the state. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Is that incorrect? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Not correct; not according to my information. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Well, tell us what you have. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No; you have your say. I want to listen to what you have to say. I heard you on the radio. I 
am dying to hear you again. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: The information I have is that there are 461 across the state, which equates to about 
$3.5 million, when we work out that the guards attend the crossings for roughly one hour a day and they are paid 
roughly $20 an hour, which makes it $7 600 per school crossing. I worked that out based on 461 crossings, and I 
will stand corrected. If the minister tells me a different number, I can correct my calculation if I need to. 
However, we are talking about a pittance. In a $23 billion state budget, we are talking about $3.5 million to 
protect those people in our community who are the most vulnerable; that is, the young kids going to primary 
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school who are still learning their road sense. At Bambara Primary School this morning, one parent related a 
story in which she saw some kids who were going to cross the road, but who, as soon as they spotted a crossing 
guard a couple of hundred metres up the road, altered their—I think the word she used was “trajectory”!—route 
by which they were going to cross the road, and walked the extra few hundred metres to cross the road with the 
crossing guard. The crossing guards are a unique type of person. They are a unique group of people. They are 
people who get involved. They do not just walk the kids across the road. The ones who have been doing the job 
for a while know the names of most of the kids who cross with them. They form relationships; the children trust 
them and know that they are safe people to go to. The children know that the guards will get them across the 
road safely. These people provide a vital service. Most of them are retirees—as I think the minister alluded to on 
the radio this morning—who live close by and who do not want to travel five or six suburbs away to do an 
hour’s work in the morning and an hour’s work in the afternoon. Many of them—I think this was a change put in 
place during the term of the previous government—come from within the local community or very close to the 
suburb.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: They do that whenever they can. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Yes, whenever they can. Obviously it is not practical all the time, but in most cases that 
is the way. 

Therefore, by removing the 27 crossings, 27 staff will have to be redistributed. But there may not be a school in 
their area. The crossing guards from some schools—although I will not mention which particular ones—have 
told me that if their crossing goes, they will not continue in the job because it is not worth their while to travel 
the extra distance and all those sorts of reasons. When the minister stands to respond, I hope that he will clarify 
what he said earlier during question time, when he mentioned nine further school crossings on top of the 18. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: As I understand, there are nine further schools under consideration. That is the information 
that I have been given. However, I can tell you that the direction I am giving the committee is that no type A 
traffic wardens shall be taken away from their current schools. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Okay. Is that the 18 on this list and the nine the minister mentioned earlier today? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No schools will be without their traffic warden. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Until when? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Until some time in the future. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Some time in the future. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: Minister, that is good news. I will immediately ring the schools that have contacted me 
and say that the minister has said that there is a moratorium on those schools that have been under threat and 
they will now not lose their crossing guards. However, minister, we need to know for how long. We need to 
know if we will be back here next year at this time putting up the same, if you like, grievance, to try to force the 
minister’s hand again over the issue of schools losing their type A crossings. It is vitally important. We need to 
help our children walk to school. We need to given them safe routes to school, and having school crossing 
guards—a manned crossing—is the best way to do that.  

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [4.18 pm]: I congratulate the Minister for Police on his announcement 
today. In congratulating him I ask that the Children’s Crossing and Road Safety Committee takes a close look at 
the criteria for crossings. The minister has been in this chamber on the many occasions that I presented to the 
former government petitions from the parents at St Benedict’s School. I acknowledge that the member for 
Midland, in her former role, came to St Benedict’s in 2004 when the previous government was first going to 
remove the crossing guards. She met with the parents, looked at the crossing and decided that it was not safe to 
take away the crossing guards. Unfortunately, when the member for Midland left that ministry, the new Minister 
for Police did not come out to look at the crossing. As I said during question time earlier today, that crossing sees 
43 000 cars. There are just a few of the newer members in the chamber now, but many of the older members will 
remember the countless number of petitions that I presented to this house pleading with the former government 
to review the formula that was used to establish a children’s crossing. That formula stated that there must be a 
minimum of 20 students and 700 vehicle movements per hour. I told the former government on numerous 
occasions that St Benedict’s School might not have had the minimum of 20 students but it did not have 750 car 
movements either; it had thousands of car movements. Primary schoolchildren had to cross Canning Highway by 
themselves when the former government took away the crossing guard from that school. My office and I did a 
lot of research to find out where that formula originated, but we could not find it. Each crossing should be 
assessed based on the safety of the children who use the crossing. That crossing in my electorate was not safe 
after the terrible decision was made to take away the warden. The community tried to bring to the government’s 
attention the problems with that crossing. Each child at St Benedict’s School drew a picture of what losing that 
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crossing would mean to them. A number of the drawings showed dead children on the road, including Bart 
Simpson. The children could see that removing the crossing guard was a tragedy waiting to happen, yet the 
former government took away that crossing guard. The government did not review the criteria used by the 
Children’s Crossing and Road Safety Committee. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: What is the position now? 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: We now have traffic lights at that intersection. Every day 43 000 cars drive past that 
intersection. The former government—although not the member for Midland when she was the Minister for 
Police because she supported that school—decided to take away that crossing guard. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: And you never got it back. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: We have traffic lights there now, thanks to the Liberal–National government. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: So was it a political decision to put in those traffic lights for you as an Independent! 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: The Liberal–National government acknowledged the needs of the children going to the 
school and that the crossing was used by not only children, but also elderly people. The elderly people would 
cross the road with the crossing guards first thing in the morning. When they came back from town in the 
afternoon, they would go when they knew that the crossing guard would be there, because the intersection is so 
unsafe. That is why I am very pleased that the Minister for Police has acknowledged that there are concerns and 
that the government has put on hold the removal of any type A and type B crossing wardens. We should look at 
who has responsibility for those wardens. Rather than the police having responsibility for traffic wardens, that 
responsibility should fall on local councils. The state government should fund local councils to provide that 
service to schools. If that were the case, whenever there was a problem it would be much easier for the 
community to lobby the local council rather than the state government. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: They didn’t want it. The minister tried to palm it off to local government and they refused. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: Would the member support local councils taking over the responsibility for crossing 
guards? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: It doesn’t matter what I think. What I’m saying is that local government doesn’t want it. The 
minister has tried to give it to them. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: It is a case of what is best for the community. The best thing for the community is 
ensuring that children are safe when they cross the road on their way to school. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Exactly, but the councils didn’t want it. The minister tried to handball it to them. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: The councils might not have wanted it, but what does the community want? 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Will the member for Alfred Cove speak to the Chair, please. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: I am sorry, Mr Acting Speaker. 

This is a very serious issue. When the type A crossing guard was removed, it took up a lot of police time and 
resources to look after that crossing. It costs a lot more in police time than it would cost for the council to 
employ someone as a crossing guard. I hope that the review of the criteria results in a review of the responsibility 
for crossing guards. I do not believe that should be handed over to councils. The councils did not want 
responsibility for crossing guards because they were worried that they would not be adequately funded. They 
have to be given an assurance that they would get the funding from the police budget that goes into training and 
paying for the wardens so that they would not be out of pocket. If that case were clearly put to them, I believe 
more councils would be receptive today than they were previously. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I put that to them. I gave a commitment that the funding would be transferred to them but, 
unfortunately, not enough local authorities were prepared to take on the role of managing the traffic wardens. 
That is a great shame for the reasons that you have outlined. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: If not all councils are happy to do that, why could the funding not be given to those 
councils that are happy to take on that role? The councils fear that they will not be given funding to provide 
traffic wardens. A pilot scheme could be developed so that the councils that are happy to take on this scheme 
could be funded. The other councils could then see how successful it is. I believe it would be very successful 
from a community perspective. Some councils are not always seen to act in the community’s interest, but I 
believe that councils would win brownie points from the local community for doing this because the local 
community would appreciate knowing that their children were safe as they went to and from school. I believe the 
local community would also appreciate having far more say in this matter if it were a local government 
responsibility rather than a state government responsibility. 

I congratulate the minister on the stand that he has taken. It is important to assess the criteria that are used for 
type A and type B wardens. The old formula of a minimum of 20 students and 750 car movements does not have 
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a grey area for 10 students and 1 500 cars or five students and 3 000 cars. We must look at whether a crossing is 
safe for our children to cross. In this day and age, often both parents work and therefore children are happy to 
make their own way to school. Even when there was a crossing guard for St Benedict’s, before the former Labor 
government removed him, parents would often accompany their children to cross that road because it was so 
busy and they felt it was too much responsibility on the crossing guard. We really have to look at the needs of 
children. Another thing that used to happen at St Benedict’s is that parents would drive their children to school. 
We want to encourage children to walk or cycle to school. We hear on a regular basis that children are not 
getting enough exercise, but what parent, if they are able to take their children themselves and know that they 
will be safer, would let their children go by themselves? Again, minister, it comes back to not all parents having 
the luxury of being able to take their children to school, and because of that we must ensure that at that time of 
the morning all of the routes and the major roads—where there are thousands of cars and lots of things 
happening—that children have to cross are safe. We know there have been fatal accidents around several 
schools, and not one member of this house wants to have a fatal accident occur at one of their schools.  

I think the minister has made an excellent decision, and I look forward to seeing the results of whatever 
investigation is going on in relation to these crossing guards. I look forward to the minister presenting that 
information to the house, and I certainly hope that the old formula that has been used for the past decade is 
thrown out and a new, safer formula is brought in that will ensure the safety of children.  

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [4.32 pm]: I also wish to applaud the minister’s decision on the change to the 
school crossing traffic wardens. As he knows, I have regularly visited him and his office about this matter 
because I truly believe that school traffic wardens are a very simple and uncomplicated way of making sure that 
we provide a very safe way for our students to get to school. Not only are they are part of the wonderful school 
community, but also they provide a wonderful connection from the community to the school.  

Traffic wardens are an absolute treasure. Often, they are looking for just a little something to do in their life; they 
are keen to be involved with the school, and they do a wonderful job. But, unfortunately, as the member for 
Alfred Cove said, the criteria for having a traffic warden just do not always make sense, and yet the department 
is rigid in its criteria. Unfortunately, the department tends to come out and do its assessment at times when it 
probably should not. At my schools they did it when the Building the Education Revolution buildings were being 
done, and people were taking different routes and going around other ways altogether, so the department was not 
getting accurate readings on the criteria that it set. At the same time, it was very, very frustrating for the school 
because it knew what was going on and how difficult it was going to be.  

I have been having regular discussions with the North Woodvale Primary School about traffic wardens. That 
school is on a curve, so it does not quite meet the criteria for the amount of traffic that comes through, and being 
on a curve actually does not fit the criteria for the school crossing committee, and yet it is really quite dangerous. 
The curve has bushes—the bushes do not belong to the school; they belong to another area altogether—and it is 
not very easy for a young child to step out. It might be better coming back the other way across the street, but 
certainly in one direction in particular it is very, very difficult. This school had been told that it was going to lose 
the manned crosswalk, so I will be delighted to get back to them. But that school was going through the 
frustrating part of saying, “Well, look, if we have to have a type B, we’ll do something about it”, and the school 
P&C got involved and all these other things were going on, but the school was still waiting. It could not get 
anything out of the school crossing committee as to what it could and could not do. This is an example of the 
whole community getting involved, which I think is terrific; there is an over-55s small complex across the road 
on Chichester Drive, and a couple of the gentlemen from that village decided that they would get involved. They 
were prepared to get trained up and be the traffic wardens for that crossing on Chichester Drive at North 
Woodvale. Members can see that there are people who see that involvement with the schools as being very 
positive, and also when I have spoken to those school traffic wardens, they get so much joy and satisfaction out 
of the work they do. The children know them personally; when they greet them every morning and every 
afternoon, it is like another part of the school community. So, they get a lot of out of it.  

The parents trust students being crossed over to school. Like the member for Alfred Cove, I was also going to 
mention that we want students to walk to school and do a little extra physical activity. If the parents know there 
is somebody they can trust at that crossing, then they are more likely to let their son or daughter walk to school. 
That is one of those things that really is important for the future.  

I also have another crossing that has been under review, and I will also be very pleased to tell the school about it, 
because we cannot always get the traffic to fit in with the assessment.  

[Interruption.] 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Member for Girrawheen, you realise you are not allowed to have 
your mobile phone on in the house.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: She ignored you! 
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The ACTING SPEAKER: She has to come back!  

Ms A.R. MITCHELL: I also just want to make another suggestion. The member for Alfred Cove talked about 
local government taking control; I hope that the committee could look at the school taking control—whether it is 
the education department or the school community—and whether those funds could be allocated to the school, 
and the school then allocates them, because the school actually knows the people who are the traffic wardens. 
Now, if the traffic warden cannot make it, invariably someone from the school takes over. I think that is a much 
more localised outcome and I think it is probably easier to manage, and it gives the school and community 
greater responsibility for that. So that is one that I certainly hope will be considered.  

Dr J.M. Woollard: Member, will you take an interjection? 

Ms A.R. MITCHELL: I am sure I can. 

Dr J.M. Woollard: In relation to the school taking over, I have discussed that with schools. Are you meaning 
the school take over the funding to employ someone? 

Ms A.R. MITCHELL: No, no. 

Dr J.M. Woollard: Because the principal and the staff do not want responsibility for the crossings, but they 
might be happy for employees of the school, or people who they employ, to do that.  

Ms A.R. MITCHELL: I think if the minister was prepared to send the money to local government, if it could go 
to the education department and to the school, so the school could manage that—like they do with school 
gardeners and others—those additional people could become part of the school community. I think the member 
may find there are other ways of managing who does what. It could be a good way that they could work things 
through. That is one suggestion that I would certainly hope could be given serious consideration. I am sure it 
probably has been given some consideration, but I would certainly hope that it could be given some additional 
consideration at this time.  

I want to thank the minister for this decision, and I would also like to acknowledge the former and present 
Minister for Transport, because I think the LED school speed signs are also a wonderful way to ensure additional 
safety at schools. I have certainly seen that in a couple of through streets in my electorate. Most people have the 
best intention to slow down to 40 kilometres an hour at the school sign, but I think all of us can understand that 
occasionally we might just skip it, or there might be a mess up with pupil-free days or some of those other 
things. I have received very, very favourable comments about the LED signs from many people, not just parents 
going to the school, but others who have to travel those roads every day. They say that just having that LED sign 
is very well received by the community. That is not to take away from the traffic warden, but, together, we have 
a much, much safer road system for our students crossing the road.  

