
 

 

Legislative Council 

Tuesday, 15 February 2011 

                 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House) took the chair at 3.00 pm, and read prayers. 

CHAMBER SEATING ARRANGEMENTS, AND CLERK OF THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 

Statement by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Welcome back, members. I have a couple of short statements. I notify 
members that I have approved the changes in seating arrangements for Hon Helen Morton and Hon Donna 
Faragher, who have merely swapped seats for various reasons. 

I would like to welcome our Clerk back to his normal seat.  

[Applause.] 

COUNCIL TABLED PAPERS — ELECTRONIC COPIES 

Statement by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Members, I advise that from next week electronic copies of tabled 
papers for 2011 will be available on the internet. I hope that this will be one of many new initiatives 
implemented by the Department of the Legislative Council for the benefit of members and the public. This 
initiative and other new services are a consequence of recent additional funding to the Department of the 
Legislative Council. 

BILLS 

Assent 

Messages from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the following bills — 

1. Road Traffic Legislation Amendment (Disqualification by Notice) Bill 2010. 

2. Mutual Recognition (Western Australia) Bill 2010. 

3. Perry Lakes Redevelopment Amendment Bill 2010. 

4. Trade Measurement Legislation (Amendment and Expiry) Bill 2010. 

5. Associations Incorporation Amendment (Transfer of Incorporation) Bill 2010. 

6. Liquor Control Amendment Bill 2010. 

7. Fair Trading Bill 2010. 

8. Acts Amendment (Fair Trading) Bill 2010. 

9. Prohibited Behaviour Orders Bill 2010.  

10. Railway and Port (The Pilbara Infrastructure Pty Ltd) Agreement Amendment Bill 2010. 

11. Iron Ore Agreements Legislation Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2010. 

MARGARET RIVER COALMINE — IMPACT ON WATER SUPPLY  
AND AGRICULTURAL AND TOURIST OPERATIONS 

Petition 

HON ADELE FARINA (South West) [3.04 pm]: I present a petition containing 1 599 signatures couched in 
the following terms — 

To the President and Members of the Legislative Council of the Parliament of Western Australia in 
Parliament assembled. 

We the undersigned residents of Western Australia are opposed to the proposed coal mine at Osmington 
in the Margaret River region because of the threat posed by such mining to the Margaret River, 
surrounding groundwater aquifers, the neighbouring agricultural and tourist operations and to the brand 
name of Margaret River which supports world renowned wine and tourism industries.  

Your petitioners therefore respectfully request the Legislative Council to call on the Government to 
oppose the Osmington coal mine proposal and further, to immediately legislate to protect the Capes 
region from any proposed mining that threatens pre-existing agricultural and environmental values. 

And your petitioners as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

[See paper 2934.] 
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“SKILLING WA — A WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR WESTERN AUSTRALIA” 

Statement by Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Training and Workforce Development) 
[3.05 pm]: Western Australia is facing a period of sustained economic growth, driven by the state’s resources 
and construction sectors. To maximise the opportunities from this growth we need to have strategies in place to 
ensure the state has sufficient skills and labour to meet the requirements of all our industries. On 10 December 
2010, I launched “Skilling WA — A workforce development plan for Western Australia”. Skilling WA is a 
whole-of-government plan that provides a framework for building, attracting and retaining a skilled workforce 
by focusing on five strategic goals: first, increasing participation in the workforce, particularly among the 
underemployed and disengaged, mature-aged workers, Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders and other 
underrepresented groups; second, supplementing the Western Australian workforce with skilled migrants to fill 
employment vacancies unable to be filled by the local workforce; third, attracting workers with the right skills to 
the Western Australian workforce and retaining those workers by offering access to rewarding employment and 
a diverse and vibrant community and environment to live in; fourth, providing flexible, responsive and 
innovative education and training that enables people to develop and utilise the skills necessary to realise their 
potential and contribute to Western Australia’s prosperity; and, fifth, planning and coordinating a strategic state 
government response to workforce development issues in Western Australia.  

Skilling WA has been developed with the input and cooperation of peak employer and industry groups and a 
range of employers and government agencies. The plan means more training opportunities. Since the Skilling 
WA plan was released, the state government has already committed to investing $24.6 million for almost 8 000 
additional training places in 2011 to help Western Australians develop their skills. This builds on the 7 600 new 
training places funded in the 2010–11 state budget.  

We are working with employers to remove the barriers that stop people working. The state government is 
establishing four Aboriginal workforce development centres in regional Western Australia under the “Training 
together — working together” initiative to connect Aboriginal people with employers and to get the training and 
support required for Aboriginal people to obtain meaningful long-term employment. To assist employers and 
students, the state is working with employers to pilot models for a more flexible and responsive apprenticeship 
and traineeship system. Although our first priority is training and preparing Western Australians for the 
workforce, we all know that that will not be sufficient and that targeted overseas migration is essential to 
supplement our skilled labour needs. Therefore, I have signed a memorandum of understanding with the 
Australian government that will pave the way for Western Australia to access greater priority for the processing 
of state-sponsored migrant nominations. This program will fill the skilled occupations in demand specifically 
required by this state. Under the migrant nominations program, 6 000 migrants will receive state sponsorship this 
year, which will represent 25 per cent of the national state-sponsored visa program.  

The state government continues to work with industry, employers, training providers and the community to 
implement the range of initiatives outlined in Skilling WA. In addition, a new governance framework has been 
developed for and in consultation with state training providers to meet the needs and expectations of industry and 
the community. Establishment of the framework is one of the targeted strategies aimed at positioning Western 
Australia for future employment demands and to transform the Western Australian training system for the next 
decade, as outlined in “Training WA: Planning for the future 2009–2018”, which I launched in May 2009. A key 
strategy of Training WA is the development of a vibrant and diverse training market through increased 
competition for public funds within the training provider market. This includes measures such as providing state 
training providers with a greater level of independence so that they may compete effectively in an open training 
market and with the aim of delivering innovative and dynamic training delivery solutions to all Western 
Australians.  

In taking this step towards positioning state training providers to achieve greater independence, the managing 
directors of state training providers established a governance working group to develop a governance framework. 
The working group has collaborated with the Department of Training and Workforce Development to develop a 
robust governance framework to ensure that state training providers will be able to work with greater autonomy, 
will have clearer accountability and will have streamlined and transparent reporting relationships. The working 
group ensured that the framework consolidated the use of existing systems and processes, and minimised the 
need for the introduction of new processes. The framework recognises the diversity across the 10 state training 
providers, and as such has been designed to be flexible to meet this diversity. This framework is based on the 
premise that good governance equals good business, and will ensure that public moneys are well spent. 

In recognising Western Australia’s public investment in training, I am hosting a signing ceremony on 
18 February 2011. At the event, the governing council chair and managing director of each state training 
provider and I will sign a governance charter. In signing the charter, each state training provider will be 
committing to the implementation of the governance framework and will be embracing good governance in their 
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organisation. This will ensure the accountability of state training providers to the public while also assisting in 
providing Western Australians with a vibrant and diverse training market. 

I table a copy of “Skilling WA: A workforce development plan for Western Australia” and “Skilling WA: A 
workforce development plan for Western Australia: Executive Summary”. 

[See papers 2935 and 2936.] 

Consideration of the statement made an order of the day for the next sitting, on motion by Hon Ed Dermer. 

DR GUY HAMILTON — CONDOLENCE 

Statement by Minister for Disability Services 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Minister for Disability Services) [3.11 pm]: I would like to 
inform the house about the tremendous contribution made by Dr Guy Livingston Hamilton, Member of the Order 
of Australia and WA Citizen of the Year Award winner, who passed away in December 2010 at the age of 
89 years. Dr Hamilton is remembered and revered across the world of disability services, not only for his 
achievements, but also for his leadership qualities and his absolute commitment to building better lives for 
people with disability. 

In 1961, Dr Hamilton joined what was then known as Mental Services of Western Australia as a physician. He 
was way ahead of the time in his thinking and approach to disability services. He argued that locking away 
people with intellectual disability or keeping them out of the public eye simply increased the community’s 
ignorance about them. Dr Hamilton also argued that people with intellectual disability were not sick. The 
primary issue that faced them was the lack of opportunities to acquire skills and the lack of an appropriate 
environment in which to do so. As far as Dr Hamilton was concerned, it was a socio-educational issue and one 
best managed in the community. Dr Hamilton’s views were contrary to the practice of the day, but he continued 
to champion change even in the face of, at times, strident opposition. Dr Hamilton’s teachings and perseverance 
in advocating shifts in policy changed public and professional attitudes. Services he constructed were very 
forward-thinking for their time, and without these steps, later advances would not have been possible. 

It is thanks in a large part to Dr Hamilton’s determination during the 1960s, 1970s and 1980s that Western 
Australia is now a national leader in the field of disability services. He oversaw a historic cultural shift that saw 
people with disability begin to take their rightful, equitable place in the community. Dr Hamilton was the first 
chief executive officer of what is now known as the Disability Services Commission, and is widely considered 
the father of modern disability services. 

In 2006, Dr Hamilton became a Member of the Order of Australia for services to people with intellectual 
disability, and in 2007 he won the WA Citizen of the Year Community Service Award. Dr Hamilton was a 
tireless advocate for people with intellectual disability in Western Australia and across Australia. He spent his 
career improving services and facilities and actively pursuing any opportunity to improve the lives of people 
with disability. He continued to advocate for change well into his retirement. Dr Hamilton is considered one of 
the most outstanding leaders in the field—a visionary who gained huge respect, loyalty and support from his 
staff and colleagues. 

In December 2009, the WA Premier launched the “Count Me In: Disability Future Directions” strategy, a long-
term plan for disability services in WA. The Count Me In vision is that all people live in welcoming 
communities that facilitate citizenship, friendship, mutual support and a fair go for everyone. The key drivers 
behind that vision are person-centred services, participation and inclusion to ensure a better future for everyone. 
These aspirations were at the heart of the work undertaken by Dr Hamilton throughout his career, and they 
remain as important today. 

Fifty years after Dr Hamilton began his important work in the disability sector, the state is building on his vision, 
and we are grateful for his remarkable and courageous contribution to people with disability and to the whole 
Western Australian community. He will continue to serve as an inspiration for us all. 

Consideration of the statement made an order of the day for the next sitting, on motion by Hon Ed Dermer.  

PAPERS TABLED 

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

TEMPORARY ORDER 7 — NON-GOVERNMENT BUSINESS 

Report — Tabling by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): I have a third paper for tabling titled “Temporary Order 7: 
Determination of Non-Government Business — 2011”. 

[See paper 2939.] 
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Motion 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [3.15 pm] — without notice: I 
move — 

That the schedule for non-government business be adopted and agreed to. 

By way of explanation, members will be aware that under the temporary orders, non-government business is 
divided up among non-government parties, and the Clerk and his staff have allocated the dates for the Labor 
Party and the Greens (WA) to present non-government business. I understand that that has been discussed with 
the opposition and the Greens, and that they agree. I have therefore simply moved that the house adopt the 
schedule that you, Mr President, have just tabled. 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [3.16 pm]: We have indeed been 
consulted on the dates. It is a fairly straightforward mathematical formula, so there is not much room for 
variation, but it is consistent with that formula and we are happy to support the motion. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [3.17 pm]: The Greens (WA) are happy with that allocation. We 
appreciate the cooperative nature in which it was developed, and we are happy to continue with that sharing 
arrangement. 

Question put and passed. 

STANDING COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM LEGISLATION AND STATUTES REVIEW 

Fifty-seventh Report — “Statutes (Repeals and Minor Amendments) Bill 2010” — Tabling 

Hon Adele Farina presented the fifty-seventh report of the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and 
Statutes Review in relation to the Statutes (Repeals and Minor Amendments) Bill 2010, and on her motion it was 
resolved — 

That the report do lie upon the table and be printed. 

[See paper 2937.] 

STANDING COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM LEGISLATION AND STATUTES REVIEW 

Fifty-eighth Report — “Child Support (Adoption of Laws) Amendment Bill 2009” — Tabling 

Hon Adele Farina presented the fifty-eighth report of the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and 
Statutes Review in relation to the Child Support (Adoption of Laws) Amendment Bill 2009, and on her motion it 
was resolved — 

That the report do lie upon the table and be printed. 

[See paper 2938.] 

STANDING COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM LEGISLATION AND STATUTES REVIEW 

Special Report — “Occupational Licensing National Law (WA) Bill 2010, Extension of Reporting Time” — 
Tabling and Adoption 

HON ADELE FARINA (South West) [3.22 pm]: I am directed to report that the Standing Committee on 
Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review has resolved that the time in which it has to report on the Occupational 
Licensing National Law (WA) Bill 2010 be extended from 15 February 2011 to 14 April 2011. By way of 
explanation, the problem that the committee has had in dealing with this report is that the departmental officer 
with responsibility for the bill was not available for a hearing during the summer recess period. We have had an 
initial hearing with the departmental officer; however, given the complexity of the bill, a further hearing is 
required and then the committee needs to consider that material. Those are the reasons for the extension. I 
move — 

That the report do lie upon the table and be adopted and agreed to.  

Question put and passed. 

[See paper 2940.] 

BILLS 

Notice of Motion to Introduce 

1. Personal Property Securities (Commonwealth Laws) Bill 2011. 

2. Personal Property Securities (Consequential Repeals and Amendments) Bill 2011. 

Notices of motion given by Hon Simon O’Brien (Minister for Commerce). 

3. Dangerous Sexual Offenders Amendment Bill 2011. 

Notice of motion given by Hon Michael Mischin (Parliamentary Secretary). 
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HEALTH, SAFETY AND CIVIL LIABILITY (CHILDREN IN SCHOOLS  
AND CHILD CARE SERVICES) BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 17 November 2010. 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [3.26 pm]: I rise to indicate that the 
opposition will support the Health, Safety and Civil Liability (Children in Schools and Child Care Services) Bill 
2010, and I thank the government for arranging an officer to provide a briefing, which occurred earlier today. 

This is a bill that emerged out of work that began in 2006 and arises in particular from a report of a review into 
how Western Australia ought to best deal with the question of managing children in child care and in school 
settings who are at risk of anaphylaxis. The report of that review is “Anaphylaxis—Meeting the Challenge for 
Western Australian Children: Report of the Review by the Western Australian Anaphylaxis Expert Working 
Committee”, which was published in September 2007. One of the suite of recommendations made in that report 
was that there be some legislative changes, and that is the bill we have before us in this place today. The bill 
amends two acts: the Civil Liability Act and the School Education Act. The bill does, in essence, three things: it 
obligates parents to inform the school or childcare centre of the allergy status of their child; it provides a 
regulation-making power in the School Education Act for staff to administer emergency medication if they 
believe an anaphylactic reaction is occurring in a child who is enrolled in that school, irrespective of whether 
they have specific consent to do that; and it extends the protection from civil liability to staff of schools or 
childcare centres if they administer that emergency medication in good faith. As I indicated, this is the result in 
part of the recommendations arising from the report of that review and I want to quote from that report as part of 
my comments. 

Most people are familiar with the incidence of anaphylaxis, which seems—from the research that I have 
undertaken—for reasons that nobody can really properly explain, to be on the increase. The incidence of 
anaphylaxis due to allergies affects the lives of many, but children in particular. It is a terribly frightening thing 
for not only children, obviously, but also their parents and those around them when it happens for the first time, 
never mind when it happens subsequently. The definition of anaphylaxis is — 

It is a sudden, severe and rapidly progressive allergic reaction to an allergen in a sensitised individual. It 
has an enormous psychosocial impact and rare but potentially life-threatening consequences. 

The report goes on to state that peanuts are the most commonly implicated allergen but it is certainly not the only 
one; it can also be triggered from exposure to other allergens, such as shellfish, eggs, milk, insect stings—bees 
being the most common—latex and medicines.  