Just briefly, I want to thank and applaud the minister for making another decision on this, and I look forward to 
having this resolved permanently very, very soon. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Before we go on, I remind members that they have to turn off 
their mobile phones before they come into the chamber. I am sure that the member for Girrawheen will learn a 
lesson from that. 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [4.39 pm]: I support this motion. The motion has 
put pressure on the minister. After months and months of stonewalling, we have had at least a partial result for 
the communities that have been hoping that their children will be protected by staffed crossings outside their 
schools. The Minister for Police has to take responsibility for this whole issue. In June, he was asked by my 
colleague about a school crossing that is on the border of our two electorates. This crossing is on Great Eastern 
Highway. It enables people from South Guildford in my electorate to cross Great Eastern Highway, walk across 
the bridge over the Helena River and go to Guildford Primary School. We have to think about the circumstances. 
This is Great Eastern Highway. It is an industrial area and there is heavy transport traffic going to and from 
major industrial establishments. It is a very dangerous road. I live in Rivervale. As an adult, I do not like to walk 
across Great Eastern Highway. What we are expecting, apparently, is that children, with their much less 
developed sense of traffic dangers, will cross Great Eastern Highway unassisted. The government can do two 
things to protect those children: it can maintain the staffed crossing at Great Eastern Highway or it can construct 
a footpath on the hills side of the bridge over the Helena River so that the children can cross the Helena River 
and use the staffed crossing further up the road outside Guildford Primary School — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: In my electorate.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: — in the electorate of the member for Midland. It is absolutely outrageous to expect those 
children to cross Great Eastern Highway unassisted, yet that is what was going to happen until some pressure 
went on the minister today. In response to questions from the member for Midland on 10 August 2011, the 
minister simply said —  
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The Traffic Warden is due to be withdrawn. 

(a) This crossing does not meet the criteria for a Type A warrant. 

He further took responsibility for establishing those criteria by saying — 

I have endorsed the Best Practice Review of Children’s Crossings in Western Australia and within that 
have approved the criteria for a Type A and Type B children’s crossing. In this case the children’s 
crossing at this location does not meet the criteria. The P&C of the school may wish to apply for a Type 
B crossing. 

When asked about this issue and presented with the evidence, the minister refused to budge. He was sent an 
email by a parent from Queens Road, South Guildford. The minister again stonewalled. He said to this parent — 

The Western Australia Police have advised that the Children’s Crossing and Road Safety Committee 
has determined that the crossing does not meet the Type A warrant criteria in this instance. In 2009 the 
government initiated a Best Practice Review for Children’s Crossings within Western Australia, which 
confirmed that the warrant criteria are best practice. I have endorsed the findings of this review.  

At that stage, the minister was forcing the South Guildford parents in my electorate to apply for a review of the 
decision by appealing to the committee. It would seem that, with a bit of extra pressure applied today, the South 
Guildford crossing has been protected—at least for the time being. What I want to know is: for how long will 
these crossings be protected? Is this a decision for a month? Is it a decision for three months? Is it a decision for 
a year? Is it a decision for the rest of this parliamentary term? It was very unclear from the minister’s 
announcement whether this is a temporary decision or a permanent decision. Here is my fear: the minister will 
wait until the hue and cry in the community dies away and he will wait until the protest stops, and then a little 
later, by stealth, crossing after crossing, he will have the staffing withdrawn. I want the minister to say in this 
house today for how long this decision will hold. Perhaps the minister could say by way of interjection for how 
long this decision will hold. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I will give my speech in a moment. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: So the minister is not prepared to confirm in answer to a direct question that this decision 
will hold. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: This is not question time. This is your speech; you give it and then I will give my speech. I 
wasn’t going to interject on you, because I would like the same courtesy when I get up. I doubt I will get it. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: No, the minister will not because he has not performed in a satisfactory manner and he does 
not deserve an interjection-free speech. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I don’t think you perform in a satisfactory manner. I think you’re abysmal, quite frankly, and 
I’ll come to that in my speech. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Leader of the House! 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: What we get from this minister is a refusal to be accountable, a refusal to take responsibility 
and a bumbling, bullying attempt to silence the opposition. It staggers me that the minister can be both bumbling 
and bullying at the same time, but this minister manages to achieve what I would have thought was impossible! 

These crossings involve insignificant amounts of money. A traffic warden costs the state $380 a fortnight. It is a 
trivial amount of money. What the minister was intending to do before a bit of pressure went on him today was 
to save no more than a quarter of a million dollars a year in a budget of $23 billion. The government has to think 
about priorities. The Premier is spending $27 million on his palace, yet the minister wants to save a quarter of a 
million dollars a year by withdrawing traffic wardens from school crossings. It is shameful. The Premier makes a 
decision to locate a football stadium at Burswood when there is expert advice that the cost of building it at that 
site will be $300 million more than the cost of building it at alternative sites; meanwhile, this minister tries to 
save a quarter of a million dollars a year, at most, by withdrawing traffic wardens. Where are the government’s 
priorities? Where is the credibility in the community for that sort of approach? The minister has tried to deny 
responsibility. He has tried to say, “I set the criteria. The Children’s Crossing and Road Safety Committee does 
the rest.” That has been his position for months and months: “Don’t ask me to take responsibility. Don’t hold me 
to account. Don’t get me to make a decision. I’ve made my decision and the rest is up to the Children’s Crossing 
and Road Safety Committee.” Today we have seen that that position has just been dishonest, because today we 
have seen that the minister can take responsibility. Today we have seen that the minister is accountable, because 
the minister has overridden the decisions of the Children’s Crossing and Road Safety Committee and put in place 
a moratorium. For ever after this minister will be responsible for every children’s crossing decision. That is what 
he has done today. He has completely removed the shield he has had. For ever after, he will be held to account 
by every member on both sides of this place for every decision on children’s crossings. He has shown that he is 
the minister and he has the power to change these decisions if he chooses to exercise it. 
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What I am really concerned about is that this is just a ruse. Today the Labor Party and the community put on a 
bit more pressure. We went to a school in the minister’s electorate and we joined with the parents at that school 
and protested about the minister’s refusal to maintain a warden at their crossing. Faced with the prospect of more 
bad publicity, the minister has caved. But how long has he caved for? Is this just media management? Is this just 
spin? Or is this a concrete, substantial decision that will last for at least the rest of this parliamentary term? That 
will be the test. If the minister cannot stand and say, “That’s it for the rest of this parliamentary term”, then the 
minister is revealed and exposed as merely engaging in desperate political management at the end of a very bad 
month in his portfolios. We will be listening very closely, minister. If he cannot say that these decisions will hold 
for all these schools for the rest of this parliamentary term, we will maintain our community campaign until the 
minister concedes again and adopts that position.  

MR F.A. ALBAN (Swan Hills) [4.50 pm]: I would like to make a very small contribution. I thank the Minister 
for Police for listening when I went to see him about the issue, particularly the one in South Guildford. The 
minister not only listened but also made a positive decision. I acknowledge that Guildford Primary School is not 
in my electorate, but I was lobbied fairly heavily. As the minister knows, my wife is on the school’s P&C, and 
my youngest daughter, Lara, attends that school. Also, as a former councillor of the City of Swan, I was aware of 
the issues surrounding the traffic problems at the school crossing. This is not just the beginning. There have been 
other safety issues for students in my electorate, and this is particularly in my electorate. Well done, minister—
the opposition can whinge and moan, but it was a good decision. The minister listened; that is what a minister 
does. He has taken action which is fantastic. That is on top of what this minister has already done. They are not 
the only safety issues in the state of Western Australia. In my electorate of Swan Hills, as the minister would 
know through another department in our government, there was an extremely serious issue, not unlike the one in 
Guildford, involving the Great Eastern Highway. Great Eastern Highway has tremendous traffic problems. On 
Great Northern Highway, through the Swan Valley, is the Upper Swan Primary School. Parents face the same 
drama morning and afternoon. Trucks travel through that portion of the electorate at 80 kilometres an hour. 
Parents had to negotiate not only crossing the road both morning and afternoon but also driving to that school. 
With the help of the Minister for Transport, we managed to get a redesigned entry to the school and redesigned 
parking, and also LED lights, which have been a fantastic success.  

This is not the first positive our government has had on the safety of students. Considerably further to that: 
Chittering Road, which faces Bullsbrook District High School, what did we do there? Did we waffle, as the 
opposition does? We put another one in! We put in a second one! In my electorate, I did not just get one 
LED light, I got a second one, which is also on a main road. What a terrible government we are! Not only did we 
put in two LED lights, we put a third one in on Toodyay Road outside Gidgegannup Primary School. What a 
terrible government we have been! I thank the minister for listening and for the decision he has taken. I am sure 
that the students at Guildford Primary School, in particular, will be grateful for the minister’s decision.  

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Nollamara) [4.53 pm]: I, too, rise to support the motion. I do that because yesterday I 
was in this house putting in a petition to save the crossing guard at Our Lady of Lourdes School on 
Flinders Street in Nollamara. Flinders Street is a very busy street. The school sits virtually on the corner of 
Morley Drive. Often what happens on the corner of Morley Drive and Flinders Street is people come around that 
corner, quite blindly, into the school zone. It is very quick into that part because the school sits right on the 
corner. It is clearly a priority area for traffic concern for schools because, without any request from me or the 
school, it received a solar 40-kilometre-an-hour lit-up sign. Clearly it has been acknowledged as being a very 
dangerous part of the road.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Were you pleased to have that sign?  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: The school was very pleased with the sign. It was not very pleased when its crossing 
guard was taken, clearly.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: When was that?  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Our Lady of Lourdes, which is on Flinders Street in Nollamara—in the list the minister 
has given us, it is on Flinders Street, Nollamara, near Windemere Crescent. That is next to Our Lady of Lourdes 
Catholic Church.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: You have not lost the warden yet.  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Not yet. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: And you will not.  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: The parents will be very pleased to hear that.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Good.  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I want to put on the record that the member for Alfred Cove raised a very important 
point. I do not understand how calculations are made in terms of that. If the City of Stirling traffic surveys 
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undertaken in June 2011 indicated an average week-day traffic flow of 13 630 vehicles per day, this is a one-lane 
road with higher residential density on either side, and the school and a church. It included 6 640 vehicles 
travelling north and 6 990 vehicles travelling south. Basically, each side is as bad as the other. The eighty-
fifth percentile speed was found to be about 60.5 kilometres in a 60-kilometre-an-hour zone. People are driving 
very quickly. There are traffic lights at the corner where the school is. By comparison, two schools—which also 
have crossing guards and we are grateful for that—are on two-lane roads; one is Nollamara Avenue near 
Nollamara Primary School and the Steiner school. It carries 8 420 vehicles per day. Remember that the flow on 
Flinders Street was 13 630, and Ravenswood Drive carries approximately 10 990 vehicles per day—that is 
adjacent to St Gerard’s Primary School on Ravenswood Drive—both of which need school crossing guards; 
there is no question they were going to have their school crossing guard taken. I suppose it was a completely 
confusing situation when the principal and the school P&C contacted my office and asked whether crossing 
guards were being taken from them. Honestly, it was with a sense of absolute astonishment more than anything 
else. I know what Flinders Street is like—how could they possibly take the crossing guard from there? That 
would be madness for those children.  

The minister himself said that the crossing and children’s safety is paramount. I understand there is a report in 
the minister’s office with respect to road crossings. I was advised of it; I do not know where I have heard that. I 
tried to look for it. The only report I can find is a report of the Select Committee on Road Safety in 1996, which I 
know was 15 years ago because my son was born in 1996. Basically, they talk about school crossings. They 
recommended that the use of wardens and guard-controlled crossings be retained and extended as appropriate to 
schools that have voluntary wardens. It refers to the importance of that. I understand the minister has another 
report; I am not aware of its contents. I am interested to hear about it when the minister stands to talk about this. 
In terms of when the assessments were done: on 8 April an assessment was conducted in the afternoon, 15 kids 
and 12 other walkers, there are bus stops all around, people are using it as well, and the traffic was 1 163. On 
11 March, in the morning, 17 kids plus 22 other walkers or cyclists, with traffic of 1 322. On 1 December, in the 
morning, 22 kids and 14 other walkers and cyclists, which is 1 158. I understand that of the traffic flow of 1 158, 
53 were heavy vehicles. On 8 December, in the afternoon, there were 10 kids and 15 other walkers, and 999 
vehicles. On average, 30 people used the crossings at the times dealt with. There were lots of people and lots of 
traffic. We have to be careful about how we fix one problem, because it can cause another. In 2008 and 2009, the 
school was inundated with complaints from surrounding residents about parents who would park across the road, 
get out of their cars, walk to the crossing, cross the road and go into the school to pick up their kids. The 
residents struck up this campaign and got rangers from the City of Stirling to come out on a regular basis. 
Rangers and angry residents were going into the school, so the school designed a solution. The school asked the 
church that sits behind it to open its gates into its car park so that parents could drive up the road, turn left behind 
the church and go around the back to the church car park. The school got rid of some fencing and any obstacles 
so that parents could then drive onto the school grounds into a bitumen playground and pick their kids up. They 
created a Kiss ‘n’ Ride system. Parents could drive through a different exit back out onto the road.  

To deal with the problem of the residents not wanting parents to park across the road and then walk across with 
the school crossing guard, by the end of 2009 the school introduced this Kiss ‘n’ Ride system, which reduced the 
number of children crossing Flinders Street. The school did not reduce the numbers very markedly compared 
with the 22 that is required. About 16 or 17 kids use the crossing, but when we combine the number of kids with 
the number of adults crossing the street, the average is 30. Clearly, the primary school wanted to deal with the 
issues of the residents and did not want to cause undue traffic hazards with people coming onto roads and 
parking in residential streets. However, the school then found itself not meeting the criteria for a crossing guard 
even though the criteria should be about safety and the busyness of the street. I welcome the minister’s decision.  

As parent Lee-Ann Clements recently said in the Eastern Suburbs Reporter, it is just madness — 

Traffic on Flinders Street is crazy at the best of times.  

Given that we encourage kids to walk to school and given that they need to do it safely, the Flinders Street 
crossing guard is paramount and absolutely needed. I welcome the minister’s confirmation that the primary 
school will not lose its crossing guard. I concur with the Leader of the Opposition that the minister needs to say 
that that is a firm commitment for the rest of this government’s term. In saying that, the member for Mount 
Lawley might want to raise the fact that Coolbinia Primary School lost its crossing guard in the last round.  

I know the Coolbinia crossing, because when I drop my son at school in Mt Lawley, I come over that hill. It is 
hard to go down that big hill and make sure I hit 40 kilometres an hour. Kids are everywhere. A lot of kids walk 
to school in that area. There is a parent walking bus. The minister may be able to save these crossing guards, but 
there are primary schools which are not on that list and which have lost their crossing guards, and kids are still 
having safety problems. I hope that members such as the member for Mount Lawley raise that issue with the 
minister and have that crossing reinstated. That crossing at Coolbinia is a really important crossing for those 
kids. Kids need to walk safely to school and we need to encourage them to walk to school. We need very 
practical and reasonable things that are merit based, not ledger based. We need people to go out and see the 
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reality of the situation and to make sure our kids can cross safely and access our schools safely in a manner that 
is best for them and the school community.  

MR P.T. MILES (Wanneroo) [5.04 pm]: I am in a different situation; the previous government took the 
crossing guard away from one of the most important areas in Wanneroo. That decision affects Wanneroo 
Primary School and St Anthony’s School. I had kids from St Anthony’s in here today for lunch. That occurred 
under the previous government and the previous member; I guess I am now in this place through the lack of 
funding for this road.  

Mr A.P. Jacob interjected.  

Mr P.T. MILES: Yes, we are a much better government, especially when it comes to road safety.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: You gave up when you went to the Minister for Transport.  

Mr P.T. MILES: No; after only a few months, the previous government took away the crossing guard on 
Dundebar Road and Wanneroo Road in the south side of Wanneroo. The previous government failed to deliver; 
that is why I am here.  

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected.  

Mr P.T. MILES: I have huge population growth—some 32 000 voters.  

To come back to road safety, we already know that the previous government took away the crossing lady on 
Wanneroo Road. To some extent, I agree with that decision. That road has 41 000 traffic movements a day. We 
have just done a targeted campaign and we are putting in a new road safety crossing at that particular point. The 
intersection of Dundebar Road and Wanneroo Road will now have a major upgrade to its lights and have a four-
way crossing point, as opposed to a one-way crossing point. At the moment, St Anthony’s School takes its kids 
down Dundebar Road and helps them over the Wanneroo Road crossing because it is such a dangerous point. 
After speaking with the Minister for Road Safety, we came up with a couple of solutions that involved not only 
his department but also Main Roads Western Australia. Literally today I received the leaflets that will go into our 
local paper and they say “success”. I thank the minister for his help. We will get some improved traffic flow and 
some safer crossings at which our children can cross.  

The other crossing that I need to point out is at the Joondalup Drive and Mistletoe Drive intersection in Banksia 
Grove. This has also been quite a difficult crossing. A crossing guard is on that particular road. To be honest, it is 
quite dangerous for this particular crossing guard; she is only little. She is only about four-foot something and 
she has to stop garbage trucks and all sorts of things on Joondalup Drive.  

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected.  

Mr P.T. MILES: Ferocious!  

Fortunately, the federal government paid for some upgrades along that road and the state government will also 
fund some upgrades. We will have another set of lights at which people can cross that road, which will help this 
lady get these kids to and fro. The primary school is in the old part of Banksia Grove but most of the kids live in 
the new part of Banksia Grove. Until the new school is built in 2013–14, kids will still have to cross this very 
major road, which is the only way out of town when heading up to Bullsbrook. That is the uniqueness of 
Wanneroo; it has four major thoroughfares leading out of it—Wanneroo Road, Neaves Road, Joondalup Drive 
and Gnangara Road. There are crossing guards all the way through there, but from time to time we need to 
exchange crossing guards for lighted intersections with proper access for our kids to get across.  

I will provide a further example of how this government helps with road safety. Through Minister Johnson, we 
got some $18 000 for the driver-reviver caravan for the local council to use. As everybody knows, driver-reviver 
caravans provide tea and coffee for people who are tired, especially those people coming down Wanneroo Road 
from trips up north. People can pull over by Yanchep and get cups of tea or coffee and biscuits. Without those 
sorts of funding arrangements through the minister, we would not be providing safer roads in our areas.  

Some 500 residents live in the Lake Joondalup lifestyle village, and they have never been able to get out of their 
village safely. It is a bad design. It is nobody’s fault; it is just the circumstances of growth through the area. We 
have had to seriously look at the fact that some people in there are legally blind and cannot cross Wanneroo 
Road. Again, road safety comes into play. Two ministers had a meeting about it, and we have come up with a 
solution whereby again we are putting in some lights and we are putting in a proper accessway for people to 
cross that road and be able to access both sides of Wanneroo Road. It is a win–win situation all the way around. 
Therefore, this motion condemning the government for taking away crossing guards is quite absurd. The member 
for Riverton is right. This government has done far more for road safety under this minister than the previous 
government did with either of the two ministers that it had. 
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MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [5.10 pm]: I rise to support this motion also. One of the schools that had a 
crossing that was under threat was East Maddington Primary School, which borders my electorate. The deputy 
principal of that school, Pat, whom we spoke to, expressed some concern that the crossing would in fact be 
closed. It is fair to say that there has been a reduction in the number of crossings at that place over the years. 
However, that brings into question the criteria that we use for assessing whether a crossing is necessary. Put 
simply, I think we need to take into consideration the ages of the children involved. Some roads in my electorate 
are very busy, but they are being crossed predominantly by high school students, and I would say that they are 
far less at risk than schoolchildren who use a crossing and who are predominantly in the younger age group of 
six to 10 years. Yet I do not believe that the criteria take into consideration the nature of the children who will be 
crossing the road at these places. 

That brings me to one of the key points that I was hoping to make tonight in this debate; that is, we have a 
motion that has arisen as a result of some imminent closures of crossings. Clearly, it seems that a process within 
the department triggered the decision to review the number of crossings and the amount of traffic at those 
crossings and to determine whether those crossings are still viable. There will certainly be a lot of argument 
about whether each of those crossings was viable. However, it raises the question: where is that automatic 
process for those areas that do not have crossings? 

I will talk about the suburb of High Wycombe, for instance, which is at the northern point of my electorate. It 
has three primary schools—Matthew Gibney Catholic Primary School, which is a private Catholic school; High 
Wycombe Primary School; and Edney Primary School. It is an area that is growing at great pace. New housing 
developments are being built. Literally every month a new sign seems to go up, showing that there is going to be 
a new development at one spot or another. The suburb is intersected by a very busy highway—it is not even a 
highway; it is Kalamunda Road. Heavy truck transport tears down that road. My office is on one side of that 
road, so I see this traffic every day. 

Kalamunda Road is the road that I, as a child, crossed every day on my way to High Wycombe Primary School. I 
lived on the other side of Kalamunda Road to the primary school. In those days, High Wycombe Primary School 
was the only primary school in that suburb. There are now three primary schools. Therefore, one would expect 
that, with the increased urban infill and all the additional housing that has gone into that area, and the fact that 
there are three primary schools, there would be greater demand for crossings. In fact, the crosswalk that I used in 
the 1970s to cross that particular road has been closed for some 10 years now. There are no traffic lights and 
there is no intersection or anything else that is controlled in any way that would allow children—there are 
literally thousands who live on the other side of Kalamunda Road—to cross the road to get to where all the 
schools are, which is on the southern part of Kalamunda Road. I have been approached by the primary schools—
Matthew Gibney Catholic Primary School, Edney Primary School and High Wycombe Primary School—about 
how they can go about getting a crosswalk attendant onto that particular intersection. It should be kept in mind 
that that road does not have a school situated dead on it, but a lot of children cross it. Therefore, we are trying to 
get those three schools together and to put together a submission to try to convince the department to put a new 
crossing at that place. However, this is a proactive effort that the parents and citizens associations of the schools 
are making themselves. No automatic process was fired that said, “Hang on a second. We have all these primary 
schools in this area and we have these new populations popping up. Do you think somebody ought to go down 
there to see whether there is an actual problem?” The P&Cs certainly did not know how to go about doing it. It is 
only because I attend those schools regularly that they said, “Hey, do you know how to go about getting a 
crossing guard in our area?” I think it probably shows a bit of a hole in our system. 

Two weeks ago I was reminded very much of the crossing that I used in the 1970s when I was contacted by High 
Wycombe Primary School because it is having its fiftieth anniversary. Its fiftieth anniversary celebration is being 
organised by one Aileen Moore. I spoke to this woman and she told me about how she had been involved in the 
school community for some time and was trying to get as many former students as possible involved in it. I said 
that in fact I was a former student and she said, “Really?” I said yes, and she said, “Well, you might have known 
me. I used to run the crosswalk across Kalamunda Road.” Suddenly I realised that Aileen Moore was not Aileen 
Moore; it was Mrs Moore, because as a child that is the only way I knew how to refer to her. She was certainly 
an element of sunshine in my day. I bring my comments back to the motion, because I want to let people know 
that crosswalk attendants are more than just crosswalk attendants. Mrs Moore was someone who cared deeply 
about the children. Mrs Moore would assist a child who had been hurt on the way home, or if there was some 
problem, she would identify it. She would often go out of her way to make contact with the school or with a 
parent if she felt that something was happening to a child which either the school or the parent did not know 
about and which she felt they should know about. She was a complete treasure to our community and had a huge 
impact. Aside from the number of lives she would have saved helping children cross the road, she probably 
intervened in the lives of a number of people in a very positive way in the years that she was there. She was an 
absolute treasure. It pleased me that she was organising that event because it gave me an opportunity to stand in 
front of many generations of the school community and say, as I am saying in this place, what an amazing 
human being she was and how much she had contributed to our community. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 7 September 2011] 6979 

 

I think that the whole crossing guard question is a greater one. It is about enriching our communities; it is about 
making the roads on which our children walk safe; it is about knowing that adults along the way are keeping 
those children safe. That is far more important than the formula regarding the number of cars that go by a 
particular spot versus the number of feet that have to cross that road. It is a far, far richer question than that. I 
think that we all need to put some effort into thinking about how we can revise this model, how we can fund it in 
a positive way and how we can throw away some of the ridiculous things that we spend money on so that we can 
put money into, rather than cut back on, crossing guards. If we can ensure that there are more of them and that 
they are adding to the enrichment of our community and keeping our children safe, we as a society will benefit. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [5.18 pm]: This motion was moved by the member for Joondalup, who 
is a good friend of mine. He is a good man, the member for Joondalup; a fine man—a stout man, they say, but he 
is a fine man. The minister is AWOL as usual. There he is; he is at the back of the chamber. The motion that the 
member for Joondalup has moved in this house today is an important one. I think it is important that we take the 
opportunity to recognise the elements within our communities and within our neighbourhoods that, at relatively 
low cost, provide such an integral part of the safety and welfare of our children, as the member for Forrestfield 
highlighted, in regard to our school crossing guards and school crossings in general. I think many of us in this 
place remember the good old days when we walked to school; we walked to my school, Avonvale Primary 
School in Northam. If we did not walk to school, we rode our bikes. In those days there were probably only a 
few cars on the road! Not really; no. In those days, in the 1970s — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I may need to seek your protection, Madam Acting Speaker; I am being attacked! 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I remember walking to school once every three days because my two brothers and I had only 
one pair of shoes between us! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I could say that the effects of that are shown in this house sometimes by the Minister 
for Police’s behaviour; however, I would not say that!  

One of the sad things about population growth and when communities expand is that parents, understandably, 
want to ensure that their kids are safe, and that is absolutely understandable.  

Mr J.J.M. Bowler: It is the helicopter parent syndrome. By doing that, in the end they make their child’s life 
probably more dangerous because the kid doesn’t learn to take a risk or make his own judgements. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes. I think it is very sad. Some on my side have accused me of going through a 
period over the last few months of being right wing. I spoke on a bill a few weeks back and said that everyone 
has gone soft, that we are wrapping everyone up in cotton wool and that we are not allowing children to 
experience climbing trees and building cubbies on vacant blocks or going down the creek like we used to in 
Northam. We would go off down to the creek for almost the whole day, and the only time we came home was if 
we were hungry.  

Mr J.E. McGrath: These days you probably wouldn’t come home; that’s the problem.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: That is exactly right; that is the sad thing. We now have a society in which, in our 
quest to continue to make our kids safe, we limit very much the real experiences that any child should experience 
in their lives, and that includes walking or riding their bikes to school and that sort of thing.  

One way we can try to, if not maintain what some might consider to be an old-fashioned approach, at least allow 
kids to develop the skills that they need to develop as they grow up is to ensure that we create safe routes to 
school. That is where planning is so critical, because whether it is local councils or planners, at the end of the 
day, as we develop any new suburb, we should be asking how we will allow the people, particularly the kids, 
who will live in this suburb or in this new greenfields site, to traverse where they have to go safely. It always 
amazes me that some of the parks that are created in some of these new subdivisions now are either in the wrong 
place or on the worst bit of land that there is. They are a sterile environment, and are not always safe for kids to 
get to anyway. I think the key is ensuring that safe routes to schools are created. Integral in that is the role of 
crossing guards and safe crossings. I know that the minister has taken a bit of a pounding of late; he has been 
pounded every day he has been here. We pounded him last week and we have pounded him this week, and he 
looks like he is suffering from an intense pounding! In question time today he was quite remarkable. The 
minister almost did one of those things like a flat bag that H.G. Nelson and the other fellow do. The minister did 
many backflips in question time, and landed there and did a flat bag at the end of it by saying that now he has 
suspended any crossing closures at this stage; the minister has suspended them. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Yes. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: The minister did that 18 months ago; he announced that 18 months ago. My 
understanding is that he announced as part of a review that he was suspending any closures 18 months ago. I 
think there is a press release that someone I am sure will highlight — 
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Mr R.F. Johnson: I think you’ll find I did it a lot earlier than that. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: Like July 2009. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes, it was July 2009. It is almost like deja vu here in that respect.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: So would you prefer me not to issue the direction that I have done today; are you saying that? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: No, but it is a bit sad. It reminds me of what happened to the Minister for Culture and 
the Arts when he was exposed for cutting funding to libraries. And I know that the member for Riverton got lots 
of pressure from his local library, because we heard about it; the staff there told us about it. We had a motion on 
the books to debate it and that morning—it was quite remarkable—the Minister for Culture and the Arts quickly 
and hastily convened a press conference or an event down in Riverton with the member for Riverton to suddenly 
backflip and say, “No, no; now we’re not going to do that funding cut.” That is an example. Of course, we will 
claim credit for this, as is our right and privilege; we will claim credit for the fact that we have brought the 
Minister for Police to account.  

Mr F.A. Alban: You’re a day late; you could have done it yesterday.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: No, because today is private members’ business. The member has his days wrong. 
Duffy, you have got your days wrong; you have got to get your days right! 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The member for Mandurah referred to the member next to me by something other than the 
name of his seat. It is unparliamentary and I would ask the Acting Speaker to correct the member for Mandurah. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Thank you, members! Member for Mandurah, I think you really 
should withdraw. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I affectionately call the member for Swan Hills “Duffy” and he knows that. 