What is really frightening, though, is the prevalence of anaphylaxis amongst children. When the Western 
Australian experts were putting this report together, they made certain assumptions based on the numbers of 
incidents that had been reported in the rest of Australia. It is certainly the case to date—this is a good thing—that 
there have been no reported deaths from anaphylaxis in children in Western Australia for at least the last 10 
years, although I am going to touch briefly on the death, in 2007, of a 20-year-old woman in the north of WA. 
The report goes on to state that if the prevalence in the western world of peanut allergies is applied to the WA 
context, most schools and licensed childcare services will be called on to manage at least one child with acute 
anaphylaxis and will be attended by approximately 20 children at risk of anaphylaxis. That is a large number, 
and if we think about the turnover that occurs in staff in schools and childcare centres, it is really important that 
those staff are equipped to manage those episodes. We know that a majority of children spend a large proportion 
of their childhood in schools and licensed childcare services and that in many cases, although not always, the 
first appearance of anaphylaxis occurs in the first five or six years of a child’s life. If we stop and think about it, 
it touches many people. I know that some members who will speak in this debate have had experience in their 
own families. I was at a barbecue on Sunday at which the three-year-old son of a friend took a mouthful of a 
brownie only to discover that it contained macadamia nuts, which he had not been known to be allergic to, but, 
just in case, that mouthful of brownie had to come out of his mouth pretty quick smart. This poor child sat with 
his dad for a while with us all staring at him, watching to see if his face started to change colour. I am pleased to 
say that Charlie was fine; the mouthful of macadamia came out of his mouth quick enough. But, it goes to show 
that it can happen at any time. 

Childcare workers and teachers on the front line, with many hours of exposure to children during the course of 
their working lives, have an expectation that policies, procedures and practices will be put in place to enable 
them to properly recognise the signs of anaphylaxis and to manage the emergency event, if and when it occurs. 
For many of those children, the first time they have an anaphylactic reaction is when they are in child care or at 
school—it might not be when they are around their parents. It is important that those professionals are provided 
with information and the tools to care for these children and that we constantly make sure they are available to 
those staff.  
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The report was done with widespread consultation of all the key stakeholders over a 10-month period. Of the key 
issues identified in the report, the number one recommendation was the need to raise the awareness of 
anaphylaxis and allergies, and their effects on children and families amongst the community. Another issue 
raised is that the rising incidence of allergy-related conditions presents itself as a risk and therefore the report 
recommends that it is critical to increase funding to boost anaphylaxis management in WA. The report also 
recognised that schools and licensed childcare centres operate in a dynamic and complex range of contexts. What 
that means is that there is a steady stream of new staff being employed, there is a steady turnover in staff, and 
children move through into different areas under the responsibility of different professionals. Any management 
scheme needs to take all of those things into account. 

There is an urgent need to improve and provide standardised training resources for anaphylaxis management. I 
want to touch on that when I talk about the findings of the coronial inquiry into the death of a 20-year-old 
woman in the north west of Western Australia, because the evidence that was presented during the course of that 
coronial inquiry, which was completed in April last year, clearly shows that there were conflicting views among 
the medical profession about the best way to treat what ended up being a death determined to be caused by an 
anaphylactic reaction. There is a requirement of timely specialist medical management of children at risk of 
anaphylaxis; therefore, there is not the time for childcare staff or teachers, for example, to figure out that it is 
somebody else who needs to deal with the emergency. It can literally be a matter of minutes—15 minutes in 
some cases—before a child can be at serious risk of death. 

There is a need to further develop and strengthen the communications that occur between health professionals, 
schools and licensed childcare services. If we think about this, it is really important and it would probably be one 
of the hardest parts to deliver. These are two of the biggest bureaucracies in government. Sometimes these 
bodies are not very good at talking to each other inside their own bureaucracies, never mind talking to another 
big bureaucracy, but it is really important that these communication lines are well established when it comes to 
making sure that the plans, policies and practices are the best they can be for those children who are at risk. 
According to the report, there is a need for a systematic reporting and recording register for risk management of 
anaphylaxis. One of the issues that emerges, because we are dealing with an emerging incidence of anaphylaxis, 
is that not a lot of data and research has been done to date; people are learning as they go. Within WA, Professor 
Richard Loh is recognised as an expert in this field, but, as I said, the evidence provided to the coronal inquiry in 
the case of that 20-year-old young woman demonstrated that there were inconsistencies in the knowledge that 
was available to the professionals who had to deal with that situation when it arose. 

Improvement is also required in the area of non-compliance among some parents in providing appropriate 
information and medications to schools. There is also the need for parents, who have not yet identified that their 
child has allergies that may lead to anaphylaxis, to improve their understanding so they can assist and engage in 
harm minimisation. That operates on a couple of levels—first, it is knowing that just because it has not happened 
to your child does not mean that it will not happen to your child. But it also means—people will have seen 
evidence in the schools that we deal with on a regular basis—making decisions about whether or not, for 
example, to have anything with peanuts on the school premises. I know that there are schools that already have 
in place policies that state that the school will not have anything on campus that contains peanuts. There are legal 
constraints, or there were at the time that the report was made, regarding the emergency administration of 
EpiPens by non-medical professionals in schools and licensed childcare services, and that in part is what the 
legislation before us deals with. It addresses the liability for those people who have to make that split-second 
judgement call that they need to apply medication urgently, irrespective of whether or not they know that 
specific consent has been provided by the parents. The recommendations of that report are in four parts. I would 
welcome the minister’s progress report on how we are going with the rest of those recommendations. The 
recommendations centre around the ongoing need to raise awareness of anaphylaxis and its health impact on 
parents and carers, the wider community and school and childcare services.  

I want to touch on that little bit. I made the point in a briefing that I had earlier today that when I went onto the 
Department of Health’s website and typed the word “anaphylaxis” into the general search engine, material that 
any parent might want when looking for information on anaphylaxis immediately popped up. Within one click I 
was immediately able to view the health department’s information on the management of anaphylaxis in schools. 
However, when I typed the word “anaphylaxis” into the search engine of the Department of Education’s website, 
a range of things popped up. The most recent information available on the department’s website was a piece of 
paper with no letterhead that was posted on 18 February 2010. The paper was headed “Anaphylaxis Training for 
Schools 2010”, followed by the heading “Program content” and a list of points. Then it stated — 

Certified anaphylaxis training will be available free of charge to all staff in schools from March 2010.  

It went on to outline the training that would be provided. That is to be commended. That was the most current 
information I could find when I used that search engine. There was a lot of information about what Albany 
District High School was doing. I commend Albany District High School for the work that it has done. It was 
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clearly set out on the website. But if I was a parent looking for information, while it would offer me some 
comfort that anaphylaxis training for schools commenced in 2010, it would not tell me much more than that. I 
wondered where else I could look on this website. I thought that there must be something that sets out the 
department’s information for schools and parents. I looked at the front page of that website and saw a link down 
the bottom left-hand side called “Policies”. I thought I would open that to see if there was anything there. I got 
into the “Policies” section of the website and typed the word “anaphylaxis” into the search engine. After about 
four or five clicks, I eventually got to the education department’s management document on anaphylaxis. There 
is a policy on the Department of Education’s website, but only a very persistent parent or anyone else would find 
it. I urge the minister to raise that issue with her colleague the Minister for Education. Information needs to be a 
lot more easily accessible for parents than that. My job is to search for that information. I was trying to think 
laterally about how I could find it. If a person was not used to using those kinds of websites, they would be hard 
pressed to find it. One of the key recommendations in the report was the need to raise the awareness of 
anaphylaxis. Having information available on an easy-to-access website is one of the easiest things to do and one 
of the commonest ways for people to search for information. I think that needs to be dramatically improved.  

The second suite of recommendations that came out of the report was titled “Better Planning and Better Future”. 
Part of that involved establishing the Anaphylaxis Management Implementation Group, an essential group that 
brings together experts from across a group of agencies to lead the implementation of those recommendations. I 
know that it has been implemented but I welcome advice from the minister on what it is concentrating its work 
on now. 

The third suite of recommendations in the report goes in part to what we are doing here today. It outlines the 
legislative change needed to govern the safe and secure emergency management of anaphylaxis by teachers and 
child carers in schools and childcare services. It also outlines procedures for reviewing and auditing first aid 
provision and anaphylaxis risk identification in schools and childcare services. I welcome the minister’s advice 
on that. I suspect that the material has been put together and we are still in the process of implementing it. I 
doubt whether anything has been reviewed so far. I welcome the minister’s advice if she has information on that. 
That recommendation also referred to the establishment of structures and processes to document and report on 
events of anaphylaxis, case fatality rate and near misses—that is important because we will hopefully only have 
near misses, I say touching wood—and their surrounding circumstances. It is sometimes easy to assume that the 
priority for the allocation of additional funds ought be getting the material out and making sure that people on 
the ground know what they have to do when confronted with this situation. That is certainly the priority. If we do 
not also allocate resources into maintaining an adequate database and tracking and mapping what is happening, 
we will not be able to move much beyond having a really good emergency response. It is important to have a 
really good emergency response but I think we also need to see whether the patterns are telling us something else 
about how we might manage or prevent that level of risk occurring in the first place.  

The fourth suite of recommendations in the report covers investment in sustainable actions and services. I think 
that is code for more money for ongoing programs. I do not say that flippantly but it is certainly the case that if 
we are going to have an ongoing standardised and certified education program for people on the front line, we 
need to ensure that the resources are available to make that ongoing. As I said, particularly in child care, less so 
in the teaching profession in which people generally stay in the workforce longer than some people in childcare 
centres. We cannot run the program once and assume that we will never have to do it again. Resources have to 
be committed to that on an ongoing basis. I would be interested if the minister could tell us what information she 
has about budget allocations to roll out the rest of that program. After it has been done once, when do we start 
doing it again?  

In the debate on this matter in the other place information was given on the rollout of the program in schools and 
childcare centres that was current to June 2010. I invite the minister to put on the record the percentage of 
schools and childcare centres that have implemented this program. I know that the officer who provided us with 
the briefing gave us that information but it would be good to put that on the record. I understand that it is 54 per 
cent of schools and 57 per cent of childcare centres but I ask the minister to confirm that advice and put those 
numbers on the record. I would also like to know what the time line is to complete the rollout. I understand we 
are just over halfway.  

The other point that was made in that suite of recommendations about investment in managing this issue as we 
go forward was improving the knowledge base of healthcare professionals and strengthening the protocols in the 
detection, diagnosis and appropriate management of children at risk of anaphylaxis. I have referred a couple of 
times to the coroner’s report into the death of a 20-year-old woman in 2007. The decision from that coronial 
inquiry was released in April 2010. It does not apply to children, but when we read the information that was 
presented to that inquiry, it is clear that the medical staff were not sure what they were dealing with. There were 
a couple of reasons for that. Firstly, it appears that the young woman did not have as tight a management plan as 
she might have had. Secondly, the medical staff who dealt with her in the first instance did not identify that 
adrenaline would have prevented her death. In fact, there was advice from at least one medical officer, if not 



 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 15 February 2011] 15 

 

more, to that coronial inquiry who questioned whether adrenaline was the appropriate treatment. Those 
combined circumstances meant that a young woman died at the age of 20 when she did not need to. If she had 
been given adrenaline as soon as she presented to the first nursing post, she would still be here today. With 
absolutely no disrespect to members of the medical profession, sometimes we get sucked into the notion that 
they know everything. Unfortunately, in this case it was clear that the lack of information, education and 
consistent medical protocols when someone presented with the range of symptoms that this young woman had 
meant that she was not treated appropriately and she lost her life as a consequence of going to a cafe in Exmouth 
for dinner with her partner.  

The other recommendation out of that suite of recommendations was that a specialised paediatric anaphylaxis 
service for Western Australia be established. We have specialist expert advice on paediatric anaphylaxis in 
Western Australia, but I will welcome some advice from the minister on whether that has been brought together 
in one service. The point made at the end of that section of the expert working committee’s report is that if there 
is to be a successful transformation of the way we deal with anaphylaxis in schools and childcare centres, 
ongoing resources will have to be provided above existing departmental budget allocations. We will also need 
robust leadership. The report recommends the need for legislative changes, and we are doing that. It refers to the 
need for effective communication and collaboration across government and non-government agencies and 
partnerships with community stakeholders. They cannot do any of those other things if they do not have the 
budget to keep rolling out that program, which is why I ask the minister to provide us with some information on 
the budget allocation.  

As the report tells us, adrenaline is the only medication that has been shown to be effective for the immediate 
treatment of anaphylaxis. In a non-medical setting, an EpiPen—I think we will see one in the course of this 
debate—is a pre-filled auto injector containing adrenaline, and is used by the individual, their parent or carer 
during an acute generalised allergic reaction or anaphylaxis. The EpiPen Jr is recommended for children between 
10 and 20 kilograms. There is substantial evidence to suggest that early access to adrenaline or an EpiPen is 
associated with improved survival from anaphylaxis. Furthermore, of all the patients who have died from food-
related anaphylaxis, 84 to 91 per cent, depending on the research relied upon, did not receive adrenaline within 
the first 15 minutes of the onset of symptoms. That is an extraordinary figure. Those kinds of figures make it 
perfectly clear to this non-medical brain that we ought not be arguing whether adrenaline is effective.  

It is important that EpiPens be physically available and that there is access to them. We do not want people in an 
emergency to be asking, “Where is it?” or someone having to run a long distance to get one. That means 
everyone who is likely to be called on to use an EpiPen needs to be trained in its use. Early detection and 
recognition of the signs and symptoms of anaphylaxis, the report tells us, can provide opportunities for the 
timely provision of first-aid care and the transfer to medical facilities. If there is a 15-minute window, the people 
involved do not want to be debating where the EpiPen is or who knows how to use it. If there are only 15 
minutes, the people present need to be confident to act immediately and they need access to the EpiPen.  

Anaphylaxis is uncommon but it is not rare, and deaths from it are very rare. There is little data, the report tells 
us, on the overall incidence of anaphylaxis. There are no reported deaths from anaphylaxis among children in 
WA to date. However, I have referred a couple of times to the coronial report, and I will put the details of it on 
the record. This was an inquest held at the Carnarvon Coroner’s Court on 13 to 15 April 2010, which 
investigated the death of Kylie Anne Lynch. It found that the death occurred on 2 September 2007 at the Coral 
Bay nursing post, Coral Bay, as a result of anaphylaxis. I do not know the Lynch family at all, but I think if they 
were to find that their daughter’s death was being referred to in Parliament, they would want me to read some of 
the information that is available, so I will read the first line of the coroner’s report, which states — 

Kylie Lynch was a vibrant and fun loving young woman who lived in Karratha with her parents, Peter 
and Tiyaba Lynch, and her brothers and sister. She was one of eight children. Kylie was born on 
13 April 1987 and was only 20 years old at the time of her death. 

In July 2007, Kylie did not receive adrenaline … for her anaphylactic reaction. 

Professor Loh, Western Australia’s most eminent physician in the area of anaphylaxis, gave evidence that — 

… her symptoms were clinically concerning and she should have been given adrenaline.  

Dr Parker, one of the physicians involved, said that there was no guideline at that medical facility regarding 
treatment for anaphylaxis. The report continues —  

… he considered that there were risks in giving adrenaline. Dr Parker’s concerns about giving 
adrenaline in this situation are concerning. However Professor Loh says they are in line with evidence 
of a widespread lack of knowledge of appropriate emergency treatment of anaphylaxis. He says there is 
considerable evidence that doctors and particularly junior doctors are reluctant to use adrenaline. He 
says concerns about the use of adrenaline for anaphylaxis are unfounded. Professor Loh says the 
medical profession needs to be educated about anaphylaxis protocols and the importance of using 
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adrenaline as a front line treatment. It is clear on the evidence that there is a reluctance to use 
intra muscular adrenaline and an accompanying perception that it is less safe than it is. There is also a 
lack of knowledge about its importance as a first line drug of treatment in anaphylaxis.  

The coroner made some recommendations as a result of that inquest, which include the following — 

1. Those at risk of life-threatening anaphylaxis should carry an Epipen with them at all times, and 
particularly when eating out and when travelling to remote places. 

2. The Department of Health should develop a Western Australian ‘model of care’ for anaphylaxis. This 
should incorporate service provision by immunology/allergy specialists, other specialists, general 
practitioners, pharmacists and other health professionals to provide care and evidence based information 
in a timely manner. Adequate resources including a project officer should be provided. Minimum 
standards of care and service provision should be defined and must be adequately funded.  

3. The Department of Health should improve the education of health professionals about — 

a. acute management of anaphylaxis; and  

b. appropriate followup of the patient at risk of future anaphylaxis.  

As part of this there needs to be the development of best practice guidelines in the diagnosis and 
management of anaphylaxis which are regularly updated. There should be easy access to the … action 
plans for anaphylaxis, access to adrenaline autoinjector trainers and patient education resources, and 
access to adrenaline autoinjectors at the point of primary care after the initial episode of anaphylaxis.  