Mr F.A. Alban: I convincingly tried not to call you a name! Everyone is on the edge because you are out of 
order. You’re more likely to be called a name than I am! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: If the member for Swan Hills is offended by me calling him “Duffy”, I withdraw and 
I apologise.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: At the end of the day, the seriousness of the matter is that as the Perth metro area 
continues to expand as we are going through a phase of urban infill, putting more and more people in high-
density populations, this whole issue of safety for everybody, particularly the safety for children, will become 
even more important, and how we create safe corridors and safe routes to schools will become even more 
critical. The minister has suspended the closing down of crossings. But now in the minister’s thinking about 
where to from here, the whole issue of ensuring how to make it safe for kids to get to and from school, which is 
essential, needs to be integrated into the planning. I know that the minister has grappled with the problem of who 
should have the responsibility for crossing guards. The minister knows and I know that the police do not want it 
and that local government does not want it. Earlier this year I think I raised with the minister in this place—or I 
wrote him a letter—the example of a crossing in my electorate on Lakes Road, which is a very busy road that is 
becoming increasingly busy. Unfortunately, the crossing guard had left, and the regime of training up someone 
else had taken two or three weeks before we could get someone permanently into that place. During that two to 
three-week period we were in a bit of a hiatus. I had parents coming to me saying that they would do it, but they 
were not legally protected to take on that responsibility. Each day I went down there in the morning, and for 
about three or four days in a row no-one was there to allow those kids to cross the road safely. I rang the 
superintendent at the time and he quite understandably said that the police would make it a priority but could not 
guarantee to be there. And nor could they. In fact, they were not able to guarantee to be there and they were not 
able to be there. However, we even had parents who wanted to act as crossing guards and one morning I actually 
escorted kids across the road before realising that I was essentially exposing myself legally if something 
happened.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I took some kids across the road because no-one else was there—no crossing guard, 
no policeman or policewoman. However, in escorting three or four kids across the road, I realised that I had 
exposed myself to a legal — 

Several members interjected. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: It is the wrong word. I had made myself vulnerable — 
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Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Well I had! But okay, that is your minds going there! I had put myself in a position in 
which I could have been legally liable. Something might have happened to the kids as we crossed—a car might 
have come through and cleaned up me or them, or some cars might have run into each other. It was risky. We did 
not have any flags. I realised, when crossing the road, that I could not keep doing it. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You did not have the right equipment. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Exactly! And I was unauthorised. I realised that straight away. However, Lakes Road 
is a busy road. At the time, people were still using it to get onto the new Perth–Bunbury highway. The incident 
highlighted that the Riverside Gardens–Greenfields area, although initially a residential area with a hospital, has, 
over time, developed into a thoroughfare that is quite a commercial strip, yet the Foundation Christian College is 
right there and three or four hundred metres down the road from the crossing is the state primary school—
Riverside Primary School.  

I know that the minister has grappled with the problem of who takes responsibility for school crossings. In my 
honest opinion—many do not like it—it is the responsibility of local councils. In my view, it is the responsibility 
of local councils. Local councils sprout on about the need to nurture and to encourage communities and about 
how they want to build vibrant communities and how they want to ensure children and families are valued, but 
as soon as we say to them, “What about taking school crossings?” they say, “Nah, don’t want to touch it! That is 
cost shifting onto us.” 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I offered them funding. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: I honestly believe that it is the role of local government. Many would say no and throw 
the suggestion back at me. However, I honestly believe that local government is — 

Mr M.J. Cowper: What does Mayor Creevey say? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Mayor Creevey would probably say the same as most local government elected 
officials; that she sees it as cost shifting. I do not agree with that. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: What if there was an allocation of funds?  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Well, that is the thing! I do not think that we can say it is the problem of local 
government and not fund it. No! State government has to fund the service. However, I think local government 
should take responsibility for overseeing delivery of the service. I also believe that schools and the education 
department are, in many respects, abrogating a responsibility. Some school principals and some teachers will 
say, “Sorry; as soon as those kids walk out that gate — 

Mr M.J. Cowper: That is not actually true. It is as they walk out their home gate. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes; I know, but as the member knows very well, a number of schools have the view 
that once the children have left the school gate, they are no longer the responsibility of the school. Sorry—I do 
not agree with that either! However, I believe that the provision and oversight of school crossings should fall to 
local government; that is, local government should be given an allocation of money from the state to ensure that 
it supports the fantastic volunteers that the member for Joondalup highlighted in his opening remarks. All of us 
agree that the people who stand out in rain, wind and hail, and in the hot weather during the summer months, are 
remarkable people. In fact, quite often the schools they are linked to look after them and include them—albeit 
some schools do not do as much as they should. However, I think local governments have to step up to the plate. 
If they want to build vibrant neighbourhoods and safe communities, they have a critical and essential role to play 
in the provision of school crossings. The Minister for Police needs to talk to the Minister for Local Government 
who sits just behind him, because it is not a police role. The police should not have oversight of school crossings 
because police resources are, quite frankly, stretched in many, many communities in a whole variety of ways. 
Obviously all the proper processes for training school crossing guards would need to be in place—there would 
be no change to the training regime; it would be the same—and we would simply be transferring operational 
responsibility to local government, while resourcing it appropriately. I think that is the answer to the problem. I 
do not care whether my local councillors tell me they do not agree with me. If they say they do not like the idea, 
I simply do not agree with them. I am sick of councils—I am not pointing the finger at mine—and local 
governments in general that espouse these wonderful corporate statements about being inclusive and celebrating 
diversity and about wanting to enjoy and have vibrant communities, but when we scratch the surface of them 
starting to deliver on their statements, they all say, “Oh no, no, no, no! That is state government!” 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Very true. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: They say, “Oh no, no, no, no! That is federal government” or “No, we don’t want to 
touch that; it’s police; the police have to do that!” I reckon that we have to call their bluff.  

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes; we have to call their bluff! Quite honestly, local governments have for too long 
sat in the little castles that they have created and have not wanted to move with the times.  
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Mr J.M. Francis: Big castles! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I beg your pardon. 

Mr J.M. Francis: I would say they are big castles. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Well, some have very big castles. Some have very tiny castles. Some, like those in 
the Premier’s electorate, have very tiny municipalities—almost the size of Vatican City! 

Given I am on a roll, Madam Acting Speaker (Ms L.L. Baker), I will ask for an extension. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I really think that if we are to genuinely address some of these issues about child 
safety and making sure these communities are safe, we need to take it up to that level of government that has a 
primary responsibility. Those who have been in local government—a number of the members present tonight 
have—know that it espouses that it is closest to the people. Local governments always say they are closest to the 
people because they deal with the day-to-day work or business of life. Well, there is no more important thing 
than making sure kids get safely to school and safely around their communities. Why would a local government 
that wants to be vibrant and build strong inclusive communities, not say, “Yes, we will take that on”? If the 
minister were to go to some of the more progressive councils around—I consider my council to be quite 
progressive; I think Mandurah is a progressive council — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It is one of the better ones. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: It is! And I think that if the Minister for Police went to some of these more 
progressive councils and said that the state was prepared to put some dollars together — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: That is what I intend to do. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Well, I think you should! 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I tried WALGA and I got nowhere. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: You will not get anywhere with the Western Australian Local Government 
Association. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I am going to try individual local authorities. I know of one already that has said that it will 
be delighted to take on that responsibility, provided it was funded to do so. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I would strongly encourage the minister to do that. I would strongly encourage the 
minster to talk to my local council. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I will do. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I believe that if the minister starts to pick off a few of the progressive councils that 
are ready to say that they want to be resourced to do this job, he will find it to be a great pilot program or series 
of pilot programs, and I think he will find that it will work. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Can the minister speak to my seven councils? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Absolutely! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Seven! The minister is condemned in this motion — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Well, the government is.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes, the government is condemned in the motion, and I am happy to condemn it. I 
reach out an olive branch to the Minister for Police and ask him to continue to pursue local governments to 
accept their responsibility. Call their bluff, minister, because they will bluff their way through a lot of things. All 
members have local councils in their electorates. Read their charters, mission statements and goals and 
objectives for their communities. I can guarantee that every one of them would have the word “safety” in the 
first line and that most councils would talk about being dynamic or achieving a vibrant and proactive 
community—all those things. This is a great opportunity to tell them to put their money where their mouth is and 
their words where their aspirations are. Tell them that the state government will give them some money. I reckon 
it would work. This could be an example of government departments and the different levels of government 
working together. I encourage the minister to do that. I will probably get a phone call from a couple of 
councillors on the City of Mandurah asking me what the hell I have been talking about, but I honestly believe it. 
They will say that I am a traitor because I used to be on the council. They will say that they can remember 
debates in which I used to slam the state government of the day, whichever persuasion it was. We used to attack 
the government about cost shifting. I remember the great debate about head lice treatment. I think that was 
during the Court years. The local councils used to get the head lice treatment for free from the Department of 
Health, from memory. As the deputy mayor and an aspirant to enter state Parliament, I was involved in running a 
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huge campaign. I was a teacher at the time and had more hair then than I do now! It was a very effective issue 
because it was a matter of cost shifting. However, I digress. 

I doubt that we will get to vote on this motion, but at least we have had a debate about the importance of getting 
our children to school safely. The Minister for Police will need to look closely at what he will do from now on. I 
have given the minister an alternative, which is to give the responsibility for this to local government, and I will 
support the minister doing that. Please talk to the City of Mandurah and ask whether it is interested in being part 
of a pilot program, because it should be interested. I encourage any other councils and the mayor of Mandurah to 
be involved in this, as they should be. More councils should be involved in it. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Minister for Police) [5.43 pm]: I thank the member for Mandurah for his 
constructive comments. They were not delivered in a malicious, sarcastic, vitriolic or insulting way. The member 
made a very valuable contribution and I believe that he and I are thinking along the same lines. I have said for a 
very long time that local government is the ideal solution to managing traffic wardens. Main Roads does a lot of 
work to make sure that the infrastructure is in place, and the police are called in when there are problems or the 
traffic wardens do not turn up because they are sick. The schools do not like it when the traffic warden is 
unavailable to oversee the children crossing the road. Many people are involved in this issue. All I wanted to do 
was get someone to manage the traffic wardens, and I believe that the best body to do that is local government. I 
had meetings with the Western Australian Local Government Association and I met with some mayors and 
offered to transfer the funding for traffic wardens to the local authorities because I believe that local government, 
local schools, local families and local children know the local roads best. Most of the schools are on local 
government roads rather than state government roads anyway.  

I believe that local government has a duty to ensure that the roads are okay, the sidewalks are okay and that the 
children are safe. If the state government will fund the traffic wardens, what do the local governments have to 
argue about? It is just a matter of administering the traffic wardens. The local governments are at an advantage 
because if a traffic warden does not turn up due to being sick or whatever, it is far better to send a local 
government ranger to do the job—they can be trained to do it quite easily—than it is to send not one but two 
police officers. The industrial situation requires police officers to work in pairs. Therefore, the time of two police 
officers is wasted. A police vehicle is stationed around the corner from where the children cross the road and the 
police are taken off the front-line duty. I think that is a total misuse of the valuable asset that is our police 
officers. Local government certainly is in a better position to administer the traffic wardens. As I said, I have 
spoken to one or two mayors and one of them has told me that, provided the local government gets funding to 
cover the cost of the traffic warden, the council would be happy to manage the traffic warden at that particular 
location. If I had not been a bit tied up recently with various other issues, I can assure members that it was one of 
the things on my to-do list. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: Your bucket list! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I assure members that it is not on my bucket list. I have much more pleasurable things to 
do on that list, but it is on my to-do list. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: What was the problem with WALGA? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It did not achieve anything for me. It has to get all the councils to agree to this type of 
thing. I think I am better off visiting some of the big players such as the City of Joondalup, the City of Stirling 
and the City of Mandurah. They are significant and well-funded councils, particularly Joondalup, Stirling and 
Wanneroo. Those councils are expanding and it is important to have them involved in what I believe is a 
community issue and a local government issue. It is not an Education or Main Roads issue; it is a local issue for 
families. Everyone says that local government is closest to the community and to families, and I agree with that. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Should it be run by the local government in some of the small country towns in the regional 
areas? Some people drive at 110 kilometres an hour when they come into town. There are real issues about 
speed. Do you think we should have properly trained people in the regional areas instead of just the people in the 
school? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The people in the schools have been trained. Before they can put on the lollipop uniform, 
if I can call it that, and stop traffic, they must have undergone a certain amount of training, although it is not a 
huge amount of training. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Should the training be different in regional areas? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Certainly that can be done. In all honesty, we have done quite a bit since we have been in 
government to ensure the safety of children around our schools. We have introduced the 40-kilometre-an-hour 
flashing light zones. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Can we have some in Albany? 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I assure the member that between myself and the Minister for Transport, our intention is 
to roll them out as much as we possibly can and as soon as we can. We cannot just say that every school will 
have one, because we have hundreds and hundreds of schools. 

Mr P.B. Watson: On major roads. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It is not just major roads. We must have them in some of the rat runs where people travel 
much too fast on a narrow road and there is a much bigger chance of injuring a child who is crossing the road, 
and we will do that. 

Was the member for Joondalup at Bambara Primary School this morning with the member for Girrawheen? 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: Yes. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I thought so. I recognised the sound of traffic when the member for Girrawheen was on 
the radio. A couple of people who the member for Joondalup knows very well phoned my electorate office after 
they heard what was going on and said that they did not want to be involved in the circus that the Labor Party 
was putting on up there. They were one of the biggest advocates for having a traffic warden in that area, and the 
member knows exactly who I am talking about. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I have no idea, minister. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am talking to the member for Joondalup, not the member for Girrawheen! I am talking to 
the organ grinder.  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: I know exactly who you’re talking about.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Joondalup knows exactly who I am talking about. Can I say, they phoned 
my electorate office because they wanted me to know that they were not prepared to have a bar of what went on 
this morning, because they realised what it was — 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: I think you should be very careful about what you’re saying there, because I will tell 
you —  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: — and they wanted to pass on the message that they believed that I had done an awful lot 
in the time I had been there — 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: That’s very strange, because they’re the couple who organised it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: — and they said, “If it hadn’t have been for Rob, we wouldn’t have a traffic warden 
outside our school today, so we’re not going to get involved in that circus.” That is what they said. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: I think you’re misleading.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have to tell members that they were very, very vocal a year or so ago.  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: I think you’re misleading. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not misleading anybody. The member does not believe they did that? He can phone 
them tonight and ask them whether they did or not. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: I have spoken to them already today; they will be very surprised. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: They will not tell porkies, I can tell the member. I am telling the member that they phoned 
my office and wanted me to get that message—both of them. I am not going to say their names because I do not 
think it is appropriate to, but the member knows who I am talking about and I know who I am talking about, and 
nobody else would matter. Nobody else would matter at all, anyway. There are insignificant people in this 
chamber, so I do not worry about that, but I think it is important that the member for Joondalup knows. Today 
was a stunt; of course it was a stunt.  