4. Education of the food industry as regards allergens and allergic customers needs to be improved.  

It is part of the evidence of this inquest that Kylie’s partner actually asked the staff at the restaurant they were in 
whether there were nuts in the food, and conflicting evidence was given about what information they were given. 
The coroner went on to provide other recommendations that are not relevant to this debate. The point I make is 
that if in 2010 the coroner found herself having to make recommendations that the Department of Health needs 
to do a lot more about a consistent approach to the management of anaphylaxis, we need to pay particular 
attention. If the health professionals cannot agree and have not agreed to date, and we are asking education and 
childcare staff to take on the responsibility for this, we had better make sure they are properly trained. We do not 
want situations to arise in which the training is not consistent, because the training may reflect part of the debate 
within the medical profession—it appears from the evidence given to the coronial inquiry that that debate is still 
going on—about whether adrenaline is the best course of action. My comments might incite a whole lot of 
correspondence—I hope they do not—from the medical profession. However, it seems to me that we must be 
absolutely clear about this because, although teachers and childcare workers have to deal with kids hurting 
themselves, sometimes seriously, as part of their daily work, if we are telling them that they have a 15-minute 
window in which to address this, we want to make sure that they are properly trained and that that training 
package continues to stay up to date. 

Another issue that I want to touch on is that this bill will create a head of power for the drafting of regulations 
that will give the relevant staff the right to administer medication in the absence of specific consent. I would 
welcome advice on the status of the drafting of those regulations. I would also welcome any advice the minister 
is able to give us about the implementation of the other recommendations in this report. I say that because, 
although this legislation is very important, if we do not implement the other recommendations in this report, this 
legislation will be of no use. For example, if we are not on a tight target to deliver the training that will be 
required, this legislation will be of no effect. As I have indicated, I have asked the minister to provide me with 
information about the percentage of schools and childcare centres that have already received training, and about 
the time line for that training. 

I am also interested in knowing whether there has been any cross-referencing of this 2007 report with the 
recommendations of the coronial inquiry; that is, whether anything has been picked up from the coroner’s 
findings that was not picked up in this 2007 report. I say that bearing in mind that the death of Kylie Lynch 
occurred in September 2007, and the report from the anaphylaxis working group was also issued in September, 
so obviously the writers of that report would not have had access to information about what had happened to 
Kylie. I hope that the anaphylaxis working committee has picked up the recommendations from the coronial 
inquest last year and has amended its action plan accordingly.  

During the debate in the other place a question was raised about whether staff at not only licensed childcare 
centres, but also at creches, will be covered by this legislation. In the course of that debate, the Minister for 
Health was asked whether he would raise that matter with the Minister for Communities, who I note is currently 
out of the chamber on urgent parliamentary business. I ask the relevant minister if she would check on whether 
that has taken place. Crèches are often found in large shopping centres, in large shops such as Ikea, in recreation 
centres, and in gyms. The idea behind a crèche is that the children are kept in a separate area, under supervised 
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care, but the parent or parents are close by. That would not be a problem at a gym or a recreation centre. 
However, if the parents were in Ikea and they needed to get to the crèche in a hurry—now I am going to get a 
letter from Ikea as well, I suspect—it might take a while, particularly if they were going against the flow of 
people. Certainly if the parents were in a large shopping centre that had a crèche, it might also be difficult to find 
the parents quickly. So I ask the minister whether she will also provide advice about that matter. 

As I have said, we support the legislation. However, if the minister could provide answers to the questions that I 
have raised, that would be helpful; and if we need to ask those questions when we are in committee, perhaps we 
will do that as well. 

HON ALISON XAMON (East Metropolitan) [4.03 pm]: The Greens (WA) will also be supporting the Health, 
Safety and Civil Liability (Children in Schools and Child Care Services) Bill 2010. We note that the bill 
implements the recommendations in the report by the Western Australian Anaphylaxis Expert Working Group, 
titled “Anaphylaxis: Meeting The Challenge For Western Australian Children”, and is part of a framework for 
the management of anaphylaxis in Western Australian schools and childcare centres. 

The bill amends the Civil Liability Act 2002 to give teachers and childcare staff greater protection from civil 
liability when they are acting in good faith and without recklessness to assist a child experiencing an 
anaphylactic reaction. The bill also amends the School Education Act 1999 to require that parents and guardians 
provide information to schools about any condition of the child, such as the child’s allergy status, that may 
require special steps to be taken, and report any changes in the child’s condition. Further amendments to the act 
include a regulation-making power to make provision for requirements as to the health and safety of children at a 
school or community kindergarten. The purpose of this amendment is to enable a regulation to be made for the 
administration of medication in an emergency if the relevant staff member reasonably believes that the child is 
experiencing an anaphylactic reaction, even if there is no consent to administer treatment.  

The Greens believe this bill should be welcomed. It will provide reassurance to parents, and protection for staff 
who are working with children in schools and childcare centres. The passage of this legislation will help to 
ensure that children who have an anaphylactic reaction when they are at a school or childcare centre receive 
timely and appropriate treatment, even in circumstances in which the parent or guardian has not provided 
consent, perhaps because this is the first time the child has experienced an anaphylactic reaction and the parents 
are oblivious of the fact that their child has this allergy. 

The legislation relies on regulations being made across a number of departments. Although the changes that we 
are talking about today relate specifically to anaphylaxis, the regulations will define the medical conditions that 
will be captured under this legislation, and presumably those regulations could easily be amended to include staff 
who provide emergency assistance related to other medical conditions.  

As the parent of two young sons in early primary school, I am personally comforted to know that these changes 
are coming through. To the best of my knowledge, neither of my sons has a food allergy. But neither of them has 
been stung by a bee, either, so I do not know whether either of them could be subject to an anaphylactic reaction. 
Therefore, on a very personal note, I am comforted to know that should something happen to my sons, they 
would be able to access timely intervention.  

We should be grateful that, to date, Western Australia has not had a reported death from anaphylaxis in a school 
or childcare establishment. Our state is said to be leading the nation in the management of anaphylaxis. I am 
pleased about that. But I am sure all members in this place would agree that that is no reason to be complacent, 
because the dangers of anaphylaxis are very real. In the past five years, there have been nine deaths in Western 
Australia caused by anaphylaxis. Three of those deaths were related to a reaction to bee stings; three of those 
deaths were thought to be a reaction to medication; one death was a reaction to an infective organism; and in one 
death, the allergen was unknown, which is very concerning. The ninth death, which is the one to which Hon Sue 
Ellery has referred, was that of Kylie Lynch, a 20-year-old woman who died in 2007 in a restaurant in Coral 
Bay. That death was assumed to have been caused by an allergy. That is the only death in Western Australia in 
the past five years that is assumed to have been caused by an allergy to food.  

The inquest into Kylie’s death revealed some very important information. Clinical Associate Professor Richard 
Loh, who was an expert witness at the inquest, noted that in only half a generation, food allergy has become a 
major public health issue in Australia for children and those who care for them. He presented the coroner with 
some worrying facts. Those facts are that the rate of peanut allergy has doubled in Australia in the past 10 years; 
a recent Australian study has predicted that up to eight per cent of babies—that is, approximately 24 000—are 
likely to develop potentially deadly food allergies by the age of one; and that rates of emergency department 
visits and hospitals admissions for food-induced anaphylaxis have doubled in Australia over the past 12 years. 
He said also that although fatal anaphylaxis is rare, it often afflicts otherwise healthy people who are in the prime 
of their lives, and 90 per cent of these deaths are preventable. 
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Professor Loh said also that there is no cure or treatment for food allergies. Ultimately, avoidance is the only 
way to prevent an anaphylactic reaction. I remember Nigella Lawson, the famous British chef, saying that the 
first time she decided to give her two young children peanuts was when she went to the doctor’s surgery. She 
tells the story of how she loaded up some sandwiches very thickly with peanut paste and sat there and gave it to 
her children in the doctor’s surgery. She just sat there and waited and watched them. I think that really brought 
home just how concerned people are about the potential for anaphylactic shock. We know that anaphylaxis is a 
very sudden and severe allergic reaction. It is its severity, I suspect, that prompted Nigella Lawson to give such 
sandwiches to her children in the doctor’s surgery. The allergic reaction is caused by exposure to certain 
substances such as foods and medications or various stings and bites. We also know that increasingly 
anaphylaxis is impacting on many children and families in Western Australia each year. According to the charity 
Anaphylaxis Australia, 15 000 Australian children are newly diagnosed with severe allergies each year—that is 
15 000 new diagnoses each year—and an estimated 4.1 million Australians are living with at least one allergy. 
Although it is rare for anaphylaxis to cause death, its incidence is on the rise.  

Children spend a huge portion of their lives in schools and childcare centres. As parents, we want to know that 
our teachers and our childcare workers who we are entrusting with our children have the ability to deal with life-
threatening emergency situations. I note that in October 2007, the former government committed $6.6 million 
across four years to implement the recommendations in the report I mentioned before—“Anaphylaxis: Meeting 
the Challenge for Western Australian Children”. In November 2008, the Department of Health conducted a 
statewide survey on schools and childcare services. The results are concerning reading. One in 74 students—
3174 students—were identified as being at risk of anaphylaxis; 82.7 per cent of schools have at least one student 
at risk of anaphylaxis; and over 50 per cent have three or more at-risk students. One in seven schools had at least 
one student who had had a reaction in the last 12 months, and 78.6 per cent of schools prepare healthcare plans 
for their at-risk students, which means, alternatively, that almost 22 per cent of schools had not. Sixty-nine per 
cent of at-risk children have a prescribed EpiPen stored at school, and 19 per cent carry one with them, which are 
disturbingly low figures. Forty-nine per cent of teaching staff and 39.1 per cent of non-teaching staff had 
attended EpiPen training in the last 12 months. Again, those are disturbingly low figures. Forty-two per cent of 
schools were unaware of staff anaphylaxis training options available to them. 

In child care, one in 55 children was identified as being at risk, and over 50 per cent of services had at least one 
child at risk. One in 30 services had at least one child who had had a reaction in the last 12 months. Sixty-seven 
per cent of services prepared healthcare plans for their at-risk children. Again, that is 33 per cent of services that 
had not. The survey noted that 60.5 per cent of children at risk of anaphylaxis had an EpiPen stored at childcare; 
33 per cent of staff had attended EpiPen training in the last 12 months; and 42.2 per cent of staff were unaware 
that staff anaphylaxis training options were available. These figures are not good; they are not particularly 
comforting. I will speak a bit more about that later, and I hope the government has some further training 
objectives on the agenda, because I know the importance of a comprehensive response to the issue of 
anaphylaxis. It is essential that our response includes clear guidelines, ongoing training and other support for 
teachers, childcare service workers and parents on how to manage anaphylaxis. I note that other strategies 
include a resource kit that was distributed to schools in early 2010. I am interested to know what has occurred 
since then. 

One of the recommendations of the report was the development and delivery of standardised training. However, 
I note that training is not covered in this bill. During the briefing, I was told that training is covered in the 
Department of Education’s student healthcare policy, but we need to ensure that the training on this important 
issue is provided on a systemic level. It needs to be standardised and to be of high quality. It also needs to be 
provided regularly enough so that in an emergency the information is going to be easy to recall, so that any 
changes in health best practice can be incorporated. The last thing we need is to have the success or otherwise of 
how a child experiencing anaphylactic attack is dealt with being dependent on the luck of the draw in terms of 
what school or childcare centre the child attends. 

Staff at schools and childcare centres also have a right to training, not only in relation to the administration of 
medical assistance but also about their rights and responsibilities in this area. It is also about ensuring that we do 
the right thing by employees. Employers, whether we are talking about the Department of Education or the 
childcare providers, have an obligation to provide this training to ensure that the training is readily able to be 
attended. Training should be mandatory and needs to be updated regularly.  

Like Hon Sue Ellery, my understanding is that by the middle of last year, less than half of the relevant staff 
received training in the use of adrenaline auto-injectors. I would also be grateful if the minister is able to supply 
the updated training figures. 

The bill highlights the quite extraordinary responsibilities that we entrust to the people who care for our children, 
and also the importance of the role played by many staff at schools and childcare centres. I use this opportunity 
to recognise the remarkable service performed by school, staff and childcare workers. This work is often 
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performed with very little recognition. This is particularly the case for childcare workers, who are relatively 
young workers and receive some appallingly low wages when considered in the context of the quite onerous 
responsibility given to them in looking after our children. 

My understanding is that this bill is the result of a collaboration between a wide range of stakeholders. It has 
required an interagency approach, as it is covering issues relevant to the departments of education, health and 
also community services. I note that without this type of collaborative approach, including the important 
contribution made by the Anaphylaxis Management Implementation Group, there is little likelihood that we 
would be able to effectively manage an issue as complicated as anaphylaxis. 

I note that in early 2010 the health minister made sure all schools had access to additional EpiPens, rather than 
just one EpiPen for each child who had already been diagnosed with anaphylaxis, so that if a student has a 
reaction at school for the first time—as I mentioned, it could be any child; it could be my child—an EpiPen is 
available to treat that student. This is a welcome development. However, I note that there is still a long way to go 
in the management of anaphylaxis in WA. The expert working committee report recommended the establishment 
of a specialised paediatric anaphylaxis service for Western Australia. I would welcome the government’s advice 
on where this is at. 

Following the investigation into the death of Kylie Lynch, the State Coroner made a number of 
recommendations. Specifically, the coroner recommended that those who are at risk of life-threatening 
anaphylaxis should carry an EpiPen with them at all times. For the purposes of the government’s response, the 
coroner recommended that the Department of Health should develop a WA model of care for anaphylaxis that 
needs to incorporate service provision by immunology and allergy specialists and other specialists. I would like 
to know where that is up to. The coroner also recommended that the Department of Health should improve the 
education of health professionals about acute management of anaphylaxis and appropriate follow-up with any 
patient at risk of future anaphylaxis. As part of that process, the development of best practice guidelines is 
needed in the diagnosis and management of anaphylaxis that are readily updated. I would appreciate the 
minister’s advice on the status of the coroner’s recommendations. 

Education of the food industry on allergens and allergic customers needs to be improved; I am a big fan of that 
recommendation. As someone who has particular dietary needs, I am acutely aware of how little understanding 
many people in the food industry have about particular dietary requirements. That is obvious when I ask very 
clearly and very specifically: does this food contain X? It would be easy enough to find out whether it does, but 
the number of times I have had nasty surprises is too many to mention. I therefore think this is an area of great 
need. I note again that the recommendations include the need to train staff about allergens, about allergic 
customers, about accurate labelling, about full and complete disclosure of food ingredients and about the 
important issue of possible cross-contamination with allergens. This could be done by environmental health 
officers, who would also need further training for this purpose. Another recommendation is that PathWest 
Laboratory Medicine WA needs to retain blood samples and the like. 

The following recommendation is one that I think is particularly pertinent: that is, the Department of Health 
should provide video link facilities and hands-free phone facilities, preferably with a headset, for remote nursing 
posts such as at Coral Bay where a doctor is not resident and medical support in an emergency has to be 
provided by electronic means. That recommendation is a critical one that would have a positive roll-on effect for 
any number of issues. I would therefore be interested to know where that recommendation is at and whether the 
government has any plan to extensively roll out a measure like this. 

I also note that the federal government was given a responsibility within the coroner’s recommendation. I realise 
that the minister is not in a position to respond to this recommendation, but I want it noted. It is that Medicare 
Australia revise the pharmaceutical benefits scheme prescription criteria for the prescription of EpiPens to 
clearly enable them to be more readily available. 

They are the points I want to make. The Greens (WA), again, support the passage of this bill. This legislation is 
an important first step, but there is quite a lot that we still need to do to make the situation even better. I look 
forward to hearing the minister’s response. 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.22 pm]: I will not repeat 
the comments that were made earlier in support of this legislation. I do support it, of course, but I want to make a 
few comments as the parent of a child who has to deal with the issue of anaphylaxis. My eldest daughter, 
Rebekah, has an allergy not just to certain types of mosquito, as we have discovered over time, but also to bees. 
This type of legislation is indeed welcome, as it will provide that reassurance that if these incidents happen at a 
school, then the school will be able to provide the care that she required at the time. Rebekah is now 19 years 
old, and so has moved out of that formal schooling situation, but she still needs to take an EpiPen with her. 
Unfortunately, she cannot take it with her today because I swiped it from her, and told her not to go out into the 
garden or go near bees! I have brought it with me because not all members will have seen one. I have not had the 
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opportunity to deal with one of these for quite some time. Learning how and when to use one is a complicated 
process. I am therefore pleased to see that this legislation deals with not only the issues of liability for teachers 
and childcare providers, but also training and how to use the necessary remedy to the problem. 

I want to go back and talk about when we first found out that Rebekah was allergic, in particular to bees. We 
found out when we were in Indonesia when she was two years old that she was allergic to mosquitoes because 
her whole face closed over. We were not too sure why that was; we thought it was caused by Indonesian 
mosquitoes. But we also had another incident with mosquitoes the morning of one election—I think it was 1996. 
Again she was only a couple of years old. She came out to say, “Good morning”. Members will know what it is 
like on election morning—running around trying to get things done. I said, “That’s fine, sweetie, I’ll see you 
soon.” I turned around and looked at her and saw that, again, she had been bitten; her whole face had closed 
over. We had to race her off to the doctor and get it all sorted out. However, it was not until she was at school 
that we had a bit of a calamity one day. I remember sitting in Princess Margaret Hospital for Children with her 
baby brother who had chicken pox and had broken his teeth that day. He had rolled off the sofa and smashed the 
dummy in his teeth. There was blood everywhere and a screaming child. My husband brought the other two girls 
to the hospital while we were waiting many hours to get in, and Rebekah said to me, “Oh Mummy, I got bitten 
by a bee today at school.” I said, “Oh yeah, sure dear, you’ll be fine.” Then I looked at her leg which had totally 
swollen up. I said, “Well, didn’t they do anything at school?” She said, “Oh no, they just told me to go and wash 
it and that was it.” She was about five or six years old, or maybe seven at the time, and we had to take her to the 
doctor to deal with that. As a result of that, we have always made sure we had Claritin or steroids in the house to 
try to assist her, but we have to be constantly wary of these types of issues. I have pulled out every bit of 
lavender in my garden. I have destroyed most of our bee-attracting plants. Rebekah does not like to spend a lot 
of time in the back yard, because on one occasion when she did, before I removed the lavender and the roses, she 
got stung inside her ear. She reacted very swiftly and swelled all the way around the back of her head. As the 
swelling was quite close to the throat, there was a very quick dash to Princess Margaret Hospital to get that 
resolved. 

We must therefore be very careful about these things. This type of legislation is important, although it has taken 
some time to draft. However, it will provide relief for schoolteachers and childcare providers. The very many 
constraints on teachers and providers for giving medication to children at school makes it very difficult for them, 
as there can be many ramifications when something goes wrong. This bill will provide some reassurance to 
them. It is an important step that many schools each year will be able to require parents to provide details of any 
allergy and any medication. There is a vast change in approach to eating habits—Hon Sue Ellery has alluded to 
this—but parents will get notification that there will be no peanut products at school. I know that will be really 
hard for people managing their diet. Lunch is not always an easy thing to provide, as there are many peanut 
products in different foods we make for school lunches. But this legislation is a good thing, as children will now 
start to think about these things. Hon Donna Faragher has all of this ahead of her in the future. But this is an 
issue about which we as parents will become better educated—an issue we would never have thought about 15 to 
20 years ago. Now it is a focus. 

Recently one of my son’s school friends came to visit—a lovely young bloke. The boys decided they would 
make themselves some noodles in the kitchen on Friday afternoon. All the way leading up to this visit by this 
young fellow my son kept saying to me, “Rowan’s allergic to peanuts. We can’t have anything with peanuts, and 
he gets very sick if he has them.” I was therefore very careful. I thought I had removed everything that contained 
peanuts and that nothing was on offer for these kids that would have peanuts in it. I went out to the kitchen 
where the boys were making their noodles. I looked at what they were doing and said, “Rowan, what are you 
having?” He said, “I’m having satay noodles.” My son said, “That’s all right, Mum, there’s no peanuts in satay.” 
Not very bright, my son! So I whisked that away because I had an image of this child — 

Several members interjected. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: He obviously takes his brains from his father! 

Hon KATE DOUST: He is a lovely boy but, you know, sometimes I wonder! 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: You’re on Hansard! 

Hon KATE DOUST: That’s fine; I love him to death. 

So, I whisked it away because I had a vision of this poor child eating these satay noodles in my house and his 
father coming to pick him up and I would have to deal with the consequences. Anaphylaxis can, therefore, 
happen to anybody. No matter how careful we are, the risk is there; that incident was in a home situation. The 
issue is therefore about us as parents becoming better educated and making sure that when we have visitors 
around, we try to exclude those potential risks. However, this legislation is important. As has been already 
alluded to, there now appears to be an increase in the number of Australian children who are susceptible to 
allergies. I read in one of the pieces of information—Mr President, you are going to cut me off in a moment, are 
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you not?—that something like 15 000 children a year are diagnosed with a severe allergy and something like 
4.1 million Australians suffer from at least one allergy. Therefore, I dare say a number of people in this chamber 
probably have some sort of allergy. It is the sort of thing that people start to talk about: what they are allergic to 
and how they react. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Members do not have to talk about it right now; they can talk about it later! 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to temporary orders. 

[Continued on page 31.] 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

NATIONAL DISABILITY INSURANCE SCHEME 

1. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Disability Services: 

I congratulate the minister on her appointment. Does the Western Australian government support a national 
disability insurance scheme to provide a form of universal funding for people with disabilities? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

One of the things I read about when I came into this portfolio—I thank the Leader of the Opposition very much 
for her good wishes and for the honeymoon; that is great — 

Hon Sue Ellery: It’s over now! 

Hon Ken Travers: We knew you had to fix the work of the former minister! 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I was in Melbourne not long after I got this portfolio and went and spoke with the 
person who is driving, from Melbourne, the national disability insurance scheme, so I had what I considered to 
be a very full briefing about that matter. The Western Australian government has put a submission to the inquiry 
that is taking place. I would say that probably at this stage our position is that we want to see the information that 
is coming out of it and be very clear about all of the potential ramifications of it before we take an absolute final 
position on it. At the moment we are very involved, very interested, are looking at and understand the benefits of 
it, but want to see some of the other implications before we make a firm decision on it. 

ELECTRICITY TARIFFS — OFFICE OF ENERGY REVIEW 

2. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Energy: 

I refer to the review of the electricity concession framework and retail tariff structures being conducted by the 
Office of Energy and the minister’s personal commitment in March 2010 to keep seniors’ stakeholder groups 
informed of its progress. What updates have been provided to seniors groups and how regularly have they been 
provided? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

The work of the tariff and concession framework review has been specifically raised with the WA seniors’ forum 
in response to its submission of recommendations to government for improving seniors’ living standards. The 
review project team is also engaged directly with the Salvation Army and UnitingCare West as part of the 
review’s stakeholder reference group. These two organisations are amongst the largest providers of residential 
and community care services for older people living in Western Australia. From its commencement, the review 
has also been conducted in partnership with the Western Australian Council of Social Service, the peak body for 
non-government social service organisations in Western Australia. WACOSS’s members include a range of peak 
organisations representing Western Australian seniors. The Office of Energy has also ensured that the work of 
the review is regularly communicated through WACOSS’s website and newsletter. WACOSS hosted a 
community forum on utility pricing on 24 November 2010, the focus of which was the tariff and concession 
framework review. The Office of Energy presented at this forum. 

ELECTRICITY TARIFFS — TREASURY REVIEW 

3. Hon KATE DOUST to the minister representing the Treasurer: 

(1) Can the Treasurer confirm that his department is producing an updated review on cost-reflective 
electricity tariffs? 

(2) When will this review be completed and when will it be made public? 

(3) What agencies, other organisations or individuals have been consulted for this review? 
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(4) Will the Treasurer make a commitment to Western Australian families that this government will not 
increase electricity tariffs in 2011 by more than the consumer price index? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

I thank the honourable member for notice of the question. The question is still being considered by the Treasurer 
and I will provide an answer if that arrives before the end of question time. 

AUSTIN COVE SUBDIVISION — FLOODPLAIN MAPPING 

4. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the minister representing the Minister for Planning: 

(1) Are any parts of the Austin Cove subdivision, or any other subdivision approved in the last two years by 
the Shire of Murray, in areas subject to flooding according to any of the flood prediction mechanisms 
employed by the state planning authorities? 

(2) If yes to (1), what provisions have been made to ensure that these areas will not be inundated if WA 
experiences the kind of extreme weather conditions that recently occurred in Queensland? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question.  

(1) When assessing planning or development proposals within a defined river floodplain, the Western 
Australian Planning Commission seeks advice from the Department of Water and utilises the 
Department of Water’s floodplain mapping prepared for particular river systems, such as the Murray 
River. This approach has been, and continues to be, taken in the assessment for other subdivisions in the 
Shire of Murray. Parts of the Austin Cove subdivision are located on the flood fringe of the Murray 
River 100-year average recurrence interval floodplain. The flood fringe is that part of the floodplain 
where proposed development, including fill, is acceptable with regard to major river flooding, subject to 
certain development conditions. No dwellings in Austin Cove are proposed to be located within the 
100-year average recurrence interval floodway for the Murray River. 

(2) Under Western Australian Planning Commission planning policy, minimum habitable floor levels of 
0.50 metres above the 100-year average recurrence interval flood level are to be achieved. 

PRIVATE FORESTRY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEES — STATE FUNDING 

5. Hon GIZ WATSON to the minister representing the Minister for Forestry: 

(1) How many private forestry development committees are still operating in Western Australia? 

(2) Does the government currently provide any funding to PFDCs? 

(3) If yes to (2), please provide details. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 

(1) One; Avongro is the only fully operational private forestry development committee. 

(2) No. 

(3) Not applicable. 

TAX REFORM — LIBERAL PARTY 2008 ELECTION COMMITMENTS 

6. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the Minister for Finance: 

(1) Can the minister advise the house what the Liberal Party 2008 election commitments for tax reform 
were? 

(2) Will any of the promised tax reforms be implemented in this term of government? 

(3) Will the almost $1 billion windfall surplus revealed in the 2010–11 midyear review be directed to tax 
cuts? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1)–(3) The government is proud of what it has achieved in office and what it is still to achieve. I am sure that 
the honourable member will be looking forward with great interest to the next budget announcements 
not only this year but also next year in the lead-up to the election. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Do not get away to a bad start; we have a long way to go. 
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RESOURCES SECTOR — LOCAL BUSINESS OPPORTUNITIES 

7. Hon JON FORD to the Minister for Commerce: 

I draw the minister’s attention to the ongoing Western Australian resource sector growth. 

(1) What policies and/or strategies does the minister have in place to maximise opportunities for local 
Western Australian and Australian businesses to participate in the massive increase in investment to the 
resource sector in Western Australia? 

(2) How does the government measure outcome success or otherwise in regards to these policies and 
strategies? 

(3) Does the government have any specific targets for local business participation in regards to WA 
resource sector growth and what are they? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of his question. 

(1)–(3) The Western Australian economy is growing and maturing in an increasingly globalised environment. 
The government does not believe in mandating levels of local content because that will drive up the cost 
of major projects, seeing jobs and projects exported overseas. However, the Western Australian 
government is interested in providing support to those willing to change the focus of their businesses in 
a way that makes them competitive. Local content provisions currently require major proponents to 
provide “full, fair and reasonable” opportunity for local companies to bid and supply the work. 
Although discussions are held between project proponents and government regarding opportunities for 
local business participation, specific targets are not imposed. Improving levels of local content means 
improving transparency around reporting local content levels in major projects and ensuring that 
suppliers and proponents appreciate each other’s requirement and capacities. The government will 
continue to focus on this over the coming weeks and months. This government continues to encourage 
increased constructive engagement by local and national businesses and the expanding resources 
industry with the aim of ensuring our local industries can continue to grow and prosper.  

KARARA MINING LTD — PARMELIA AQUIFER 

8. Hon ALISON XAMON to the minister representing the Minister for Water:  

I refer to Karara Mining Ltd’s application for a licence to withdraw 5.3 gigalitres of water a year from the 
Parmelia aquifer in the Mingenew sub-area. 

(1) Is the minister aware that the building of pipeline infrastructure between the Mingenew groundwater 
area and the proposed Karara mine site has already begun even though Karara’s application for the 
licence is still being assessed by the Department of Water and a decision is not expected to be made by 
the department until June 2011?  

(2) Is the minister aware of any assurance by the government, verbal or written, that may have been given 
to Karara Mining Ltd and/or its joint venture partners regarding Karara’s application for the water 
licence?  

(3) If yes to (2), will the minister please table the document or, if it was a verbal assurance, provide details 
of it?  

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question.  

(1) Yes.  

(2) No assurances in relation to this application have been made by the Department of Water. 

(3) Not applicable.  

RETIREMENT VILLAGES LEGISLATION — STATUTORY REPORT 

9. Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH to the Minister for Commerce: 

(1) Is the minister aware that the statutory report of the review of retirement villages legislation was tabled 
in Parliament late last year?  

(2) Has the minister read the report; and, if not, why not?  

(3) What is the minister’s position on the payment of ongoing charges after a non-owner resident leaves a 
retirement village?  

(4) Does the minister agree that the payment of ongoing charges after a non-owner resident leaves a 
retirement village should be restricted to six weeks; and, if not, why not?  
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Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

That was such a long question without notice that some of the details get a bit lost. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: If you wrote something down, you would know what the question is! 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: I am not here to take shorthand.  

(1) Yes, I am—thank you very much—well aware that the report — 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Have you read it?  

The PRESIDENT: Let him answer the question.  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: Yes, indeed I have read it.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: You have read it? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: Yes, I have. I thought you would like to know that. Have you? 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Yes.  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: We have all read it then; isn’t that nice! 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: What is the answer? You will know the answer then to the other two!  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: I have done rather more than that. I have been actively engaged over the recess in 
discussions and visits to certain retirement villages that have been prominent in the public debate to improve my 
hands-on, face-to-face understanding that we only get from visits and face-to-face discussions, which we often 
need in order to supplement what is written in reports.  

In connection to retirement villages, my department is drawing up proposals for legislation that I can take 
forward to cabinet. I indicate to the member that the proposals that I want to take forward have been given 
substantial priority by me. That means that my department has significant extra work to do but we want to 
progress some improvements to retirement village legislation. I predict the member will be glad to see a 
combination of proposals to provide not only some immediate improvements in the rules that govern retirement 
villages but also some legislated changes, where necessary, to give effect to some long overdue improvements in 
the regime. Once those proposals have gone through the cabinet process, I look forward to receiving the 
honourable member’s support to progress that legislation.  

NATIVE TITLE AGREEMENTS — MINISTERIAL SIGN-OFF 

10. Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM to the parliamentary secretary representing the Attorney 
General:  

(1) Can it be confirmed that ministerial sign-off is required on native title agreements?  

(2) Can it be confirmed that the sign-off is required solely from the minister responsible for native title or if 
all cabinet ministers are required to provide sign-off? 

(3) For the agreement to be processed does the government require a majority sign-off from ministers or 
must the sign-off be unanimous?  

(4) Please list all native title agreements that are awaiting cabinet approval to be processed.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 

(1)–(4) I thank the member for some notice of the question. I regret that I have not received a response from the 
Attorney General. If an explanation arrives before the end of question time, I will certainly provide it. 
Otherwise I will respond when I can.  

MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — INDUSTRY BRIEFING COMMENTS 

11. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum: 

I refer to the minister’s comments as guest speaker at the Department of Mines and Petroleum mining and 
environmental industry briefing on 25 August 2010 at the Sheraton Hotel and a sound bite available at 
soundcloud.com titled “2010-08-25 Moore heritage clearance”. 

(1) Did the minister make the following remark — 

“Please stay for the raffle. I hope this is the case. This afternoon the prize is a free Aboriginal 
heritage clearance.” 

(2) If no to (1), what were the minister’s exact words? 

(3) If yes to (1), is the minister aware of the offensive nature of this remark to Indigenous people in 
attendance and of this state? 
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(4) If no to (3), why does the minister not regard this remark as offensive?  

(5) If yes to (3), will the minister offer an apology to the Indigenous people of Western Australia for his 
remark? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of question. I wonder whether there is a standing order that covers those 
shirts; perhaps we should invent one!  

(1) Yes.  

(2) Not applicable.  

(3) I do not consider that my remarks were offensive in any way to Indigenous people and I have received 
no complaints in that regard. 

(4) My remark was made in a light-hearted manner. It was a reflection of complaints I had received in 
previous months from smaller players in the mining industry about what they considered to be 
unreasonably high costs being incurred by them for Aboriginal heritage surveys and the demands by 
some Indigenous groups for repeated surveys over the same ground, sometimes only a year or two 
apart, whenever an escalation of exploration activity is proposed or ground changes ownership. 
Contrary to the obvious inference in the honourable member’s question, I do not consider that my 
remark in any way denigrated Aboriginal heritage surveys and their recognised value in assisting in the 
protection of heritage sites important to Indigenous people in this state. 

(5) As indicated above, I have nothing to apologise for.  

DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET — SECTION 68 REDUNDANCY PACKAGES 

12. Hon ED DERMER to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:  

(1) Please advise the number of staff that accepted section 68 redundancy packages when the cabinet 
reshuffle was undertaken in December.  

(2) Please list each name, employment level and payout amount for the staff who accepted these packages. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)–(2) I am advised by the Department of the Premier and Cabinet that accurate information is still being 
compiled. This information will be tabled tomorrow.  

COUNCIL OF OFFICIAL VISITORS ANNUAL REPORT 2009–10 — TABLING 

13. Hon LINDA SAVAGE to the Minister for Mental Health: 

When will the 2009–10 annual report of the Council of Official Visitors be tabled in Parliament?  

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I thank the member for the question. As the member knows, I have indicated that this report is a really important 
voice for the people around the state who have mental illnesses, particularly those people who are in involuntary 
care. It is eight weeks since I became the minister and I have read that report from cover to cover. I have had 
discussions with the Director General of Health, the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards, the chair of the 
Council of Official Visitors and the Mental Health Commissioner. I am still waiting for some information from 
those people. When that information has been received, the report will be tabled but, more importantly, the 
government’s response to the issues that have been raised in the report will also be tabled.  

POINT PERON MARINA PROPOSAL — GRACEFUL SUN MOTH 

14. Hon LYNN MacLAREN to the minister representing the Minister for Planning: 

I refer to planning proposals to develop a marina at Point Peron. 

(1) Is the minister aware of the recent discovery of the graceful sun moth during a survey of the marine site 
and surrounding Point Peron region?  

(2) What are the impacts on the planning process of the existence of the graceful sun moth, a declared 
endangered species under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999, in the 
area proposed for the inland marina?  

(3) Does the existence of the graceful sun moth in an area affect proposed land clearing that would destroy 
the moth’s habitat; and, if not, why not?  
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Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question.  

(1) Yes.  

(2) The referral of the project to the commonwealth Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, 
Population and Communities has resulted in the project being deemed a controlled action by that 
department.  

(3) There is no preclusion of clearing of graceful sun moth habitat in any state or commonwealth policy. 
An assessment of any impact of clearing on the moth will be undertaken as part of the environmental 
assessment described above.  

HEALTH FACILITIES — NEWMAN 

15. Hon HELEN BULLOCK to the minister representing the Minister for Health: 

I refer the minister to the various health facilities available in the Pilbara town of Newman.  

(1) Does the government plan to update the child health clinic in Newman?  

(2) Are there plans to take antenatal care out of Newman District Hospital; and, if so, when will this be 
done? 

(3) How many resident midwives are currently in Newman?  

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question.  

(1) The child health clinic in Newman is managed in partnership with the Shire of East Pilbara. Any plans 
to update the Newman child health clinic infrastructure will be in negotiation with the shire council. 
The WA Country Health Service Pilbara is undertaking a service profile of child health clinics across 
the region.  

(2) There are no plans to cease this service. Midwifery clinics are provided by the WA Country Health 
Service Pilbara. The community midwife from Newman provides an antenatal clinic one day a 
fortnight. Postnatal care remains unchanged, with all referrals to the child health nurse for follow up. 
Routine antenatal screening is done by the patient’s general practitioner. The clinic is run by the WA 
Country Health Service Pilbara population health unit, which is located on the Newman hospital site. 

(3) There are three registered nurses with midwifery qualifications employed at Newman.  

VERVE ENERGY — DEBT 

16. Hon KATE DOUST to the Minister for Energy: 

(1) What is Verve Energy’s current debt?  

(2) What dividends were paid to government by Verve Energy in 2010? 

(3) Does the minister consider it appropriate that Verve profits are being used to prop up the government’s 
budget rather than paying off Verve’s substantial debt?  

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) As at 31 January 2011, Verve Energy’s debt was $1 193 million—Western Australian Treasury 
Corporation, $1 004 million; finance lease, $189 million. 

(2) Dividend payments for the 2009–10 financial year are yet to be finalised.  

(3) This government has stabilised the previously untenable loss-making position that Verve was forced 
into by the previous vesting contract between Verve and Synergy. Verve Energy has been incurring 
large financial losses as a result of retail electricity tariffs being below cost-reflective levels and the 
previous government’s requirement that Verve Energy bear the financial impact of this situation. The 
government considered this situation was unsustainable and has replaced the vesting contract with a 
more conventional contractual arrangement under which Synergy is now required to pay Verve Energy 
for its electricity generation at prices that enable Verve Energy to recover its costs. In addition, the 
government is transparently funding the difference between the prices paid by consumers and the cost 
of supplying electricity by way of subsidy payments to Synergy. It is appropriate for the government to 
receive a dividend from Verve Energy’s profits after tax, scheduled debt payments and depreciation. 
This practice also ensures appropriate competitive neutrality with private power providers who also 
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operate in the south west interconnected system. Due to the changes made by the Liberal–National 
government, we are now able to show clearly and transparently what the operating cost is for our 
utilities and the real cost of providing electricity to businesses and residential consumers across the 
state.  

GNANGARA SUSTAINABILITY STRATEGY — TABLING 

17. Hon ALISON XAMON to the minister representing the Minister for Water: 

I refer to the final version of the Gnangara sustainability strategy due for release in December 2009.  

(1) Will the government now finally table the final Gnangara sustainability strategy report?  

(2) If it will not table it now, when will the government do so?  

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question.  

(1)–(2) The Gnangara sustainability strategy is being finalised by the Department of Water, following which 
the Minister for Water will determine when and how it is to be released.  

INDIGENOUS AFFAIRS — STOLEN WAGES 

18. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the Minister for Indigenous Affairs: 

Given the fact that the minister’s predecessor in the Indigenous affairs portfolio is on the record several times 
apologising for the Barnett government’s tardy response to the stolen wages report, can the minister tell the 
house how and when he plans to deal with the vitally important unfinished business arising out of the report?  

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

I thank the honourable member for the question. I assure the member that it is a really vexed issue. I am very, 
very conscious of it. I have been briefed extensively. We are dealing with an issue relating to payments up to 
1972. One of the big issues, as we have always found with any issue such as this, is trying to follow the paper 
trail in terms of accessibility for the stolen wages, who is eligible and the appropriate amount to be paid. I can 
assure the member that we are looking at this issue. It is important to me. We have to go to cabinet once we work 
on a proposal. The issue remains—it would be the same for any government organisation or department—that 
we need to ascertain who is eligible for the stolen wages and the amount of the stolen wages. That is the biggest 
issue that we are faced with, but at the same time it is important.  

GRAIN RAIL NETWORK — TIER 3 LINES CLOSURE 

19. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Regional 
Development: 

(1) Does the minister still hold the view that the reason the government is not investing in the tier 3 grain 
lines is that the industry will not use them?  

(2) Will the minister honour his commitment to invest in these lines if Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd and 
Watco advise him that they will use these lines? 

(3) If no to (2), why not? 

(4) Is the minister confident that sufficient money has been allocated to ensure that all roads impacted by 
the closure of the tier 3 lines will be upgraded?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question.  

(1)–(4) The minister has responded by saying that these questions should be directed to the Minister for 
Transport, who has responsibility for this matter. Nevertheless, I am aware that the Minister for 
Regional Development attended the meeting of the Western Australian Farmers Federation, Merredin 
zone, at Narembeen on Friday, 11 February 2011 to listen to the concerns of farmers and shires 
regarding this issue. The entry of Watco into the equation has changed the paradigm. The Minister for 
Regional Development will await the outcome of Watco’s assessment of the tier 3 lines and its 
agreement with CBH regarding the way forward, which will be presented to government through the 
Minister for Transport.  

GENETICALLY MODIFIED CANOLA — CONTAMINATION OF CROPS 

20. Hon LYNN MacLAREN to the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 

(1) Is the minister aware that the Kojonup farmer whose farm was stripped of its organic status due to 
genetically modified canola contamination already has legal fees amounting to $30 000? 
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(2) Will the government establish a fund to compensate farmers for the loss of their organic and non-GM 
status due to GM contamination? 

(3) Will the minister consider introducing farm protection legislation to ensure that the livelihoods of 
organic and non-GM farmers are not threatened by the introduction of GM canola in Western Australia? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question.  

(1) No. However, once the minister read the question, I presume he did realise. 

(2)–(3) The 2005–06 independent review of the Gene Technology Act 2000 considered proposals to establish a 
compensation fund and to introduce farmer protection legislation. The review concluded that a 
mandatory compensation scheme and a strict liability regime should not be introduced into the act. 

RAILWAY — BRUCE ROCK–YILLIMINNING 

21. Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM to the minister representing the Minister for Transport: 

(1) Can the minister confirm that the Bruce Rock to Yilliminning rail line will cease operations in June 
2011? 

(2) How does the government expect the next harvest will be transported to port from this area? 

(3) Which roads will be upgraded to replace this rail line? 

(4) When will they be upgraded? 

(5) What standards, including width of seal, will they be upgraded to? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

I thank the honourable member for notice of the question.  

(1) Yes, the line is scheduled to cease operations by the end of June 2011. 

(2) The majority of grain will be transported by road to bins at Brookton and Kellerberrin for cartage by 
rail to port. In accordance with current practices a proportion of grain will continue to travel by road 
direct to port to reach marketers’ schedules. 

(3) The roads noted below were identified in the initial road selection process: Wickepin–Pingelly–
Brookton; Brookton Bin Access Roads; Wickepin–Cuballing–Brookton; Yealering–Bulyee; the 
Bullaring section of the Wickepin–Corrigin Road; the Corrigin to Brookton section of the Brookton 
Highway; and the Ainsworth to Bruce Rock link. Main Roads Western Australia is currently 
communicating with affected local governments to confirm and prioritise road routes. Once this process 
has been finalised, there may be further changes. 

(4) The roadworks program is currently being developed by Main Roads Western Australia in conjunction 
with affected local governments. 

(5) Seven-metre sealed width. 

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: That’s a lot more than your lot ever did! 

RESTRAINING ORDERS LAW — REVIEW 

22. Hon LINDA SAVAGE to the parliamentary secretary representing the Attorney General: 

I refer to a report in The West Australian on 15 December 2010 that the Attorney General had recently received a 
review of restraining orders law from his department. 

(1) When did the Attorney General receive the review? 

(2) Will the Attorney General make the review available to the Parliament?  

(3) If no to (3), why not? 

(4) When will the Attorney General release his response to the review? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) The Attorney General of the previous government received the review in March 2008. 

(2) The review was tabled in the Legislative Assembly on 7 May 2008. 
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(3) Not applicable. 

(4) The previous Attorney General accepted all of the recommendations at the time of tabling. Those 
involving amendments to the Restraining Orders Act 1997 are currently being drafted and the Attorney 
General expects to introduce them into Parliament during the current sitting. 

COMMUNITY SHORT-STAY ACCOMMODATION — FUNDING 
HOMESWEST HOUSING — ANTISOCIAL BEHAVIOUR 

Questions on Notice 3020 and 3021 — Answer Advice 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [5.04 pm]: Pursuant to standing 
order 138(d), I inform the house that questions on notice 3020 and 3021 asked by Hon Lynn MacLaren to the 
Leader of the House representing the Minister for Housing will be answered in due course.  

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 3213, 3237 AND 3248 

Papers Tabled 

Papers relating to answers to questions on notice 3213, 3237 and 3248 were tabled by Hon Norman Moore 
(Leader of the House). 

ELECTRICITY TARIFFS — TREASURY REVIEW 

Question without Notice — Answer Advice 

HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan — Minister for Finance) [5.05 pm]: I received an answer to 
the question posed by Hon Kate Doust via me to the Treasurer. I now have the answer and seek leave to have it 
tabled and incorporated into Hansard. 

Leave granted. [See paper 2944.] 

The following material was incorporated — 
 

I thank the Honourable member for some notice of the question. 

1. Yes. The review forms part of the DTF’s annual assessment of the budget position of the power entities. 

2. The review will inform the Government’s decisions on cost recovery and the provision of operating subsidies. These decisions 
will be announced when the 2011-12 Budget is released in May 2011. 

3. The Office of Energy and Synergy have been consulted. 

4. The Government’s decision on electricity tariffs will be announced when the 2011-12 budget is released. 
 

ABORIGINAL WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT CENTRE 

Question on Notice 3008 — Answer Advice 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Energy) [5.05 pm]: Pursuant to standing 
order 138(d), I inform the house that question on notice 3008 asked by Hon Alison Xamon to myself as Minister 
for Training and Workforce Development will be answered tomorrow.  

PILBARA — WATER EXTRACTION 

Question on Notice 2997 — Answer Advice 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Minister for Disability Services) [5.05 pm]: Pursuant to 
standing order 138(d), I inform the house that question on notice 2997 asked by Hon Robin Chapple to the 
parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Water will be answered in due course.  

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 3234, 3190, 3160 AND 3163 

Papers Tabled 

Papers relating to answers to questions on notice 3234, 3190, 3160 and 3163 were tabled by Hon Helen Morton 
(Minister for Mental Health). 

NATIVE TITLE AGREEMENTS — MINISTERIAL SIGN-OFF 

Question without Notice — Answer Advice 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.07 pm]: Earlier, Hon 
Matt Benson-Lidholm asked a question of the Attorney General. I have now been provided with an answer and 
seek leave to have it tabled and incorporated into Hansard.  

Leave granted. [See paper 2949.] 
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The following material was incorporated — 
 

I thank the Hon Member for some notice of the Question. 

1-4) All native title agreements are subject to Cabinet consideration. Native title matters are referred to Cabinet by the Minister. All 
Cabinet considerations are confidential. 

 

HEALTH, SAFETY AND CIVIL LIABILITY (CHILDREN IN SCHOOLS  
AND CHILD CARE SERVICES) BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.07 pm]: Earlier, I was 
saying that I thought this legislation was very useful for both parents and staff working at schools and in 
childcare situations. This bill will provide relief for parents because for a lot of parents whose child has a severe 
allergy, it is quite a stressful situation, and not knowing how it will be handled in a school or childcare situation 
just adds to that stress of how these things are managed, and also, perhaps, adds to a reluctance to allow children 
to participate in certain activities in a school or care environment, if parents do not know whether the appropriate 
medicine or remedy can be made available. I know that in my case, with my daughter, we were sometimes 
reluctant to send her on some school excursions if we thought she might have had a potential to be exposed to a 
bee sting or some other insect bite. Last year she went on her first field trip for an extended period for her 
university study in geology and had to go to the back of somewhere up near Sandstone, right out in the bush. 
Even though she is older, we still had to make sure that she had a current EpiPen and that the people who were 
travelling with her, in a group of three or four, knew exactly what to do with it if she was stung; it is not 
necessarily an easy process. It is an ongoing issue; for some reason people are becoming more and more allergic 
to a range of things and we are having to deal with it. I think that this bill will provide that surety and protection, 
which I think is a very positive move. I hope that at some point we seek to extend this protection to staff into 
ordinary workplaces as well, because I know that for a lot of people, even as they become adults, the potential to 
have an anaphylactic experience can continue. Sadly, that support is not always there. Although we have been 
fortunate not to have any child deaths as a result of anaphylaxis in Western Australia, a number of deaths have 
occurred in the eastern states where the remedy could not be provided in the form of an EpiPen or another 
solution. I note that Hon Sue Ellery was surfing the web at the beginning of my speech to see what information 
on anaphylaxis the Department for Communities has. Unfortunately, it is not possible to access that information 
on the department’s website. The relevant minister might want to take up that issue with her department. I am 
sure it has a policy that one hopes will be made available for members of the public to read.  

I conclude by saying that this bill is a very positive step forward and will provide great relief to both staff and 
parents and, hopefully—something we all want to see—prevent the potential for a fatality to occur in childcare 
or schooling arrangements.  

HON LINDA SAVAGE (East Metropolitan) [5.10 pm]: I will speak briefly in support of the Health, Safety 
and Civil Liability (Children in Schools and Child Care Services) Bill because several members have already 
spoken and very eloquently covered the detail of the bill and provided a lot of other useful information about this 
issue. I have had an opportunity to look at the very thorough report of the expert working committee of 
September 2007 and I must say that it was interesting to read that anaphylaxis is uncommon but not rare. 
Looking back on when my own children were at school, which is obviously quite some time ago, I remember 
noticing that there were more schoolchildren suffering from asthma. When I was growing up it was something 
very few children I knew had. Similarly, when my children were at school I became somewhat aware of 
allergies, but it is only in very recent years that I have become aware that schools are asking parents not to send 
in their lunch boxes anything that contains nuts. In fact, when cakes were made for a cake stall parents were 
asked to refrain from including nuts in the cakes. I recall that one of my children brought home a note asking us 
to list the ingredients in the food. That was the extent to which steps were being taken to identify what may be in 
food due to the number of children suffering from allergies.  