A member interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It was a stunt; of course it was a stunt. I know what the game plan is; it is out to get Rob 
Johnson because he is under the pump, this, that and the other. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: This is the sort of stuff the opposition wants! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: All this rubbish that the opposition works up in the LOOP office—I know exactly how it 
does it. Members are given stuff to do, and they go out there and do it.  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: We had a good teacher! Remember all the guff you used to come in with?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, no; I would not get involved in that sort of thing, ever.  
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But I was interested because the member for Girrawheen, of course, was on the radio this morning, and she was 
peddling mistruths. According to my notes, she stated that — 

Rob Johnson has said that why these crossings have to be downgraded is because it is the wardens are 
not in attendance. The police have to staff the crossing, and that takes police off frontline resources. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Yes. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I never said that. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: You’ve said that a number of times. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I never said that at all. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Yes, you did. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: In fact, it shows that the member for Girrawheen has a complete lack of understanding of 
the issue. The member knows as well as I do that the Children’s Crossing and Road Safety Committee makes the 
decision on whether children’s crossings are viable based — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You changed the criteria. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I did not change the criteria—do not be stupid!  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: In 2009. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Do not be stupid!  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: It’s in your own minute; I’ll read it out to you later, if you like. I’ll read it out to you! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I did not change the criteria! I am coming to the member for Midland. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You endorsed the new criteria! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The committee makes that decision that they are viable based on —  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Are you denying that now? Are you denying that? Are you denying that you changed the 
criteria? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: — survey data gathered at the locations over four different dates. Okay? They did that. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Are you, or are you not? You are not denying that you changed the criteria. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Oh, just be quiet! You sound like something else.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: The truth hurts, doesn’t it?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Midland would not know the truth if it smacked her in the ear! 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: So tell the truth; did you endorse the new criteria or not? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The assessment is based on a ratio between the number of students, as members know, 
and the number of vehicles using or driving through the crossing. If the committee determines that a location has 
a high level of vehicle traffic versus pedestrian activity, it will classify the crossing as a type A. The member for 
Girrawheen knows all of this, but she did not put this forward to them on the radio. This is not what the member 
told them on radio. A traffic warden will be assigned by WA Police. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Minister, we had a situation in Chester Pass Road when we were in government, and I lobbied 
for a long time and they said, “No, there’s not enough cars.” There was one accident and a child was hurt, and it 
was there within a week. So where is the criteria? That’s what I want to know. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The criteria is established by the committee; it establishes the criteria. The former 
government spent $77 000 on two different consultants who came in and did a review, and what did the former 
government do with it? Nothing; it is like all the reports the former government got out. The former government 
spent $77 000; the member for Balcatta knows how much was spent. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You had one, and you endorsed their recommendations; that is why we are all here today! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will tell members which ones they are. The independent review of the children’s 
crossing program was done under the former government, but it did not take it up. That was in 2004, and 
released in May 2005, but what happened? The opposition took away loads of wardens from schools. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: That’s not right! Name them! Go on! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: What—the schools? Does the member want me to name them—does she? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Yes. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Does the member really?  
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Mrs M.H. Roberts: Yes; I do — 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: There were quite a few. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: — because I didn’t change the criteria. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: There were quite a few when the member was the responsible minister; I have the list here 
somewhere. I am more than happy to give it to the member because there were quite a few. There were about a 
dozen or so in one year that lost traffic wardens while the member for Midland was the minister. That is fine; I 
have not got them here, but I will find them anyway. I will find them. 

Mr P. Papalia: What a surprise! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will find them, I can assure the member. They are amongst these papers somewhere; I 
will get to them, but they were in, I think, 2004 or 2005. I have the list. Is the member for Midland saying that — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: I am saying that, unlike you, I did not change the criteria. I did not change the rules.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: — no traffic wardens were taken away from schools? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You changed the rules. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That was in the criteria. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You changed the rules, and about 30 crossings are now in jeopardy. You changed the 
criteria, you changed the rules, you endorsed it, it’s in your answers, and it’s in your correspondence.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The change in the criteria was actually to enhance the criteria so that more schools would 
not be so adversely affected. That was the criteria — 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Member for Midland! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: — and the member can shout like — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You wouldn’t go out and look at them; I did. That’s what I’m saying. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Midland, the minister has the floor, please.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I thank Madam Acting Speaker for her protection.  

I have mentioned the two reviews, and $77 000 that just went down the drain. It was very interesting when the 
Leader of the Opposition was on the radio this morning, and, once again, he was scaremongering and blatantly 
distorting the truth. According to my notes, he said — 

The minister has changed the criteria and a lot of schools are going to lose their crossings.  

Yes, I did change the warrant criteria, but that made it easier for both combined schools and high schools to 
comply with the criteria. It was changed to make it easier for them. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Table it! Table the criteria; you won’t do that, will you? Will you do that?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Therefore, more schools are now eligible for a type A crossing than was the case under 
the previous government.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Let’s see the truth. Let’s see the truth. Table the criteria before; table the criteria after. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: According to my notes, the Leader of the Opposition then went on to say — 

It is in his portfolio. He is the minister, he has to be accountable, he sets the criteria, and then the 
committee goes ahead and decides to which crossings those criteria will be applied.  

Point of Order 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The minister has been referring to some official, typewritten documents. I would call 
upon him to table them, please.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am referring to some speech notes that I prepared. They are not official documents. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Do you type, do you?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Oh, look—toughen up, princess! Toughen up; all right? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: So, you are reading your speech. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Midland does not like any criticism. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You’re reading your speech now, are you? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No; I am referring to quotes. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, thank you. Members, can the minister please take the floor. I am not 
accepting the point of order. Please continue, minister.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: As I was saying, once again the Labor Party applies a different set of standards to the 
government than it applied to itself when it was in government. 

Point of Order 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The minister has said that they are not official notes; he has then claimed that he is 
quoting some quotes from there; and he is now reading his speech, which he knows is against the rules. It is 
clearly a speech that he is reading, and he has clarified that for the house.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Further to that point of order, Madam Acting Speaker, I am not reading my whole speech; 
I am quoting stuff from my speech. The member for Girrawheen read the whole of her speech in the previous 
debate, and that is all she ever does! 

Ms M.M. Quirk: No; I was quoting from a letter. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, she did; no, she was not—it was a long letter! 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, would you please return to your speech, thank you. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Midland is always desperate to try to keep me quiet, but she will not.  

In fact, let me come to her. When the member for Midland was asked in Parliament in December 2002 about 
what she had done since 2001 when she had announced that the government was reviewing the future direction 
of all children’s crossings and traffic warden positions, her response was—this is in Hansard —  

As I have explained previously in this House, the review of children’s crossings was not a formally 
constituted review but was a matter for consideration by the department, myself as minister and the 
Government. Crossing wardens play an invaluable role in getting children safely to and from school. 
The designation of school crossings and their various categories is subject to ongoing review. 

Basically, she reviewed the issue and did nothing. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: And I left the crossing guards largely in place. Unlike you, I did not remove them, did I? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: She did absolutely nothing. What a surprise! The trouble is that members opposite hate 
good news. I took the view today that this was getting out of hand. A number of schools were going to lose their 
wardens; there were too many in my view. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You should look at the letters you signed to all those schools telling them tough bickies. 
You told them tough bickies; that’s what you said to all the schools. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, I did not say that. Do not tell porkies. I did not say “tough bickies” at all. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: That’s the summary of your letters. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It is the member’s summary. That is the member for Midland’s articulate summary—
tough bickies! 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: That’s basically what your letters said: “Not interested. It’s nothing to do with me. I can’t 
do anything to help you. That’s the committee’s decision.” 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Why does the member not tell the truth? 

I have been looking at how I can possibly try to keep as many traffic wardens as possible outside schools. I have 
been working on this for some time now. I have been working out how we can find some funding and whether 
some of it could be funded from the road trauma trust fund if we needed to enhance the funding. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Is funding an issue, minister? I didn’t realise funding was the issue. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not saying it is; I am saying—if we need some extra funding. Listen very carefully. I 
am saying that it is not just funding. There are funding issues; of course there are sometimes. There are funding 
issues in anything. The problem we have very often is finding people to do the job, and who will fill in when 
those people cannot do the job? Some of the schools were appealing, and they may well have been successful. In 
fact, I believe one school was going to be successful in an appeal. That is what I heard. I do not know for sure 
until I hear officially. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: One of them had their appeal upheld yesterday. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The safety of children is of paramount importance. The view I took today was: “Hang on 
a minute; we are not talking about a huge amount of money.” 



6988 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 7 September 2011] 

 

Ms M.M. Quirk: When did you form this conclusion? At what time today? 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The funding issue should not really come into it. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: It was about 10 minutes before question time. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No; it was a long time before that. 

Funding should not be an issue. What will be an issue is finding people to do the job. But before we can do any 
of that, we have to ensure that we do not lose good people who are doing this very valuable job at the moment. 
Quite frankly, I simply took the view that I needed to make a very positive decision, and I made that decision. 
Now members opposite want to criticise me for it. I decided that I would direct that committee to put a hold on 
cancelling any traffic wardens who are in place now and, indeed, any who were in place from the first term of 
this academic year. If any wardens have been lost in that time, they can be replaced. I am putting kids’ safety 
above politics, because I think that is the sensible and rational thing to do. Members opposite can call me all 
sorts of names and they can insult me time and again day in, day out, as they do. I think the sorts of names that 
some of them have been calling me recently are childish. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Which is the one that has hurt you the most, minister? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I could call the member names if I wanted to, but I would not do that. I like to think I am 
more of a gentleman. When some members opposite start calling me the sorts of names that they have been 
calling me, I believe they have lost the argument. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: What have people called you? I haven’t heard anyone call you names. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, they have. They have lost the argument when they start being really insulting. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Who did this to you? Who was it? What did they say? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I make no excuse whatsoever for directing — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Who called you names? I think that’s appalling. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member should have a word with her leader. 

I make no excuses for giving a direction to that committee, because I have a duty as minister to do that. Members 
opposite keep asking, “How long is it for? Is it for a week? Is it for a month? Is it for this term of government?” 
It will stay in place until something better can be sorted, such as talking to the local authorities. It is not for a 
week; it is not for a month. If necessary, it will be to the end of this term of government and beyond. I am not 
prepared to allow the schools that need these traffic wardens not to have them when they are needed for the 
benefit, safety and good health of children going to school. I thought this morning, “Enough is enough. I must 
direct the committee — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: So was that after your interview with Geoff Hutchison? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I thought about it before then but I did not announce it on the radio. I was not going to 
give Geoff Hutchison the benefit of hearing such wonderful news. I felt that it would be much more appropriate 
that I make the announcement in this house. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Your decision was above politics but it was too good for Geoff Hutchison! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: This house was the appropriate place to make the announcement. I did not go in front of 
the cameras and make a big thing about it; I announced it in this house. I have not been in front of the cameras 
since then. I have not been on the radio, and I do not want to do that. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: You’re under a media blackout, aren’t you? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No. The member is the one who knows about media blackouts. They used to wonder what 
the member looked like when she was a minister. They used to say, “We can’t see her.” If there was a TV 
camera or a microphone around when she was a minister, she went down in the dugout. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Did you call her names when she was a minister? Were you a horrible person who called 
her names when she was a minister? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We never saw the member when she was a minister, and now we cannot keep her away 
from it. 

Mr J.M. Francis: I was flicking through my local newspaper today and I found this ad from Western Australia 
Police for vacancies for traffic wardens. I’m just wondering how on earth you could believe people who say that 
you’re trying to get rid of them if we’re still advertising for people to fill the current jobs. This was in the 
Cockburn Gazette today. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: One of the problems we have, member, is getting enough people to do the job. Some 
people either do not want to do the job or are not able to do the job, or it affects them financially. If some people 
earn over a certain amount of money, it affects their federal benefits. That is crazy. We need a federal 
government that recognises that when people do this sort of job, it affects their income. I thank the member for 
Jandakot. I appreciate the very clear copy of this advertisement. 

Mr J.M. Francis: It was in today’s paper. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think it is very appropriate that I table this document for the benefit of everyone in the 
house so that they can see that we desperately want traffic wardens. 

[See paper 3836.] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We value the job that they do. We certainly want to encourage them to come forward and 
do that job. As far as I am concerned, no school that has a traffic warden at the moment will lose that traffic 
warden. If any wardens have been lost since the first part of this year, they can be reinstated. The cost is not 
important in my view. The safety of those children and the peace of mind of their parents in knowing that their 
children will be seen safely across the road are paramount. 

I am surprised that the opposition has moved to condemn the government; I thought it would  be moving to 
condemn just me today rather than the whole government, because that has been the main purpose of what the 
opposition has been doing. This issue affects all members of Parliament. All members have schools in their 
electorates. I have done something today that I believe the previous government should have had the guts to do. 
During its seven and a half years in government, it should have had a minister who had the guts to give a 
direction to that committee rather than allow those schools to lose their traffic wardens. That is critical. None of 
the ministers in the previous government had the guts. I have a list of the schools that lost traffic wardens. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: That’s not what the member for Alfred Cove said. Are you disputing what the member 
said? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am telling the member that many traffic wardens were lost when the member for 
Midland was the responsible minister. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: I’m telling you that whenever there was representation, I intervened. The member for 
Alfred Cove attested to that today, and she’s not the only one. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Are you saying that no schools lost their traffic wardens? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: No, I’m not saying that; I’m saying that I did not change the criteria, as you did, and that 
when representations were made to me, most of the time I went out and had a look on-site—something that 
you’ve refused to do.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I did not go out to Guildford; two of my staff went out and had a look. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: I asked to go out and meet with people there, and you declined, and you didn’t advise me 
that you were prepared to send any staff members or anything. You just gave me a bald, “No, I won’t do it”. I 
would’ve been really pleased to hear that news that you were sending staff members out there, and it’s a shame 
that you were so political that you didn’t communicate that with me. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I wanted them to see the situation, how many children were crossing the road that the 
member for Midland pointed out and the type of traffic that was being used on that road, without some sort of 
forewarning. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: What time of day did they go? Do you know that? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: They went in the morning; they were there for about two hours. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Excellent. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: They saw what the situation was, and unfortunately there were very, very few—hardly 
any—children crossing the roads there, but I accept that it is a dangerous road, and I am delighted that I can now 
include that one with all the others that will retain traffic wardens. The member for Midland should be over the 
moon about that, because these are her constituents. Rather than criticise me — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: I’m going to give my speech soon, and I’m more than pleased to applaud the decision. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I certainly do not expect thanks, but perhaps the member should not criticise a decision 
that was made — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: I’ll criticise you when you deserve it and praise you when you deserve it, be assured of that. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member will never praise me, I am sure. She would find it too hard to praise me. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Well, let’s see. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am delighted that that is the situation at the moment; I am delighted that the children in 
our community at those schools that were going to lose their traffic wardens will now be able to go to school 
more safely and return home more safely. I am very proud of the decision I made today to give a direction to that 
committee, because I think it is certainly one that is to the benefit of the community in general—not just for the 
kids’ safety, but also for the wellbeing and peace of mind of the families. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [6.11 pm]: Just to surprise the minister, I am going to say what I was always 
going to say at the commencement of my speech: the minister has made a very, very good decision today—
possibly the best decision he has ever made, and I would like to thank him on behalf of the communities of 
Guildford and South Guildford, and also on behalf of the community around Stratton and Middle Swan. The 
decision that the minister has made today will benefit those communities and it will particularly alleviate the 
concerns of so many parents about the safety of their children. So, minister—congratulations. He has made an 
excellent decision today, and I am very, very pleased on behalf of all the children and parents involved with the 
two schools in my electorate that were due to miss out. 