The expert working committee report is reassuring in that, although admissions to Princess Margaret Hospital for 
Children have doubled in the past four years, there have not been any deaths among children. Of course, the fact 
that the incidence is increasing at that rate is itself a cause for concern. I am pleased to hear that more research is 
being done. No doubt, given the increase of the incidence among children, hopefully, increasing insight will be 
gained into what is in the environment that we have created for our children that is leading to this increase.  

The bill is very important in a number of aspects, particularly in the amendments to the Civil Liability Act 2002, 
because it will provide staff members of schools and childcare services with additional protection from civil 
liability in circumstances in which the staff member, in good faith, treats a child or student who is experiencing 
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an anaphylactic reaction. Members may recall that last year I spoke at length about education assistants and the 
many tasks they take on, as do teachers and other staff in schools. The operation of this bill will add another 
responsibility that a number of school staff will have to take on. It is therefore worth reiterating what I said last 
year when I said that it is discouraging that some categories of workers, such as teachers and education 
assistants, who, considering the enormity of their responsibilities—some of which, as we have discussed this 
evening, go to life or death issues—remain so poorly paid.  

I attended a very useful briefing on this bill today. One of the issues raised was the amendment that will put the 
onus on parents to update a school with helpful information on their children, as we would no doubt expect 
parents to do. I noted in that briefing that it is obviously not something that can be enforced; there are no 
penalties. I expect schools will respond—I will be interested to hear from the minister—by way of sending out 
literature or notices to parents with perhaps some prompting to update that information, along with other 
information parents are often asked to provide. Asthma, of course, is an issue that most of us are familiar with 
because certainly over the past 15 or 20 years it has become quite routine to ask whether a child needs an inhaler. 
I will be interested to hear how that will be dealt with in practice.  

Finally, I will talk about training staff members. Hon Sue Ellery referred to the percentage of schools that have 
received training, which I understand is provided by community health nurses. I am interested to know how 
many people within a school or childcare centre need to be trained for, say, each 100 students. Hypothetically, if 
five people were trained in a school population of 200 students, on any day one trained person could be away or 
on an excursion. I am wondering how the practicalities could be addressed to ensure that an adequate number of 
people are trained and available. Given that anaphylaxis is an uncommon event, how will that level of training be 
maintained? Hon Kate Doust, obviously speaking from personal experience, indicated that using an EpiPen is 
not as simple as it is sometimes depicted on television of someone picking up an EpiPen and jabbing it in the 
victim’s arm. It involves a learning process. I understand that the training takes about an hour and a half. I 
assume that is because other related first aid is needed to deal simultaneously with someone having an 
anaphylactic fit and a reaction to the EpiPen. That detail of the number of people trained in, say, each 100 
students in a school population is something I am interested to hear about. I think it goes to the practicality of 
how this legislation will operate, which, I must say, is extremely welcome. I say that in the spirit of helping to 
flesh out that information. Thank you.  

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Minister for Mental Health) [5.20 pm] — in reply: I start 
by thanking everybody for their support of the Health, Safety and Civil Liability (Children in Schools and Child 
Care Services) Bill 2010. Everybody has clearly indicated why this is such a very important piece of 
legislation—be it from personal experience or for the number of children this legislation will obviously benefit. 

Members understand that the severity of and the short time frame in which people have to take action after an 
anaphylactic episode are telling reasons for this important legislation. The non-reaction or inappropriate reaction 
of an appropriate person to an anaphylactic episode could be quite serious and even life threatening. Hon Sue 
Ellery commented that at the moment the literature indicates that about one in 70 children will have a reaction to 
peanuts and that at any time in Western Australian schools we have 20 children who are allergic or likely to be 
allergic in some way to peanuts. I am not talking about the range of allergies that they might have. 

My involvement in this legislation is quite specific. I will touch on some of the broader recommendations from 
the report and will, along with everybody else, acknowledge the work of the people who undertook to produce 
the report titled, “Anaphylaxis: Meeting The Challenge For Western Australian Children: Report Of The Review 
By The Western Australian Anaphylaxis Expert Working Committee”. I will not go over the key objectives of 
the report because members are obviously very aware of the report and its contents.  

An objective of this legislation is to ensure that information about any change is provided to schools; that is, 
parents have a responsibility to bring to the attention of the school not only information about their child’s 
allergy status, but also any change in their allergy status. A second key objective is to ensure that children 
receive timely and appropriate treatment even when there has been no consent by parents or guardians to that 
treatment being provided. Clearly, we understand why it is important to be able to do that. Finally, a key 
objective is that staff members of a school or childcare service will be protected from civil liability so long as 
they treat in good faith the child or student who has experienced an anaphylactic reaction.  

The other important message in this legislation is that there is no downside to a teacher or an appropriate person 
providing treatment for an anaphylactic event, even if the child has not experienced such an event. Staff must 
feel comforted by the fact that if they suspect an anaphylactic episode or have had good reason to assess that 
there has been an anaphylactic episode, they can straightaway provide treatment.  

Members have raised a number of issues and I will go over some of those. However, I will now say that the 
legislation makes clear that a staff member of a school or a childcare service is protected from civil liability 
when they undertake treatment in good faith, and without recklessness administer medication to a child in a 
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responsible manner. The only legislated exclusion to that protection in this bill is, appropriately, when the staff 
member administering the treatment is intoxicated and that intoxification is self-induced.  

I will move on to some of the more specific details. I do not know whether I will provide all the information 
members want, but I have quite a lot here. The report recommended that community awareness of anaphylaxis 
management needs to be raised. The management implementation group has made progress in raising the 
awareness of anaphylaxis in schools and childcare services by distributing anaphylaxis resource kits. The kits 
contain a CD on allergy management, fact sheets, a trainer auto adrenaline injector—commonly known as the 
EpiPen, and the anaphylaxis management guidelines. That information is available in these resource kits and on 
the Department of Health website, which I think Hon Sue Ellery said that she had accessed information from. 
Making sure that information is linked between agencies will be achieved by making sure that appropriate 
liaison is taking place between agencies.  

Training between January 2010 and December 2010: members opposite were quite right in the percentage 
figures they provided when they said 54 per cent of schools had now received training in anaphylaxis 
management and 57 per cent of childcare services had now received training in anaphylaxis management. The 
Department of Health is working towards setting up the training as an e-learning program from 2012. This 
means that the training could continue indefinitely, which concern I think was raised by Hon Alison Xamon.  

To give members an understanding of the range of activity taken in that training, a memorandum of 
understanding exists between the unit responsible for innovation and health services reform and the Child and 
Adolescent Community Health Services and the WA Country Health Service for the provision of anaphylaxis 
training to WA schools and childcare services. Training is funded by the anaphylaxis budget to June 2012, and a 
little later I will talk about what that budget consists of. Members were asking whether additional resources had 
been provided and what is going to happen post-2012. Training is offered to all schools and childcare services. 
The total cost to employ community health nurses to conduct the training for one year is $477 000. Community 
health nurses appropriately trained in anaphylaxis treatment and in particular in the use of the adrenaline auto 
injector, train community health nurses in schools to provide training to school and childcare services staff. The 
standard training package delivered by the community health nurses is supported by the anaphylaxis resource kit 
and the EpiPen. A member has, I think, mentioned that each training session is about 1.5 hours in duration. The 
development of a refresher program is in the planning stages and a number of members asked about how that 
was going. Development of sustainable training beyond the project end in 2012 is in the planning stages. It is 
recognised that this training needs to be ongoing—to go beyond the end of 2012. I have mentioned the 
percentages, but I will not go into what is happening in other states. 

In terms of the budget, the state government approved $6.6 million over four years to implement the 
recommendations from the report. Funding commenced in 2008, but was carried over to 2009 when the 
anaphylaxis management implementation group was formed to commence the implementation of the 
recommendations. Although this block of funding is due to cease in June 2012, I think it is necessary to make it 
clear that the minister in the other place has commented that the Department of Health is in the planning stages 
of a refresher program to keep up to date the skills of those who have already completed the training in addition 
to bringing on training for those who are entering the system for the first time. The department is also in the 
planning stages for the budget beyond 2012—that is happening at the moment. 

Members asked about what the funding is going to. The funding is for a project officer, the development of 
training packages used by the community health nurses to train in the use of the EpiPen, the anaphylaxis 
resource kits and a one-off distribution to all schools and childcare services who have undertaken the training—
as Hon Kate Doust indicated, an additional EpiPen has been provided to those schools and childcare services—
and the establishment of a notification register under the Health Act 1911 for reporting anaphylaxis events. The 
regulations required for this initiative are still being developed. I think that was another matter members opposite 
were asking about.  

The bill is part of a package of initiatives concerning the management of anaphylaxis, and the legislative 
component of that is just one component. The other recommendations that have been implemented and 
progressed are the training of staff in the management of anaphylaxis; the distribution of the anaphylaxis 
resource kits; the distribution of EpiPens to schools and childcare centres since they have received training; 
availability of information on the Department of Health website; and, as I mentioned, work is progressing on that 
register. 

Hon Sue Ellery asked whether a crèche in somewhere like IKEA or a shopping centre or a gym might be 
included. My information is that a crèche or a gym is not considered a childcare service because it does not meet 
the criteria set out in the Child Care Services Regulations 2007, which defines a childcare centre in a particular 
way. Therefore, a crèche or a gym does not meet those criteria. I will refresh Hon Sue Ellery’s awareness—I am 
sure she is aware of the Child Care Services Act 2007—of section 4(2), which reads — 
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Care provided to a child is excluded from the application of section 4(1) of the Act if — 

(a) the child has reached 2 months of age; and 

(b) a parent or other relative of the child is available to attend to the child’s immediate physical 
needs; and 

(c) each care session does not exceed 3 hours; and 

(d) the care session in any week do not exceed 12 hours; and 

(e) the number of care sessions on any day does not exceed 2 and those sessions are separated by a 
period of at least one hour; 

There are a number of other elements. I do not know whether Hon Sue Ellery wants me to go through them. I 
suggest Hon Sue Ellery reads section 4(2) of the act, which indicates that a crèche or gym does not fall within 
that definition. 

Hon Sue Ellery asked a bit more about the regulations and where the drafting was up to. There has been 
discussion between the agencies and the stakeholders through the anaphylaxis management implementation 
group but, in keeping with usual practice, the actual drafting will not commence until the bill is debated and 
passed. 

The answer to the question about whether any consideration had been given by the expert working committee to 
the recommendations cross-referenced in the coroner’s report on the death in 2007 is no, as the expert working 
committee reported in September 2007 and the coroner made his recommendations in 2010. I do not imagine, 
however, that it means that those considerations have not been brought into the general awareness and 
understanding of the general management that needs to be taking place. 

Hon Sue Ellery: I would hope so. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Yes. I understand the Department of Health is progressing the recommendations 
made by the coroner as well. 

I have answered the question on additional resources. The answer to the question on whether there is a 
specialised paediatric service for anaphylaxis is yes, at Princess Margaret Hospital under the head of department, 
Dr Richard Loh, and that is now extended to Fremantle Health Service and Joondalup Health Campus as a result 
of the report’s recommendations. 

I have probably covered most of the questions asked by Hon Sue Ellery and also most of the questions that were 
asked by Hon Alison Xamon. The one question that I have not answered is one that was asked by Hon Linda 
Savage about the number of people per 100 students to be trained. I do not have that information at hand, but if 
the member would like that information, I can provide it outside this process. 

I commend the bill. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Committee 

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm) in the chair; Hon Helen Morton (Minister for 
Mental Health) in charge of the bill. 

Clause 1: Short title — 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I will ask this question in this clause because it does not neatly fit anywhere else, and I 
indicate that I have only two other questions I want to ask. 

I thank the minister for her answers to the questions. The minister referred to the resource kits that are being 
distributed to schools. Despite the fact that training is being rolled out for them incrementally, does the minister 
have information available to her on whether the resource kits are in all schools now? 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Yes. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: So, once the training has been completed for particular schools, they will be issued with 
EpiPens and will be ready to go, which would mean that 57 per cent of schools now have EpiPens available for 
use by trained staff. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Yes. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 2 to 5 put and passed. 
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Clause 6: Part 1CA inserted — 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I have two questions. This is the clause of the bill that defines those people who are 
covered. It therefore defines which children are captured and which staff are captured. The minister provided us 
with an update of information on the rollout of the training of staff. She also provided us with the budget 
amount. I think $6.6 million has been allocated over a four-year period through to June 2012. I wonder whether 
the minister has any other information available to her. The figures for schools and childcare centres are 
57 per cent and 54 per cent respectively. Can the minister indicate to us when it is anticipated that will be 
completed; or will it be by June 2012? It seems to me that once momentum in these things picks up, although it 
might take a while to get off the ground, there is a sort of rhythm in providing this training. Schools are aware 
they have to do it and it might be that it will happen a bit quicker for the second half of schools and childcare 
centres. Does the minister have any indication about the time line she expects to complete that training? 

Hon HELEN MORTON: The government’s intention and the obvious desire is that all schools will take it up. 
There is a real commitment to that, and that commitment is demonstrated by the move to e-learning and the 
ability for schools to access that information and that training in a more flexible and innovative approach. But at 
this stage there is no definite date for when the 100 per cent figure that I think Hon Sue Ellery is looking for 
would be achieved. However, the government is committed to moving to that point. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I wonder if we can get this on the record. It is not optional, is it? They are required to 
complete the training. It is good that they are committed to it, but whether they are committed or not, they have 
to do it. I want that to be clarified for the record. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Under the student healthcare policy within Education and the childcare regulations, it 
is a lawful requirement; it is not optional. Once the bill has passed, it will be a lawful requirement for schools 
and childcare centres to take up that legislation—to take up that responsibility. Failure to do so is a breach of the 
Public Sector Management Act and will be dealt with accordingly. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I only came in at the end of that when the minister talked about the failure to take up the 
policy. I wonder, particularly in the case of childcare centres and facilities, whether there will be some sort of 
monitoring or audit to ensure that they have the right medication or EpiPens in place, that they are fully trained 
or that there is a person who is appointed. Is there some sort of ongoing process to monitor that? 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I do not think that it will be any more specific than other healthcare requirements 
provided within schools. Obviously, there is already a raft of requirements for schools to implement certain 
health policies under the student healthcare policy and the childcare regulations. I do not think that there will be 
a specific person who is coordinating or ensuring that that is undertaken in that way. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Perhaps the minister who has responsibility for that area might be able to clarify that. The 
reason I ask is that I appreciate the difference between the turnover in staff and the maturity of staff in a school 
situation and a childcare environment. Child care tends to have younger staff and a higher turnover of staff. That 
is why I wonder about the delivery of training for the person responsible to ensure that they know how to use an 
EpiPen—which I am holding—if need be. I do not know whether Hon Robyn McSweeney can respond about her 
part of the portfolio that would have carriage of that. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: As the Minister for Community Services, which child care comes under, all the 
staff in the centre are trained. The health department comes in and trains them; therefore, they cannot operate if 
they do not have a person who is qualified to administer an EpiPen in case of an emergency. The health 
department goes into all the childcare centres and trains all the staff. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I will pursue that one step further. It is common practice for childcare centres to seek 
exemptions; they do it on a daily basis in respect of exemptions to having certain qualified staff on the premises 
and they do it for all sorts of reasons, particularly outside Perth where they cannot simply ring a pool of people 
to come in to relieve. I wonder whether that has been taken into account in the way that this system is to be 
managed in childcare centres. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: As I understand it, the Leader of the Opposition is talking about the rural centres. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Anyone can seek an exemption. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: They can seek an exemption, but they cannot seek an exemption from having 
someone who has been trained to use an EpiPen. They cannot seek an exemption for that; they must have 
somebody trained on site. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: This is my last question. Clause 6 of the bill amends section 5AA of the Civil Liability 
Act. Page 4 of the bill defines “staff member” and paragraph (e) of that definition states — 

prescribed (or of a class prescribed) by the regulations as a person to whom this Part applies. 
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That definition first states that a staff member is a natural person and then sets out two categories of capturing 
staff in schools and two categories of capturing staff in childcare centres—that is, a supervising officer, which is 
a specifically designated position defined in legislation, or a member of the staff of a childcare service, which is 
basically everybody else. I wonder whether it is possible to get a definition of who is captured by paragraph 
(e)—that is, prescribed. Are we talking about prescribed in respect of child care? I do not think we would, 
because the paragraph above that has covered basically everybody in a childcare centre. Is there some other 
category of people who might work in a school setting who might be captured by that provision? 