What I am critical about, minister, is that it really has taken so long. I know the member for Girrawheen and 
others have been pursuing the minister on his changes to the school crossings criteria and warrants for some time 
now. I have been taking up the issue in respect of the South Guildford crossing for some months now. I note that 
on Tuesday, 14 June, at about 5.13 in the afternoon, I raised this issue in this place and said that there was 
currently a proposal to remove two crosswalk attendants in South Guildford. I said the children walking home 
from Guildford Primary School had no option but to cross the Helena River bridge and could not get to homes 
on the other side of the Great Eastern Highway without crossing the road. I went on to say that surveys have 
been done and that the crossing had been in place, with two attendants, for at least 30 years, as far as I was 
aware. I asked the minister then to give the matter some consideration. That was back on 14 June this year. 

I followed the matter up with a question on notice, notice of which was given on 22 June, and I got an answer 
from the minister on 10 August. Clearly, the minister gave no priority whatsoever to the question I asked on 
behalf of my community. I put the question on the notice paper on 22 June and waited for an answer, and I did 
not get a response until 10 August. In part of his response the minister said that the traffic warden was due to be 
withdrawn and that the crossing did not meet the criteria for a type A warrant. In answer to questions (2) to (5), 
the minister’s answer reads — 

I have endorsed the Best Practice Review of Children’s Crossings in Western Australia and within that 
have approved the criteria for a Type A and Type B children’s crossing. In this case the children’s 
crossing at this location does not meet the criteria. The P&C of the school may wish to apply for a Type 
B crossing. 

For members who may not be clear on that, a type B crossing is a crossing that is attended by trained volunteers 
from the school. My next question was whether the minister would be prepared to meet with me and the parents 
at the site to see for himself how dangerous that section of road is; and, if not, why not. The minister, in his 
speech to the chamber just now, said that he had sent two staff members out; but he did not advise me of that 
until now. They did not want to see me, the parents or the kiddies there—they just wanted to go quietly and 
assess it, and see how many children were crossing the road there. Well, the minister has learnt nothing from my 
correspondence or the correspondence from the P&C association at that school, because it was not an issue of 
how many children cross the road there, but how dangerous the road is at that location, and that is why I 
specifically asked the minister whether he would be prepared to meet me and the parents at the site to see for 
himself how dangerous this section of road is. I got a very bald answer to that question: a point-blank “no”. Not, 
“I will send a couple of other people out at an undisclosed time,” or whatever; the answer I got was no. The 
minister then provided the same answer to my further question, “if not, why not?” His answer again reads — 

I have endorsed the Best Practice Review of Children’s Crossings in Western Australia and within that 
have approved the criteria for a Type A and Type B children’s crossing. In this case the children’s 
crossing at this location does not meet the criteria. The P&C of the school may wish to apply for a Type 
B crossing. 

Exactly the same answer as he provided for questions (2) to (5). 

At this point, I would like to congratulate the efforts of the P&C of Guildford Primary School, a school in my 
electorate. The Leader of the Opposition, the member for Belmont, has already noted that the actual crossing I 
am referring to falls within his electorate, while the school that the children attend is in my electorate, so in a 
sense we have a joint responsibility for this crosswalk and the children at this school. Parents have been in touch 
with both of us. 

It is quite interesting that the minister said that he has had pangs of guilt or something, but that he has thought 
about this long and hard and thought how terrible it is that so many type A crossings have been removed under 
his watch. Today, of all days, he suddenly decided to make a decision and do something about it. He did not 
make the decision back in June; he did not make it in July or August. He had not made a decision even by the 
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time the opposition had put notice of this motion on the notice paper yesterday and advised the government last 
night that this was the main issue that we would bring on during private members’ time today. He did not make a 
decision then.  

He went on Geoff Hutchison’s radio program this morning, and kept batting the question away, but sometime 
after that he made a decision. The minister tried to tell us about 10 minutes ago that he actually made the 
decision before he went on Geoff Hutchison’s program this morning, but he decided that he would not tell Geoff 
Hutchison about it because, for some reason, Geoff Hutchison did not deserve to know. Well, it is not about 
Geoff Hutchison; I would have thought that it was about the community. I would have thought that it was about 
the people who were listening to the radio and who were genuinely worried about their children and their 
children’s safety when going to school. These parents must be even more worried that this minister is in charge 
of their children’s safety. But did he allay those fears when he had the opportunity to do so on radio 720 this 
morning? No, he did not because he did not want to give Geoff Hutchison the satisfaction of doing so. I think 
that is a very petty attitude to take. It leads me to think that perhaps the minister was just responding to pressure. 
We have put him under some pressure up until now. We have asked lots of questions, we have gone through the 
normal processes, but he has not moved. Suddenly today, he moves. We are told that it is coincidental that it just 
happens to be on the day after we have given notice of this motion to bring this matter forward in private 
members’ time. It happens to be on the day that the member for Girrawheen and the Leader of the Opposition go 
to a crosswalk in the minister’s electorate, and a whole number of parents and students turn out to say how 
terrible the situation is and how they have not been listened to by the minister or the government. Suddenly, on 
this particular day, the minister has a change of heart. This minister and the government have had months to have 
a change of heart, but at long last they have done it. I am not going to complain about that because it is the right 
decision—it is absolutely the right decision. It just took way too long.  

In congratulating the P&C at Guildford Primary School for its sustained and long campaign on an issue it knows 
to be right, I particularly want to pay credit to Mrs Hazel Bradley and Ms Trudy Braszell who have taken up a 
relentless campaign on this issue. They have lobbied me, they have lobbied the Leader of the Opposition, they 
have lobbied the government, and, along with me, they have lobbied the City of Swan to get some support. They 
have been through the whole process. They have protested to the minister. As a last stage in the process they 
were told they could lodge an appeal; an appeal they were not very confident about given correspondence they 
had received from the minister. In fact this minister, who had a change of heart today, wrote to Ms Trudy 
Braszell, a parent of Guildford Primary School. The letter is signed by Rob Johnson, MLA, Minister for Police; 
Emergency Services; Road Safety, dated 22 August 2011—only a couple of weeks ago. I will read the content of 
the letter the minister sent — 

Thank you for your email dated 9 August 2011 concerning the children’s crossing located on Great 
Eastern Highway near Kidman Avenue, South Guildford.  

The Western Australia Police have advised that the Children’s Crossing and Road Safety Committee 
has determined that the crossing does not meet the Type A warrant criteria in this instance. In 2009 the 
government initiated a Best Practice Review for Children’s Crossings within Western Australia which 
confirmed that the warrant criteria are best practice. I have endorsed the findings of this review.  

I am further advised that Guildford Primary School may appeal this decision by 26 August 2011. If the 
application is received by the Student Pedestrian Policy Unit by this date, it will be placed on the 
agenda for the next Committee meeting to be held on 6 September 2011. The appeal application form 
can be located on the WA Police website at www.police.wa.gov.au.  

I am also advised that there is a set of traffic control lights approximately 200 meters from the crossing 
that the children may wish to use.  

I thank you for bringing this matter to my attention and trust the above information clarifies the 
situation.  

That was only a couple of weeks ago. There are a number of things to note from this correspondence. The first 
thing to note is that it is the minister who endorsed the findings of the review. The minister says in the letter, “I 
have endorsed the findings of this review”; a letter signed by none other than the Minister for Police; Emergency 
Services; Road Safety. There was a review—the review was in 2009. The minister endorsed the findings of the 
review.  

It is interesting that today the minister has been critical of me for not signing off on reviews that were done in the 
police department—reviews that were not initiated by me, reviews that were initiated within the department and 
then sent up to me. I will tell members here and now that I was not inclined to see any penny-pinching take place 
with respect to crossing guards. I was not prepared to sign off on review findings that would have resulted in 
dozens of school crossings being removed in Western Australia. Wherever crosswalks were drawn to my 
attention, where there was a proposal to remove a type A crossing guard, there would, on occasion, be genuine 
reasons for removing a type A crossing guard from one location and placing one at another, or removing guards 
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where numbers dropped to a very low level or where traffic was diverted to another location. I am not saying 
government can never ever remove a type A guard but I am saying it would need to be done very, very 
cautiously. I expect it would happen only on rarer occasions than what has happened in recent months.  

I knew that something had gone wrong in this whole system when two crosswalks, virtually in my electorate—
one just outside and one within—had their type A crossings withdrawn. After talking to my colleagues, I found 
out that it was happening not just throughout the metropolitan area, although largely the metropolitan area, but 
also at a couple of country locations. How was this brought about? It was brought about because this government 
and this minister changed the rules. This minister would not intervene and have a look into things. He says, “Oh 
well, this and that when you were in government.” When representations were made to me and to our 
government when I was Minister for Police, I was always willing to look and see what the situation was. As the 
member for Alfred Cove already attested to earlier today, I was happy to go out to Canning Highway and talk to 
people from St Benedict’s, have a look at their particular situation and see what their concerns were. Yes, 
perhaps they had fallen below a certain number of children crossing the road, but the road we were talking about 
was Canning Highway! I believed that an exception needed to be made in that case. I think these situations need 
to be looked at on a case-by-case basis.  

The particular case for South Guildford is a very compelling one because the school is on one side of the road 
and where the students live in South Guildford is on the other side of Great Eastern Highway. There is a safe 
crossing place within my electorate near the school to cross over the road. The only problem is, if students cross 
the road at that point, they cannot then cross the bridge at Helena River because the pedestrian way is only on 
one side of the bridge. It is only on the school side of the road that students can utilise the pedestrian bridge to 
get across the river. Having got across the river, students need a safe crossing point to get to the residential area.  

I note in this letter, which I have quoted in full, that the minister says a couple of hundred metres away there is a 
set of traffic lights. That is true—there is—but I do not think those particular traffic lights afford a particularly 
safe place for young children to cross. Those traffic lights are yet another 200 metres further from the school. 
There are no residences that children would be going to beyond those traffic lights. In fact the residential area is 
immediately adjacent to where the staffed crossing currently is, where people want to go to Queens Road and 
Kidman Avenue.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Knowing small children, most of them, on a daily basis, do not want to walk 200 metres 
up to the lights and at least 200 metres back. That is another 400 metres—roughly half a kilometre extra—to 
walk for primary school-aged children to make in their journey. Sadly, the temptation would be there not to walk 
that extra 400 to 500 metres and to cross the road unsafely, probably roughly where the attendants are currently.  

I note that the member for Girrawheen FOI-ed some material on this subject. The member acquired some 
correspondence on my crossing in South Guildford, which I had raised with her, from the Minister for Transport; 
Disability Services, Hon Simon O’Brien, dated 8 June 2009 and directed to the Minister for Police. I note the 
Minister for Police referred to is still the Minister for Police even though Hon Simon O’Brien is no longer the 
Minister for Transport. Hon Simon O’Brien’s memo to the Minister for Police is titled “School Guard Crossing 
Review — Provision of Type A Crossings on Highways”. Hon Simon O’Brien writes — 

I write in support of your current review into the operations of the School Guard Crossing program.  

I have been approached on many occasions by both members of the public and Members of Parliament 
aggrieved by decisions to remove Police trained and manned Type A guard controlled crossings from 
busy roads and highways.  

One such recent instance is the proposed removal of the Type A crossing on Great Eastern Highway in 
South Guildford because the criteria warrants are not met. Whilst I understand the need for the warrants 
to justify the expense of providing the crossing guard — 

I note that there are two crossing guards, not one; Simon O’Brien has not got that quite right — 

I would suggest that the review also needs to consider other factors which would give a particular 
location higher priority for a Type A crossing than presently exists.  

I would suggest that Type A crossings should always be provided at schools fronting major highways 
regardless of warrants being met due to the inherent safety concerns about vulnerable road users mixing 
with heavy traffic on these busy roads.  

I look forward to consideration of these matters and receiving a copy of the results of the review. 

There we have it. The memo is dated June 2009. It is a shame that the member for Swan Hills is not in the 
chamber, because, as a former ward councillor for the area and as someone who lives in Guildford, he knows 
something of Guildford Primary School and the situation. Hon Simon O’Brien made the point on this particular 
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school crossing that I, the Leader of the Opposition and others have been making for months. Our point has been 
falling on deaf ears, but we now find out through this FOI request, which I saw for the first time today, that 
Simon O’Brien recognised that crossings on major highways should not be subjected to the same warrant 
criteria. He specifically mentioned the crossing with the two attendants in South Guildford when he said, “I 
would suggest that Type A crossings should always be provided at schools fronting major highways regardless 
of warrants being met due to the inherent safety concerns about vulnerable road users mixing with heavy traffic 
on these busy roads.”  

He specifically mentioned the situation in South Guildford and made exactly the points we have been making 
about the vulnerable road users, the little kiddies from school—it is true that there are not that many of them—
and the mix of heavy traffic. It is an industrial area and there are lots of trucks in the early morning when kiddies 
are crossing and, later in the afternoon, traffic is at its peak. There are only two lanes, one in each direction, 
across the bridge over the Helena River. The road broadens out to four lanes on Great Eastern Highway on the 
South Guildford side of the bridge. On one hand, as traffic exits Guildford and moves towards South Guildford, 
the road drops down to one lane to cross over the bridge and then the road broadens out to two lanes near the 
crossing that the children need to use to cross the road. In the other direction, in the evening, if the traffic is 
going from the South Guildford side and across the little bridge over the Helena River, two lanes merge into one 
lane. There is a mix of heavy traffic and two lanes merge into one lane. That is a very, very dangerous situation.  

I said at the outset that I am pleased with the decisions and I really could not be happier. However, it has 
disappointed me that this issue has caused so much anxiety and stress in the local community. Very few issues in 
Guildford and South Guildford have caused this much anxiety, particularly at the school. When Ms Braszell 
received correspondence from the minister, I received some further feedback. Mrs Bradley, one of the other 
parents, read that letter and the questions and answers I got from the minister. She wrote to me in the following 
terms — 

I have read your questions to Minister Rob Johnson regarding the South Guildford school crossing and 
his replies in the Hansard of Wednesday, August 10.  

Firstly let me thank you for representing our concerns so effectively and factually. 

Obviously I and other concerned parents are somewhat disheartened by the Minister’s replies. 

The parent who is putting together our appeal, Libby Buttfield, has noted Minister Johnson’s continual 
reference to the ‘criteria’ and ‘best practice review’. Would it be possible to follow up your questions to 
the Minister on the basis that we have never been provided with a comprehensive copy of the criteria or 
the review, only summaries and extracts. 

I point out to the house that this school community and the parents want to see the full criteria, rather than 
summaries or extracts, and they have not been given them. I am sure that has been the same situation at 20 or 
more locations. As a result of the request from Ms Bradley, I put some questions on notice. On 16 August, I 
asked the minister — 

(1) How many school crossings across the State where reviewed by the Children’s Crossing and 
Road Safety Committee in the financial year 2010–2011? 

(2) How many of the school crossings that have been reviewed have lost their Type A Status? 

(3) How many of the crossings that have lost their Type A status are in the Metropolitan Area and 
which schools are these? 

(4) How many of the crossings that have lost their Type A status are in the country and which 
schools are these? 

(5) Are the children’s crossing sites visited when they are being reviewed … 

(a) if yes, by whom … 

(b) if not, why not? 

(6) How many school children’s crossings does the Children’s Crossing and Road Safety 
Committee intend to review in the financial year 2011–2012? 

I also asked some questions about how many type A crossings there were in the years from 2008 to 2010. There 
were also several other parts to that question. I asked that question on notice on 16 August. I believe that today is 
7 September, and I am still waiting for an answer. That is the priority that the minister has given this issue. 

I further note that Mrs Bradley goes on — 

Given the serious outcome schools face as a result of this review, we believe we are entitled to see its 
contents. More transparency is needed on this issue, given that as of May, 17 WA schools had lost their 
crossings in the past year. Obviously this number is on the rise. 
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As far as we have been able to discover, Type A crossings can be retained despite low numbers if there 
is a high volume of traffic. 

The letter goes on — 

We have written to Minister Johnson asking to see his best practice review in full, and hope you will be 
able to back up our request. 

That is something I have done through my questions, but as yet neither I nor the parents have been able to get the 
information that we require. I note that the Minister for Road Safety was out of the chamber for most of the 
comments I made. I hope he will take the opportunity to read what I have said. I hope he takes particular note of 
the letter I quoted. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I was watching you on the screen in my office. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: That is a good thing. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You talked about Simon O’Brien. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Did the minister hear what I said about Simon O’Brien’s letter? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Yes, I did. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Does the minister have any explanation about why he did not take that into account 
when he signed off on the recommendations? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I think, if I remember rightly, the error that you are talking about happened when Minister 
Kobelke was the minister. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: No, I am not. This is referring to 2009. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: It was the same criteria, as I understand it, that applied to the member for Alfred Cove. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: This is the 2009 review on which Simon O’Brien had input to the minister. Obviously, 
the minister has not got that right. I have only one minute left on the clock. I urge the minister to take a look at 
that. He has made the right decision today. It has been months and months of pain for so very many families and 
so very many children. I am pleased that it is finally at an end and I sincerely hope that the minister gets it right 
from here on in. 

MR A.P. JACOB (Ocean Reef) [6.41 pm]: I thank you, Mr Speaker, for the opportunity to address this motion. 
I first of all start by congratulating the Minister for Road Safety for his decision and announcement on this issue. 
The motion before the house reads — 

That the house condemns the government for withdrawal of crossings that do not fit the warrant criteria 
for a type A crossing across the state, and for subsequently endangering the lives of many 
schoolchildren who use these crossings. 

That motion is particularly harsh, given that the minister has met us halfway on this issue. Following on from the 
member for Mandurah’s speech, it is a pity that it was not a motion calling on the house to discuss options to 
ensure the continuity of school crossings into the future. There were some very good suggestions on ways in 
which we could approach local government, in particular city councils and larger councils, to take this matter 
forward. 

I would like to very quickly talk about the opposition’s record on this issue in the minister’s electorate, given 
that he is the member for Hillarys; in my electorate as the member for Ocean Reef; and in the electorate of the 
member for Joondalup. The opposition did its media bit on this issue in the member for Hillarys’ electorate, and 
one of these crossings is in my electorate. By and large, a lot of this issue centres around our electorates. I will 
give the member for Joondalup some credit because he alone has raised this issue previously in grievances. 
Indeed, I think he raised a grievance with the minister about the crossing on Alexander Road, Padbury. It is 
interesting that the member for Joondalup seems to spend a lot more of his time in the area these days chasing up 
issues in our electorates. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Exactly! 

Mr A.P. JACOB: I have noticed that. The member for Joondalup has been chasing up issues in government 
seats, including in my electorate, as opposed to his own electorate. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Someone’s got to do it! 

Mr A.P. JACOB: I think that is a very good way for the member for Joondalup to spend his time, and I 
encourage him to continue doing that. As the member for Hillarys said today, the member for Joondalup got a 
little bitten doing that this time, and I think he was bitten considerably harder in the Ocean Reef issue more 
recently. 
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In looking at the previous record on this issue, we heard in question time today about attempts in 2004 and again 
in 2006 to remove crossings guards at Canning Highway. The member for Alfred Cove gave a speech about that. 
Closer to home for us again, the member for Wanneroo talked about the intersection at Dundebar Road and 
Wanneroo Road. That is a far busier intersection for St Anthony’s Primary School. Those two four-lane roads 
there have more than 40 000 cars a day travelling on them, yet the roads that we are talking about here—
although this is an important issue—are really just feeder suburban roads. Although the member for Joondalup 
has done the right thing in raising this issue in Parliament, and Poseidon Road is a very important road with a 
very important school in his electorate—more closely for me it is actually the suburb I live in and is therefore 
one I have quite a lot of familiarity with; I have lived there for about 10 years now—to my mind, to equate a 
crossing on Poseidon Road, a 50-kilometre-an-hour, small suburban street, with the intersection of Wanneroo 
and Dundebar Roads is like equating chalk with cheese; the two do not even come close. 

Something else that was mentioned was alternative traffic management systems that have been installed recently 
by this government. There is a lot of really good news, certainly in our local area. One that I would like to 
particularly highlight is the 40-kilometre-an-hour flashing signs, the light emitting diode—LED—ones that the 
member for Swan Hills mentioned. It is a very important initiative that this government seized and has 
absolutely run with. 

One school that I will raise as an example of that in my electorate is Currambine Primary School. That school 
sits between my electorate and the member for Joondalup’s electorate. It is a pity that the member for Joondalup 
is not in the chamber at the moment, but he may have a good reason for that. 

Mr P.T. Miles interjected. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: Is he? Okay. 

When I first doorknocked Currambine Primary School’s immediate region under the previous government in 
2008, it was not one of the Labor Party–held seats at that time, and the number one issue that was raised with me 
by residents in that locality was the urgent need for flashing, 40-kilometre-an-hour LED signs on Moore Drive. I 
was not even asking residents about that; this is what they were telling me. I am very proud to say that those 
signs were rapidly installed within months of the fortuitous election of the Liberal–National state government. 
Contrary to what the member for Joondalup said, that was a very happy day for the northern suburbs, and all 
those projects that were backed up in the pipeline have now started to flow. As I said, interestingly enough, I 
think that was the most pressing school crossing issue in the member for Joondalup’s electorate at that time. I 
was not a member of this Parliament at that time, so that issue may or may not have been raised here previously. 

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: No, that was not mentioned. 

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: Yes, I have noticed that. 

We as a government have continued to roll out those flashing signs at crossings throughout the area according to 
the need at the crossings. This is well over and above any election commitment. In fact, I did not even have an 
election commitment for those flashing signs at Currambine Primary School. I just said that I would follow it up. 
I have found the road safety minister and both transport ministers incredibly receptive. Sometimes they have 
been too receptive! In one case, where Hodges Drive crosses between Prendiville Catholic College and Ocean 
Reef Senior High School, the signs had been installed before the ministers let me know they were going to install 
them! Therefore, I did raise that matter with the transport minister separately. However, by and large, the 
community is happy because it is getting a result and it is rolling out very quickly. 

I will raise a point made by the member for Joondalup because he has been raising this issue in other electorates, 
including in Padbury in the member for Hillarys’ electorate, and in Dampier Avenue in my electorate, right near 
the member for Hillarys’ own home. The member for Joondalup talked about the flashing 40-kilometre-an-hour 
signs and said that he would prefer them at Poseidon Road, north of Eddystone Avenue. I found that a 
particularly unusual statement. As I live near Eddystone Avenue, I know that it is a main distributor road and 
that vehicles come down a hill there where they cross the freeway. Again, unfortunately, the member for 
Joondalup is not in the chamber. I would have liked the chance to question him about that particular one, as I 
thought it was an odd priority. However, it does highlight to me how good a job the government is doing by not 
politicising this issue. Although the department is installing these signs, rather than responding off the cuff to 
whichever issue a local member is complaining about at the time, it is clearly applying a little more scientific 
rigour to how it is rolling them out. In my experience, the department has been responding to the issue on dual 
carriageways and roads in 60, 70 and 80-kilometre-an-hour speed limit areas—for instance, at the intersection of 
Wanneroo and Dundebar Roads in the member for Wanneroo’s electorate. Canning Highway is a far more 
important road to prioritise than is Poseidon Road or Dampier Avenue, although Dampier Avenue is a very 
important intersection. 
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I also want to say that in my experience in recent years our local government—picking up on the member for 
Mandurah’s comments—has been pulling its weight considerably with the infrastructure it has been putting in. 

It is a very progressive council, which has some fantastic local members, and it has been progressing this. In fact, 
it is interesting to note some of these streets and crossings that were mentioned. Most of them would appear in 
their forward works program, which has been rolling out fairly steadily. Often their roadworks, island treatments 
and crossing treatments benefit from state government funding. We are partnering them in that. I hope that my 
own local council of Joondalup will be very receptive to possibly managing crossings in the future; I think that is 
a fantastic idea. I certainly agree that we should resource it to do that in partnership. Going back to the Poseidon 
example, some of those road traffic treatments—I probably should point out that I was the local councillor for 
Heathridge, although it is in the member for Joondalup’s electorate now —  

Mr R.F. Johnson: A very good local councillor too.  

Mr A.P. JACOB: Thank you very much; I do not expect for a second that he would give me credit for the traffic 
islands that are now there, and for helping with the crossings in the meantime!  

Mr P.T. Miles interjected.  

Mr A.P. JACOB: I did, member; I raised it when it went on the forward works program, but it was not finished 
until after I became a member of this place.  

Mr P.T. Miles interjected. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: Thank you. If the member for Joondalup reads what I was saying, not necessarily from the 
politics side of it, and takes a bit more of a scientific and rigorous look at the most important intersections and 
crossings, I very strongly encourage him to catch up with me because a dual carriageway flows through the 
border between our electorates. I am talking about the crossing at Prince Regent Drive and Marmion Avenue 
from Heathridge to Ocean Reef Senior High School.  

Mr V.A. Catania interjected.  

Mr A.P. JACOB: I know. It cannot be helped, but he may read this later. I would say that that is clearly the 
most dangerous crossing for both our electorates, one we tried to wrap our heads around on the council. It would 
be very good to have local government partnering on this as well. I am not quite sure what the solution is. I do 
not think the solution is to install 40-kilometre-an-hour flashing signs; it is only 200 metres from another set of 
traffic lights. It is quite a tricky problem, and it is a very, very dangerous intersection. 

Mr J.E. McGrath interjected.  

Mr A.P. JACOB: Possibly, yes. It would be a hard one to man. I might chat to the minister about it. I am 
inviting the member for Joondalup to chat with me further on that if he would like. In addition to all the other 
traffic controlling measures local government has been doing with state government funding assistance, which 
the Minister for Police and the Minister for Transport have been rolling out in our local area and doing a 
fantastic job of, the minister has also responded very, very positively to this matter by issuing a direction that all 
these paid traffic wardens should remain in place. I do not think the motion suits the situation now. 

Amendment to Motion 

Mr A.P. JACOB: I move — 

To delete all the words after “house” and substitute — 

congratulates the Minister for Police on his decision to put on hold any removal of type A and 
type B crossings until the government and the Children’s Crossing and Road Safety 
Committee has reviewed the current policy to ensure children’s crossings are safe.  

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The motion moved was that the house condemns the government, and the member has 
moved a motion that, as far as I can tell, is directly contrary by seeking to congratulate the government.  

Several government members interjected.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Those members do not understand anything about standing orders, so they might want to 
listen. It is not possible to move an amendment to a motion that is a direct negative of the motion on the notice 
paper. I suggest this motion seeks to negate the motion that the opposition moved and, therefore, it is out of 
order.  

The SPEAKER: I am not going to take the point of order; it is not a direct negative, member for Rockingham, 
and I give the call to the member for Balcatta. 

Debate Resumed 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 7 September 2011] 6997 

 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta) [6.54 pm]: I congratulate the minister for the action he has taken today, for 
whatever reason he was driven to it. Perhaps it was through the member for Joondalup and the member for 
Girrawheen. It is great that the minister has now put a stop to the withdrawal of type A wardens. I speak on 
behalf of the staff, students and the community of West Balcatta Primary School. I am sure the member for 
Carine, who was in the house a moment ago, would give me his full support because he has children at that 
school. They are very concerned that the survey that they are aware of with respect to the type A warden on 
Amelia Street places it under threat of withdrawal. The West Balcatta Primary School is a fantastic school. The 
school principal, Mr Julian Vinciullo, has voiced his concerns that the withdrawal of that warden on Amelia 
Street would pose a real risk to the students and the parents coming to and from school. In his early days as a 
minister, the Minister for Police agreed to the removal of the warden on Cedric Street because West Balcatta is 
at the corner of Cedric and Amelia Streets. The withdrawal of that type A warden still very much concerns 
parents at the school. The crossing on Cedric Street was near a rise on the hill and near the kindergarten car park 
where cars pull in and out. I am told that there have been a number of near misses since that warden has been 
withdrawn. My representations fell on deaf ears there, but it is certainly great that, for whatever reason, the 
minister has taken a sudden decision to ensure the wardens will remain in place, and for that, I am sure the 
school community of West Balcatta will be most thankful. We trust it will be more than just a political delay and 
that there will actually be some changes that will provide greater certainty and, hopefully, mean that the crossing 
warden on Amelia Street for West Balcatta Primary School can remain there.  