Hon HELEN MORTON: When the bill was drafted, it was meant to be a flexible option in case the preceding 
definitions did not capture people who might be trained. The question that I just asked my adviser is: could it 
actually be applied to a volunteer? The response was that it could, so that is an example of somebody who could 
be captured by that latter category of person. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 7 to 9 put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 

Report 

Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Helen Morton (Minister for Mental Health), and passed. 

POLICE AMENDMENT BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 23 September 2010. 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.51 pm]: I rise to make 
some comments on the Police Amendment Bill 2010 on behalf of the opposition. When this bill was introduced 
and read a second time in this place last year, we were all excited about it and foresaw a few issues with it. With 
the passage of a few months, it is like most things—when we come back on the first sitting day, we have a 
tendency to forget some of the things we canvassed. I have had a brief look at the issues. I understand that a 
number of my colleagues also wish to make some comments on this bill and its potential impact on both tourism 
and sporting events.  

Labor will be opposing this bill. We have a number of concerns, which I will outline later in my speech, and 
reasons why we are opposing this bill. I am sure that the minister representing the Minister for Police will listen 
diligently to what I have to say to him. The minister explained in his second reading speech that part of the 
reason for introducing this bill was the 2004 Royal Commission Into Whether There Has Been Corrupt or 
Criminal Conduct by Any Western Australian Police Officer. One of the deficiencies identified in the report of 
that royal commission was that the Commissioner of Police had some difficulty charging fees or being able to 
cost recover fees for the use of police at special events and some public functions. This bill seeks to facilitate a 
mechanism for the police commissioner to seek cost recovery for large-scale events of a commercial nature. It 
aims to set up a user-pays fee system in which the police commissioner can set a fee for certain events that 
require the presence of police or an additional police presence. I understand that this fee would apply to events 
attracting more than 5 000 people and it is more than likely that the event would be categorised as a sporting or 
cultural event. There has been some comment about the impact upon ticketing prices for events such as football 
at Subiaco Oval, rock concerts or other types of cultural events. I will talk about that in more detail later.  

In some ways this bill can be seen as a “cops for hire” change. Some concern has been expressed about the 
purpose and function of police at these types of events given that the event organisers employ security staff or 
other types of staff to manage traffic or movement through these events or to maintain some sort of order at these 
events. I was thinking about a cultural event that I attended in Bunbury on New Year’s Eve in about 1989–90. I 
was wondering how this type of change would affect this event. It was a Painters and Dockers–Angels concert at 
a big oval. 

Hon Alison Xamon: I was there. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Was the member there too? It was a great concert. There were about four of us. Everyone 
else was a bikie. 

Hon Liz Behjat: Were you old enough to go to that concert?  

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, I was. It is amazing what you do when you follow your boyfriend around.  
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I recall that that event started early in the afternoon. It was not the type of event that I would normally attend. I 
do like the Angels but am not so keen on Painters and Dockers’ music. Everyone had trekked down to Bunbury 
for it. There were about 300 bikies, about 100 or 200 farmers and four others, which were us. This concert went 
all through the night. Given the nature of the music and the types of personalities there, it was a very well 
organised and orderly event. In fact, I think the most unorderly part was the behaviour of a couple of my 
colleagues whom I was with on the night. 

Hon Giz Watson: It’s all coming out now! 

Hon KATE DOUST: It was not me; I was the skipper who had to drive back to Perth. Admittedly, there were 
not 5 000 people at that event; I do not know how many were there at the end of the day. Is that the type of event 
that this change would target? I do not know whether having the presence of police officers at that type of event 
would have enhanced it. I think the other types of people who were there calmed everybody down. I do not think 
anyone would have misbehaved with some of the characters who were wandering around at that concert.  

I am sure that other members will be able to give examples of the types of events that are held in their own 
communities that could be impacted by this “police for hire” approach that is being taken by the government. I 
understand that there would be some concern on the part of the commissioner who, from time to time, may have 
to provide some of his officers to attend functions. At the end of the day, that is why members of the community 
pay taxes. They expect police to be in certain places at certain times to ensure that there is a modicum of law and 
order and that people in certain situations exhibit particular behaviours. There is a community expectation that 
that is part and parcel of the work of the police. If people get unruly or out of hand, the police may be called in to 
settle things down. 

If there is already a capacity for events organisers to have their own arrangements in place, what will this do for 
the police? Given that the resources of the police are already stretched with the management of their day-to-day 
work dealing with any number of issues they have to deal with—break and enters, road traffic issues, murders, 
drug issues, violence issues et cetera—and we are always hearing about how police are under stress, I do not 
know how an under-resourced police force will be able to fulfil the requirements of this legislation.  

One of the reasons we have concern and do not support this legislation relates to the amount charged for a police 
presence. When I had my briefing months ago, the advisers were asked how much the police would charge to be 
in attendance at these events. From memory, we were told at the briefing that there would be a fixed rate 
regardless of rank. I am pretty sure that the figure quoted was $90 an hour. No breakdown was provided to show 
how that amount was arrived at. I would be interested to hear from the minister how that figure was arrived at. 
What components make up that calculation? Is it just a flat-out cost recovery or will the police make some 
money out of this? I know that in the budgets for 2009–10, 2011–12 and 2012–13, three specific amounts are set 
out for cost recovery for police to participate in special events. I think that they range from $600 000 to about 
$682 000 in the forward estimates for 2012–13. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm  

Hon KATE DOUST: Before the dinner break I was talking about the size of the functions to be taken into 
account; from memory, they were public functions of a commercial value at which 5 000 people would be 
gathered. At least 10 police officers would be provided at those functions. I think that is where I got to. One 
issue of great concern to us with this legislation is that if police are used in this way and charge a fee, that fee 
will ultimately be extracted from the public because they will be paying for the ticket. The fee will be paid by the 
event organiser to the police, so prices will go up. People will have to pay more for the privilege of going to 
certain events, be it football, cultural or other types of events.  

Over the dinner break one of my colleagues, who is a football fanatic, said that the cost of attending the football 
is going up. The cost of membership—that is, the access cost to a football game—has gone up and will probably 
go up again. With this fee, it will go up even more. For a lot of families who are already struggling to pay extra 
costs imposed on them while this government has been in office, this is just one more extra financial crunch to 
be added. It may actually deter people from attending certain functions. Families can only stretch their dollar so 
far. If people know they have to pay more simply to have a police presence at some events, not only will some 
decide not to go but also there may be some event organisers who decide it is too expensive, that it will simply 
put them out of the market, and that it makes it too complicated and too expensive to run the event. That would 
be of great concern.  

New South Wales, Victoria and Queensland have been running a system like this since about 2001. I am not too 
sure of the detail of the payment that is made to the police. Perhaps the minister might like to provide the detail. I 
want to talk about New South Wales a little later. It will lead to one of my concerns about the opportunity for 
police to rake in extra dollars. The minister can clarify this for me, but it is something I recall from the briefing: I 
understand there is already a requirement, if event organisers have a liquor licence, for security to be provided 
anyway. For a lot of the big-ticket events, including the football, that is already the case. We do not hear too 
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many stories of outrageous activity occurring at Subiaco Oval after the Dockers have thrashed the Eagles! I have 
not heard of too many heads getting cracked. I do not know whether having security in place around the field, 
marshalling people out swiftly, or directing traffic will make a lot of difference.  

I thought about other large events held in Western Australia. Last year I was lucky enough to attend an event at 
Sandalford winery to watch the B-52s and The Proclaimers. It was a lovely evening. It was a highly organised 
event, as these events are. It was attended by several thousand people. Security officers were checking people’s 
bags and marshalling people in and out. I cannot recall seeing police. I wonder if that is the type of event that we 
would want to have police at. I would ask whether they are necessary at some events.  

Hon Peter Collier: What was the average age at that event?  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: I didn’t see you at the Love Shack!  

Hon KATE DOUST: Actually, it varied. I suppose my age and older; I am not too sure. I did not really look 
around at the ages.  

At a lot of those well-organised events people attend in groups. People pay a lot of money for tickets, but if that 
type of event is the type that will be targeted because it is an event at which I imagine the organisers would hope 
to make a dollar—I do not know if they do or not, but I imagine they would hope to—they will then have to add 
those costs onto the ticket price. People who go to these events will ultimately pay the extra dollars. In the case 
of football tickets, I have been told it only means an extra 60c or so, but for a family wishing to attend an event, 
if we multiply that by four or five games, it adds up. We are concerned about where the government is going 
with that. Is it needed in those situations? It places an extra burden upon the family purse when people are 
working out how they are going to spend their dollars.  

The level of engagement with industry was another concern raised when this bill was being drafted. I have a 
couple of documents to share with members. The first document is a note from Mr Wayne Bradshaw from the 
West Australian Football Commission in relation to this bill. He sets out a series of dot points about the 
commission’s view of this legislation and the level of discussion that occurred with that major organisation about 
the implications of this legislation upon it. I am sure members would be interested to know what level of 
engagement occurred with that organisation. The first significant point of this note is — 

There has been no consultation with the WAFC on this matter. According to the forecasts provided over 
60% of the funds derived are from events at Subiaco Oval. The primary source of income from this 
legislation appears to be targeted at AFL events. The AFL is not the beneficiary of events at Subiaco 
Oval. The community focus of the not for profit WAFC will be eroded.  

He goes on to talk about concerns if the WAFC has to pay additional funds to have a police presence on site. 
Mr Bradshaw indicates that police are already on site. He also says the commission expends about $1 200 
feeding police whilst they are at a game. They are not doing too badly for themselves; they are looking after the 
police. If the WAFC has to find extra dollars through their members, or other people who come along to games, 
that will reduce their pool in terms of how the money is spent; that is junior football development and work they 
do out in the bush with some of the country teams. There is a concern there. I hope that since this bill was 
introduced into the Legislative Assembly last year, and since this document was provided in September of last 
year, the government has made some effort to sit down with Mr Bradshaw and his colleagues at the West 
Australian Football Commission to discuss the implications of this legislation.  

Mr Bradshaw’s note says also — 

There is a lack of clarity around the types of events to be charged. The events listed in the schedule 
appear to be incomplete which creates some uncertainty. There is scope for the Minister to make 
exemptions if he is satisfied that the event …  

He then lists the criteria that are provided for in the legislation.  

Another issue that he raises is the Red Bull Air Race. That is a significant event that has been held in this city for 
the past couple of years. I am not sure how many people attend that event. I have not been to one of those events 
myself, but I have heard the noise and have seen the planes from my home. I imagine that tens of thousands of 
people would observe the Red Bull Air Race. I am not sure how that will be managed. He says — 

For example will the Red Bull Air Race be charged? This event meets the above criteria and is 
subsidized by the government through EventsCorp. International rugby has exactly the same status but 
has been listed for charging.  

The Royal Show has not been listed? The WAFC is a Not For Profit Sports Association, the Royal 
Agricultural Society is also not for profit. 

What he is saying is: why has one event been listed to be charged, but not others?  

He goes on to say — 
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The revenue forecasts are overstated. Subiaco Oval uses approximately 10 police, not 44 for AFL 
games. Revenue derived will be the $85,000 pa not $376,000 pa.  

I think there has been some discussion about how $400 000 out of the $600 000 that has been proposed in the 
police budget will be recouped from the football commission. He says also — 

If other venues experience similar discrepancies there is likely to be a significant shortfall in the 
projected revenue derived. Will the fee be put up to meet the revenue forecasts? 

What he is saying is: if the Commissioner of Police finds that he is not meeting his targets, on the basis that this 
is meant to be cost recovery, could he make an adjustment to the hourly rate that will be charged per police 
officer at these events? He goes on to say — 

What control is there over the fees to be applied? Have the fees applied been determined to meet an 
efficiency target or to represent the real costs?  

Before the dinner break, I asked the minister whether he would provide information about how that charge of 
$90 an hour has been calculated. I also asked about whether this is just about cost recovery, or is the 
commissioner seeking to turn a dollar. 

Mr Bradshaw then goes on to make a very interesting point. He says that there has been the odd occasion when 
there were up to 44 police in attendance at Subiaco stadium—sorry, not stadium; we are not having a stadium at 
Subiaco, are we? He says — 

However this has been because an arrangement was made with the Police Training Academy for their 
cadets to attend. Are we still to be charged $90 per hour for cadets who are in training?  

That is an interesting point. He goes on to say — 

In good faith we have already been providing food for Police at a cost of approximately $1,200 per 
game.  

So the police are obviously doing quite well! 

The final point that he makes—this is very relevant—is that WAFC has always had an excellent relationship 
with the police, and that is something it wants to maintain. He then says — 

However in the event of Police performance at the event not being to the standard required is there a 
process for accountability under a fee for service arrangement?  

That is an interesting question. I do not think it is canvassed in the legislation. This question has also been 
mooted by the Events Industry Association. Event organisers will be required to pay for police to be on site if the 
event will be attended by more than 5 000 people. However, if there is an incident at the event that the police 
cannot manage, or if the police cannot direct the traffic in and out of the event in an efficient manner, what 
comeback will the event organisers have? Will they be able to get a refund if the police do not perform to the 
standard that is expected?  

Another issue that arises in this legislation—I am pretty sure we canvassed this at the briefing a few months 
ago—is in proposed section 39I at page 6 of the bill. I hope that when we get into committee we can have a 
much broader discussion about this provision. This proposed section provides that event organisers may also be 
charged for overhead expenses by police, such as if police are required to travel or to purchase accommodation 
so that they can attend an event. The minister is shaking his head to indicate that that will not happen. However, 
from my experience, unless that is written in the legislation in black and white, just because the Minister for 
Energy or the Minister for Police may say now that that will not happen, that does not mean that down the track 
an event organiser may not be charged for the cost of transporting and housing the police officers who are 
required for a particular event. I do not know how we will get around that. We may just move to delete that 
provision. If this is just about a straightforward hourly rate and that is all the Commissioner of Police is looking 
to recoup, that is one issue. However, if down the track the commissioner starts to tap the organisers for 
additional funds, that is a different issue. Although the minister may say that will never happen, so long as it is 
provided for in the legislation, it has the potential to happen. We therefore need to have a proper discussion 
about whether this provision should remain in the legislation.  

When we had the briefing, it was explained to me that the metropolitan operations coordinator will have 
oversight of the management of this process. I understand that a number of staff are already in place to manage 
certain events that occur in the metropolitan area. I imagine that if this legislation goes through, this will be an 
area of growth. Is there any anticipation that this section of the police service will increase its staff? I am also 
interested to know whether there has been any specific budget allocation to this particular area of police 
operations to enable it to manage events once this legislation goes through. 

Another issue is compliance. The legislation provides that the commissioner can pursue the payment of moneys 
owed. However, what will happen if people just say, “We had this big concert, and we had all these people turn 
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up, but because of the cost of getting across the Nullarbor, we did not actually make a profit, so we cannot afford 
to pay you”? What will happen if an event organiser does not pay? What avenues will be open to the 
Commissioner of Police to pursue those funds? We have already talked about the West Australian Football 
Commission and its concerns about this legislation. I hope that the minister is able to tell me that, since 
September, the government has actually sat down with the commission and worked through its concerns. 

Another important sector involved is represented by the Events Industry Association of Western Australia. The 
shadow Minister for Police, Margaret Quirk, actually dealt with this group when this legislation was progressing 
through the other place. The association has provided to us an industry document outlining its concerns about 
this legislation. The association points out that although this issue has been discussed for many years, there was 
no push under the previous government to introduce this legislation. However, I do not believe that this 
association was consulted extensively about its concerns. The association has provided a list of its concerns. I 
will not go through all of them now because we may come back to some of them during the committee stage. 

The association asks that, if it is going to be forced to pay for a set number of police to achieve approval for an 
event, the police service absolutely guarantee that it will stay on site, regardless of issues that occur. I thought 
that that was an interesting point; I do not know whether the association is implying that, if things look fine, the 
police will head off home or stay until the end of the show. The association also claims that private enterprise 
would be disadvantaged by a government department technically hiring itself out as a commercial venture. I will 
return to that point later when I talk about some things currently happening in New South Wales. 

The association claims that there is the potential for an undesirable perception that the police can be bought as 
private security, which would undermine its authority in the eyes of the public. The association has also voiced 
its concerns about whether on-duty police would be used for this purpose, or whether off-duty police would be 
brought in after completing a shift. In the latter case, the association claims that there may be health and safety 
concerns. There are a lot of issues associated with people working extended shifts. 