West Balcatta Primary School is an outstanding school. The school principal, Julian Vinciullo, has been 
recognised as an outstanding principal. When we go to the school and see the performances of the students we 
very quickly realise that it is a very special school where the students perform at a very high level. That has led 
to an increase in the student population, which is going from around 440 to about 500 next year, so it will mean 
more students go to that school in an area where there is not a great deal of new housing or new people moving 
in, although there might be a few younger families moving in. But a lot of the extra students come from out of 
the area because the school has such a good reputation. Those out-of-area students will be presumably driven 
there. However, for the students living nearby, it is a good thing if they can walk to school. It encourages 
physical activity and a sense of independence, but crossing Amelia Street, and Cedric Street to a lesser extent, 
poses real risks. It is unfortunate that this area has an issue with a very small number of people who tend to drive 
in a way that might be characterised as hooning; they have hotted up cars and they speed. That adds to parents’ 
concern for the safety of their children when crossing Amelia and Cedric Streets to get to West Balcatta Primary 
School. It is a fantastic school, which is growing. The threat that the warden would be removed was causing 
considerable concern. The fact that the minister today has suddenly done an about-face and been willing to put in 
place this moratorium is a very welcome move. I wish to again thank the minister for that. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: How can you call it an about-face?  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Because on radio this morning, the minister was not willing to say it. He knew this debate 
was coming on this evening, so suddenly in question time he announced this major decision.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: How was it an about-face?  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: It is an about-face because the minister was trying to defend the situation, although I 
admit he was taking a low profile. He was talking about a review and he did not announce the outcome of the 
review that he announced a year or so ago. He also said a year or so ago that this issue was going to be handled 
by local government. When local government said it was not interested, he backed off. Transferring 
responsibility to the local government is back on the agenda today as a possibility. The minister is all over the 
shop. People will welcome that, at least for the moment, he has put a halt to the process that may have led to the 
withdrawal of wardens on the crossings outside our schools. Because this school is on the intersection, the 
roundabout where Cedric and Amelia Streets intersect, is also quite dangerous. The removal of a traffic warden 
from Amelia Street may lead more people to cross at the roundabout intersection. That should be discouraged. 
We do not want to do anything that encourages people to cross at that intersection because I think it is more 
dangerous than one of the streets that is some distance from the intersection. Again, minister, this move will be 
very welcome. I trust it will lead to a more permanent situation in which people will have security of a warden 
on Amelia Street outside West Balcatta Primary School. 

MR A. KRSTICEVIC (Carine) [6.59 pm]: I wish to add comments to this debate. Some very, very good points 
have been put forward this evening on crosswalk attendants. One of the points I want to start with is whether 
local councils have a role to play. I think they do; it has been pointed out that they are the primary body that this 
function should sit with. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

House adjourned at 7.00 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

 

SCOUT ASSOCIATION OF AUSTRALIA — RULES OF ASSOCIATION 

5806. Mr M.P. Whitely to the Minister representing the Minister for Commerce 

Can the Minister confirm that the Commissioner for Consumer Protection has issued a certificate for the 
17 September 2010 amendments to the Rules of Association submitted by the Scout Association of Australia, 
Western Australian Branch, as mentioned in his correspondence to Martin Whitely, MLA on 15 March 2011? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  

As indicated to the Member in my letter to him on 15 March 2011 alterations to the Association’s rules were 
lodged with legal effect with the Associations and Charities Branch on 17 September 2010. 

A letter to this affect was sent the Scout Association on that same date — which I table for the Member’s 
information. Amendments of the Rules do not require the issue of a certificate. 

[See paper 3833.] 

WATER SUPPLY — MT HAWTHORN 

5816. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Water 

(1) Is the Minister aware of water supply problems caused by aging water supply infrastructure in Mt 
Hawthorn, specifically the main truckline running along Bondi Street? 

(2) What plans are there to rectify the increasing problems with ruptured water pipes in this area? 

(3) If none, why not, given the ever increasing water rates for properties in the area? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

(1) The Water Corporation has advised that there have been seven burst water mains in Bondi Street 
since 2001. 

(2)–(3)  The Water Corporation has reviewed the record of burst water mains in  Mount Hawthorn and the 
situation will be closely monitored. 

HANGZHOU, CHINA — SISTER STATE RELATIONSHIP 

5818. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Culture and the Arts 

In relation to the International Year of China in Australia, I ask: 

(a) is the Minister aware that our State has a sister-state agreement with Hangzhou, in China, our biggest 
trading partner; 

(b) is the Minister aware of the Hangzhou Public Library and Multimedia Art Asia Pacific (MAAP) 
international exhibition Light from Light, with site-specific artworks developed for spaces within and 
around the Hangzhou Public Library; 

(c) is the Minister aware that Light from Light was held simultaneously 7000 km away at the State Library 
of Queensland; and 

(d) what Chinese projects in Western Australia between China and the State Library of Western Australia 
has the Barnett Government funded during this year of cultural exchange? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 

(a) The Minister is aware that the State has a sister-state agreement with Zhejiang Province in 
China. Hangzhou is the capital city of Zhejiang.  

The Department of State Development is the agency responsible for managing the State’s sister-state 
relationships. 

(b) Light from Light is a touring exhibition of Australian and Chinese contemporary artworks. It is an 
initiative of Brisbane based organisation MAAP. 

The exhibition has been presented at the Shanghai Library, the National Library and the National Art 
Museum in Beijing, and its final stop in China is at the Hangzhou Public Library from July to 
September 2011. 
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(c) From October 2010 until 2012, the State Library of Queensland in Brisbane is hosting a carbon copy of 
the Light from Light exhibition that has been touring China. 

As this is an initiative of a Brisbane-based organisation working with institutions in China, it is highly 
appropriate that the exhibition be presented in Brisbane and at the participating Chinese institutions. 

(d) The Year of Chinese Culture in Australia commenced in June 2011. It is an initiative of the Chinese 
Government, which is primarily responsible for funding the calendar of activities, just as the Australian 
Government supported the activities involved in the Year of Australian Culture in China.  

In early 2011 the Barnett Government provided $40,000 towards the China tour of the Warburton 
Indigenous art exhibition Tu Di Shen Ti, which was presented as part of the Year of Australian Culture 
in China. The State Government ensured that Tu Di Shen Ti was presented in Hangzhou as an official 
WA–Zhejiang sister-state activity. 

In July 2011 the Minister met with the Chinese Consul–General in Perth, Madam Wang Yiner. At 
Madam Wang’s invitation, officers from the Department of Culture and the Arts will meet with officers 
from the Consulate–General to discuss activities that could be scheduled in Western Australia as part of 
the Year of Chinese Culture. 

MINISTERS — CONTACT WITH HON CHERYL EDWARDES 

5871. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment 

Other than in a social capacity, has the Minister had occasion since 23 September 2008 to meet with Hon Cheryl 
Edwardes, and if yes: 

(a) on how many occasions; and 

(b) what was the purpose or subject of the meeting/s? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

No 

(a)–(b)  Not applicable 

NATIONAL PARKS ENTRY — CONCESSIONS 

5931. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister for Environment 

Will the Minister ensure the Government continues concessions for currently eligible applicants on entry to 
National Parks in Western Australia to the end of the Barnett Government’s term in March 2013; and 

(a) if not, why not? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

Yes. 

WATER CHARGES — CONCESSIONS 

5941. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister for Water 

Will the Minister ensure the Government continues the rebate for currently eligible applicants on annual charges 
and supply charges to the end of the Barnett Government’s term in March 2013; and 

(a) if not, why not? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

Yes. 

(a) Not applicable 

PERCENT FOR ART SCHEME 

5943. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister representing the Minister for Finance 

(1) Is there an allocation for Percent for Art for the Albert Facey House Project?   

(2) How much money is being allocated through Percent for Art on Albert Facey House and when will the 
project commence, seeing as best practice involves having the public art commissioned early on in the 
building design process? 

(3) How much money is being allocated for Percent for Art for the new Children’s Hospital, and when will 
that Percent for Art project commence? 

(4) How much money is being allocated for Percent for Art for the Swan Health Campus Project, and when 
will that Percent for Art project commence? 
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(5) Will the Minister please provide a copy of the recent memorandum of understanding signed by the 
Department of Culture and the Arts and Department of Finance regarding the Percent for Art Scheme; 
and 

(a) if not why not? 

(6) Will the Minister provide a copy of the latest Percent for Art policy? 

Mr C.C. PORTER replied: 

(1) No. The Percent for Art policy applies to new buildings and major additions only. The Albert Facey 
House project is only to refurbish the internal accommodation. However, consideration is being given 
to recognising the story of Albert Facey through art works in the main reception area. 

(2) The project sits outside the Percent for Art policy. A budget has not yet been set for art works under 
consideration in the reception area. 

(3) The new Children’s Hospital project is being managed by the Strategic Projects Unit of the Department 
of Treasury. As such this question will need to be asked of the Treasurer. 

(4) The new Midland Health Campus project is being managed by the Strategic Projects Unit of the 
Department of Treasury. As such this question will need to be asked of the Treasurer. 

(5) Yes. [See paper 3834.] 

(6) The Percent for Art scheme is administered by the Department of Culture and the Arts. As such this 
question will need to be asked of the Minister for Culture and the Arts.  

GREENMOUNT AND JOHN FORREST NATIONAL PARKS — WATSONIA OUTBREAK 

5981. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Environment 

(1) Is the Minister aware of the outbreak of watsonia in Greenmount and John Forrest National Parks due to 
the recent rains? 

(2) Is the Minister aware that the area that was sprayed last year with Dalapon has not had the same extent 
of watsonia outbreak as other areas in the parks? 

(3) Is the Minister prepared to provide the Department for the Environment extra funding to spray the 
outbreak of watsonia throughout the Parks; and 

(a) if yes, when does the Minister anticipate spraying will take place; and 

(b) if not, how does the Minister intend to deal with the outbreak of watsonia in Greenmount and 
John Forrest National Parks? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

(1) I have been advised by the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) that there has been 
new growth of watsonia in both of these national parks, as occurs every winter. 

(2) Yes. 

(3)  (a)–(b)  DEC has a recurrent budget to manage weeds. Spraying of watsonia will occur when flower 
spikes start to emerge, which is generally in September. 

RENAL DIALYSIS SERVICES 

6016. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health 

What is the projected demand for renal dialysis services in Western Australia, by region, over the next ten years? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

Projected demand* for renal dialysis services by region of residence 
 

Region of Residence 2011/12 2016/17 2021/22 
South Metro 48,100 65,800 87,800 
North Metro 51,200 68,500 91,800 
Kimberley 8,900 9,700 10,800 
South West 5,900 9,100 13,200 
Pilbara 4,700 4,900 5,500 
Wheatbelt 2,000 3,600 5,700 
Midwest 4,200 5,300 6,800 
Goldfields 3,900 4,900 6,000 
Great Southern 2,400 3,700 5,300 
TOTAL 131,300 175,500 232,900 
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NOTES 

*The number of separations for all in-hospital or clinic dialysis for public patients. Excludes home dialysis 
services. 

Caution should be used when interpreting these figures for region of residence as it is common for patients, 
particularly those from rural areas, to relocate to the region that supplies their renal dialysis service. Demand is 
therefore skewed towards areas with existing services. As dialysis services are expanded in rural areas and care 
becomes available closer to home, fewer patients will need to relocate and projections should increasingly reflect 
a truer demand distribution based on region of residence.  

HOSPITALS — RADIOTHERAPIST NUMBER 

6024. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health 

(1) What is the current number of radiotherapists engaged at each of the relevant State hospitals in Western 
Australia? 

(2) What are the projected workforce needs for radiotherapists for each relevant hospital over the next ten 
years? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(1) 62.1 FTE state-wide located at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital (SCGH) as at 2 August 2011. 

SCGH is the only public hospital site currently offering public sector staffed radiotherapy services. 
Some other public hospital sites do provide radiotherapy services, however these are provided through a 
private contract and these staff are not WA Health employees. 

(2) State-wide services located at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital 

2011/12 — 65 FTE 
2012/13 — 68 FTE 
2013/14 — 76 FTE  
2014/15 — 76 FTE 
2015/16 — 76 FTE 
2016/17 — 83 FTE 

Notes 

• FTE projections are available up to 2016/17. 

• Workforce projections have been sourced from the WA Health Workforce Requirements Model, 
with updated drivers for Radiotherapists as of 25 August 2011. In 2013/14 to 2015/16 FTE has 
been capped due to capacity, based upon the availability of specialist equipment and facilities. 

• Workforce projections are calculated using projected hospital activity from the Clinical Services 
Framework, updated in 4 June 2010. 

• The figures are indicative only, based on the information available and are subject to ongoing 
review following updated activity projections and changes in planned clinical 
infrastructure. Workforce projections will be updated in early 2012. 

• The activity projections are based on population projections from the ABS 2008 Series. 

NURSES — FUTURE DEMAND 

6025. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health 

What are the projected workforce needs for hospital nurses for each of the next five years at each of the 
following hospitals: 

(a) Fiona Stanley Hospital; 
(b) Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital; 
(c) Royal Perth Hospital; 
(d) Fremantle Hospital; 
(e) Princess Margaret Hospital; 
(f) Joondalup Health Campus; 
(g) Swan Districts Hospital/ Midland Health Campus; 
(h) Armadale–Kelmscott Hospital; 
(i) Rockingham General Hospital; and 
(j) Peel Health Campus? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

[See paper 3832.] 



7002 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 7 September 2011] 

 

YOUNG PEOPLE AND THE ARTS ACTION PLAN 2011–2012 

6040. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Culture and the Arts 

In relation to the Young People and the Arts 2011 Strategy, I ask: 

(a) which youth arts organisations in Western Australia were consulted for their input before the document 
was launched; 

(b) will the Minister table the input of those organisations listed at (a); and 

(c) if less than 20 groups were consulted, why was this the case? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 

(a) The Young People and the Arts Action Plan 2011–2012 was developed in response to the findings from 
the consultation that was undertaken for Creating Value: An Arts and Culture Sector Policy 
Framework 2010–2014.  All of the Department of Culture and the Arts’ funded organisations and grants 
applicants were invited to participate in the consultation; over 400 individuals and groups in total. 
Over 150 artists and sector representatives took part in formal workshops, of which at least 18 were self 
identified as being young people. A further 17 organisations programming Young People and the Arts 
content also participated including Awesome Arts, Buzz Dance Theatre, Barking Gecko Theatre 
Company, Propel Youth Arts, Southern Edge Arts, Yirra Yaakin Noongar Theatre, Steps Youth Dance 
Company, DADAA WA, Department of Education, WA Music Industry Association, Central Tafe, 
Murdoch University, Community Arts Network, Abmusic, PICA, Michael Leslie Foundation and 
Ausdance WA, plus 14 local government agencies.  In addition, a separate consultation was held 
with 14 young and emerging artists including members of the Department’s Young People and the Arts 
peers assessment grants panel. 

(b) All details on the input into the consultation are available on the DCA website. 

(c) Not applicable. 

__________ 

 

 