The association’s document refers to the financial burden of the proposal, which would impact on key social 
outcomes. The association claims that paying for police, in addition to the ordinary climbing costs of an event, 
would considerably affect the regularity of free community-based events due to the additional costs of police. 
The community could then be deprived of exposure to sports, culture and the arts. The association also refers to 
football, but I think we have already discussed that. It is pointed out that it would be hard to determine who 
would pay for the police presence; the police say that whoever charges the entry fee would be charged, but the 
association asks: what is the difference between football, Skyworks and a union rally? Most of us know the 
difference between Skyworks and a union rally! 

Hon Sue Ellery: There’s no alcohol at a union rally! 

Hon KATE DOUST: That is right: there is no alcohol at a union rally! I thank the member for reminding me of 
that! 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: One’s a pleasant experience! 

Hon KATE DOUST: Union rallies are great experiences! I remember the workers’ compensation union rally 
held here at Parliament in the 1990s — 

Hon Sue Ellery: It was 1997. That’s when I met my husband! 

Hon KATE DOUST: A great rally; thousands of people turned up. A lot of our members were there and we had 
a great time. One thing we all joked about was the fact that, because we had a lot of chicken processing workers 
there that day, we saved the lives of 100 000 chickens in Perth! I thought Hon Lynn MacLaren would like that 
story! Union rallies are good fun, and maybe one day Hon Robyn McSweeney will have the opportunity to 
attend and participate; we might know a few of her friends who might encourage the Minister for Community 
Services to come to a union rally!  

Anyway, we digress. The Events Industry Association document also makes reference to accountability of police 
that clearly defines agreed, on-performance outcomes and accountability at the event to the event manager and 
promoter. That is a theme that has emerged with the key organisations that would be obliged to engage the police 
for their functions. They are saying that if they have to pay for it, there are certain standards and outcomes that 
they want, and they want to know how we are going to ensure that those outcomes will be delivered for their 
dollar. The association points out that if the police believe that security contractors are doing an inefficient job of 
managing behaviour at events, it would be sensible to encourage improved training and accreditation for security 
personnel. I do not know enough about the way in which security staff are trained or whether there is even an 
accreditation process—the minister may wish to explain that—but maybe that is another way around it. Another 
issue that has been raised is that security personnel currently cost about $45 an hour, whereas the police will 
charge $90 an hour. The industry is asking: why do police cost so much more, and how is the cost calculated? 
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The association has listed a series of questions. I will provide some of those questions to the minister, because I 
think it would be interesting to get her responses so they can be fed back to this key industry association. The 
first question is: what roles and responsibilities do the police intend to supply at the event? I know that there is 
reference in the legislation to traffic management, crowd calming and another responsibility, but is there 
anything else? What is the legal status of police in this role at events? There is widespread concern about the 
nature of the relationship between the police and the event organiser. Where does liability rest? If police are not 
under the control of the promoter, but the promoter is paying them, who assumes liability if there is an incident? 
Are police responsible to the event manager, since they are employed by the event? If, for this reason, officers do 
not turn up or are unavailable for the event, or they are moved on to another job during the event, will the event 
then be operating illegally and event insurance deemed invalid? That is a very important point; if a large sporting 
event is happening at, say, Subiaco, or one of the big concerts, what happens if a major crisis erupts, all the 
police are called away, and there is then no security at the concert or sporting event? That is a very important 
point. Will the event have to be shut down? How will the organisers deal with that? Will the event organisers be 
able to sue the police for not supplying the number of officers that they have determined as being necessary for 
the event? If the police do not attend, will the event have to be cancelled? I think that comes back to the point 
already made. 

The association also asks whether, if there is dissatisfaction with the service provided by police, complaints can 
be taken to the Corruption and Crime Commission. If the service is not being delivered to the standard expected 
or agreed to, to whom can organisers complain? How can they get some sort of response? The association also 
asks: what criteria will be used to determine the number of police required for each event? This is a good 
question. Will they look at age demographics? The B-52s concert out at Sandalford may not require a huge 
police presence, but you never know what can happen when you mix a few oldies and chardies! Is it based on 
how much alcohol is available? There is a food and wine festival of Margaret River; I would imagine that that 
would attract thousands of people, and let us face it, the main event there would be the consumption of food and 
alcohol. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney interjected.  

Hon KATE DOUST: I do not know how rowdy people get down there. Hon Colin Holt also represents the 
South West Region. Somebody mentioned that the Leeuwin concert is coming up this weekend.  

Hon Peter Collier: Bryan Ferry and Roxy Music.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Hon Peter Collier is showing his age. I would imagine there would be several thousand 
people attending that concert, either on the black tie side or the people who are there just to have a really good 
time. Alcohol will be flowing. The food will be good. The evening will be pleasant. I imagine that a few people 
will not be able to walk a straight line after they have been to that event. Do they need to be policed? Is that the 
type of event that the police will enforce and charge for their presence? What about bikie events, concerts, and 
sporting or community events? Other members on this side may talk about some of those community events. My 
electorate has the mussel festival in Rockingham, which is coming up in a few weeks. The Fremantle festival 
attracts thousands of people. The Saint Patrick’s Day march always gets a good crowd, as do Labor Day 
celebrations. These are community events. One never knows what is going to happen or how excited people are 
going to get. Are they the type of events that may ultimately be considered if we were to impose this system 
upon the organisers?  

Another question that was posed was: will there be direct access to the police staff on duty prior to the event so 
they can be advised of the details of the event management systems in place, so that they are aware of the correct 
implementation of event plans and policies? That is a good question. Just because someone is paying for the 
service does not mean that the police will just turn up and do the job. I imagine there will need to be some sort of 
discussion prior to the commencement of the task and some explanation of what is required. That is also a valid 
issue. Another question that was posed concerned an event that was being held in a rural or remote location, 
where there were no officers or a minimal number of officers stationed in the area. Are police intending to 
charge for travel, meals and accommodation? That comes back to the clause that I just mentioned, which we are 
concerned about and would like to delete. That is even though Minister Johnson and Minister Collier have said 
that it will never happen. We have heard the Minister for Police say that about a lot of things before, so just to 
make sure “it’ll never happen”, we will seek to delete that clause.  

Hon Peter Collier: There is already an amendment on the notice paper.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes. The final question in this document is: if the policy is put in place, will it guarantee 
event organisers access to police resources? For example, what happens if a local council wants to approve an 
event, but the police say that they do not have enough resources, even if the event organiser is prepared to pay? 
If there were not enough police available to participate in the event, would the organisers have to cancel the 
event because they could not stump up enough police for that occasion?  
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Those are the concerns expressed by two key players involved in organising sporting, music and cultural events 
who were not consulted about this legislation or the implications for their work. This is not a new thing. We have 
found that with a number of other pieces of legislation that have come into this chamber from the Minister for 
Police. He is always quick to get these things off the mark, but he does not like talking to people about the detail 
of his legislation or what the implications will be for the community. We have already seen what happens with 
badly drafted legislation and a lack of consultation. We saw that with the hoon legislation. What is it now? Is it 
hoon mark 3? We are looking forward to hoon mark 4! That is because the minister does not do his job 
thoroughly.  

I alluded earlier on to the system in New South Wales, and I want to talk about that a bit more. In Western 
Australia, this bill provides only that police can charge for attendance in a fairly narrow area and for particular 
types of events. One of the opposition’s concerns is where this will lead. Where will this end up? I was reading 
in Hansard the debate in the other place. The shadow minister found a lovely piece of information that I want to 
share with members about what happens in New South Wales. New South Wales has progressed from what is 
proposed in Western Australia, and has broadened what it currently offers as fee for service to the community 
and industry. It is a very extensive list. I do not know whether this bill is opening the door in the same way. 
Members on this side are always very cautious about dealing with the Barnett government, because we know 
that Mr Barnett is a great privatiser. I do not know whether this bill is opening that door a little bit, but I know 
how far New South Wales has progressed in this. I know that New South Wales likes to be quite entrepreneurial 
in all aspects of service provision, and that in New South Wales the police service now provides a range of goods 
and services under a user-pays arrangement. I will run through and explain what the New South Wales police 
now provide under a user-pays system. A lot of those things are done by the police here in Western Australia, 
probably because they see it as part of their job or as a community service; whereas, in New South Wales, if the 
community wants these things done, it has to pay for them. The services that are provided under a user-pays 
arrangement in New South Wales include crowd and traffic control and public order at special events; criminal 
record checks; interviews with police when police are requested to provide information to legal representatives; 
and vehicle and pedestrian traffic management services. New South Wales also provides services for the 
exclusive use and benefit of the transport contractor, including film shoots, wide-load and other vehicle escorts, 
crane operations, traffic signal maintenance, road closures at building sites, and supplementary policing services 
when a client requests additional policing services in designated locations, such as markets or commercial 
shopping centres. In Western Australia, paid security guards do that sort of work. The user-pays services also 
include technical and forensic services when the police provide photography and photogrammetry services 
through its forensic services group and information and reports for insurance and other commercial purposes; 
and the provision of police officers and wardrobe and prop services to film, television, advertising and media 
industries. Do members know whether Underbelly is filmed in Sydney, or is it Melbourne? 

Hon Peter Collier: Melbourne.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Obviously, the police are also actively engaged with the film industry in Sydney, and 
police resources are provided to this industry for traffic management duties, major productions, TV shows, 
commercials, intellectual property and training and consultancy, attendance for false alarms; for other services, 
including hiring out of dog units, the police band, the water police and the mounted police; and for firearms 
registration services and security industry licensing services. That is a very extensive list of what the New South 
Wales Police Force is prepared to offer to the community and industry on a user-pays basis. That is where New 
South Wales has got to; Western Australia is at the starting point. I would hate to see Western Australia end up 
in the same situation as New South Wales. Taxpayers in Western Australia pay the police to perform certain 
functions. One of those functions is to ensure that there is law and order and that people are safe. The police are 
meant to provide security for people, and I am sure that police in Western Australia also provide, if not all of 
those services and functions, probably a lot of those that are listed, and they may very well offer a lot more in the 
future. I am not aware—the minister might tell me—and I do not know whether the minister knows, whether the 
police already charge for any or all of those services that I listed for which New South Wales charges.  

Hon Peter Collier: I don’t know. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I would be interested to know, because we are exploring the possibility of allowing police 
to charge to enable cost recovery, which is what we have been told is the driver of this legislation. My worry is: 
where will it end up? Will there be a situation in which every time pressure is put on the police to cut back in 
some way, the commissioner will have to be creative and think about how he will pull a few more dollars in? In 
doing that, he may start to look at the functions of police officers and say, “We offer all these services; are there 
areas, in this offering of services, we can actually charge for and pull some other dollars back?” I would say that 
that would be stepping outside of the boundary. Taxpayers pay for those services to be provided; is this idea that 
the police can charge to be present at public events—at special events—really about cost recovery, or is it about 
making a profit? Is it about making money that will go back into government coffers? It is a real concern. I have 
used the New South Wales example, and I hate to talk about slippery slopes, but members may start to wonder 



42 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 15 February 2011] 

 

how New South Wales started off and how it ended up like that. It makes members wonder what the police do 
for the community for which the community is not charged a fee for service, because they have a very, very 
broad range of options operating there.  

I have spent a little time outlining our concerns and our reasons for not supporting this legislation. We do not 
support the idea that the public will ultimately be charged and will have to pay an additional cost that will be 
imposed upon event organisers. We believe it will place a further burden on families in Western Australia, who 
already have to pay the additional costs this government has imposed upon them via increased utility charges and 
all the other costs they have had to bear as a result of government decisions over the past two years, including 
things such as increased rates and transport and housing costs. That is a concern. We are concerned that, again, 
this government did not consult with the key players in industry and consider the implications before it 
introduced this legislation. We are worried that if the costs that the police seek to recoup from these charges are 
not realised, the dollars that have to be made from these events will increase, which may then have a detrimental 
impact on other community events. It may deter people from organising them, or people will not attend because 
they do not want to pay for them, or funds will be drawn away from other types of developmental programs that 
some of these organisations run. We would like clarification from the government on what events will be 
charged for and what events will be exempt, and I used the example of the football commission and the Royal 
Agricultural Show. We are worried about where this will lead. Is this the start of the government trying to 
privatise some of the services that the police offer?  

We are also concerned by a matter that has been raised by these organisations—that is, the perception that the 
police can be bought; the perception that their services can be bought, just like any other security type of 
provider. We do not want that perception in the community. The police do an excellent job looking after our 
community, as under-resourced as they often are, and we want them to continue to be held in high esteem. We 
are worried that if they become fee-for-service provider and a cop for hire, that will actually lower their standing 
in the eyes of the community.  

I also flag, as the minister is aware, that we have a number of amendments on the notice paper. We will also be 
seeking some further information about various aspects of this legislation as we work through this bill in 
Committee of the Whole. My colleague Hon Ken Travers, who, unfortunately, is away on urgent parliamentary 
business at the moment, is also keen to make a few comments on this legislation from the sport and recreation 
perspective, because we are concerned about the implications on that area and on tourism. 

So with those few words expressing our opposition to this legislation, I look forward to the minister’s response 
and to working through committee. 

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Hon Ed Dermer. 

[Continued on page 45.] 

SHIRE OF KOORDA CEMETERIES AMENDMENT LOCAL LAW 2010 — DISALLOWANCE 

Motion 

Pursuant to standing order 152(b), the following motion by Hon Robin Chapple was moved pro forma on 
21 October 2010 — 

That pursuant to recommendation of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation, the Shire 
of Koorda Cemeteries Amendment Local Law 2010 published in the Government Gazette on 10 August 
2010 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 17 August 2010 under the Cemeteries Act 1986, be and is 
hereby disallowed. 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [8.15 pm]: I rise to speak tonight on behalf of the Joint 
Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation in respect of this matter. I moved pro forma, under standing order 
152(b), on 21 October 2010 that, pursuant to the recommendation of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated 
Legislation, the Shire of Koorda Cemeteries Amendment Local Law 2010, published in the Government Gazette 
on 10 August 2010 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 17 August 2010 under the Cemeteries Act 1986, be 
and is hereby disallowed.  

Subsequent to that, on 25 November I presented to this chamber the forty-third report of the Joint Standing 
Committee on Delegated Legislation. The report dealt with an amendment to the cemeteries local law, which 
referred to the State Administrative Tribunal’s purported jurisdiction to review a decision to terminate the 
licence of a monument mason—that is, a maker of gravestones—under the Cemeteries Act 1986. The committee 
found this to be a particularly problematic clause, and I will explain why. The committee formed the view that 
there was no provision in the enabling act—the Cemeteries Act 1986—that gives the SAT a power to hear 
reviews for monument masons. Because the committee found that to be unusual, the committee wrote to the 
Shire of Koorda, seeking an undertaking that the amending clause in the shire’s cemeteries local law be deleted; 
the Shire of Koorda did not provide the requested undertaking.  
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The committee considered it inappropriate to have local laws in the public domain that are misleading and 
contain incorrect references to legislation. The committee then concluded that clause 6 of the Shire of Koorda 
Cemeteries Amendment Local Law 2010 offended term of reference 3.6(a), which basically requires instruments 
of delegated legislation to be authorised or contemplated by the empowering act. The committee then resolved to 
recommend to the house that clause 6 be disallowed, on the basis that this clause was not authorised in the 
Cemeteries Act 1986.  

Then came another twist. The committee then found itself faced with the situation in which, by disallowing this 
clause, it would revert the Shire of Koorda’s cemeteries local law to a version that it found to also be incorrect 
and not authorised by the enabling act. The previous version of the clause contained a reference to a provision in 
the Cemeteries Act 1986 that was repealed six years ago, in 2004. This deficiency in the Cemeteries Act 1986 
was drawn to the Minister for Local Government’s attention, and he shared the committee’s concerns about this 
situation. On this basis the committee resolved to recommend to the house that the Governor, on the advice of 
the Minister for Local Government, invoke his power under section 3.17 of the Local Government Act 1995 to 
make an amendment to update all cemeteries local laws by deleting the incorrect clauses—a global 
amendment—to correct this situation for all affected local governments. We now understand that all local 
governments were operating with the deficient monument-makers clause. The committee has taken this 
additional step to ensure that there is consistency in all local laws and that the incorrect legislation is removed 
from the statute book in this state. On that basis, I hope that we can gain the support of the house for this motion 
of disallowance.  

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West — Minister for Child Protection) [8.20 pm]: The Joint Standing 
Committee on Delegated Legislation wrote to the Minister for Local Government on 16 November 2010 
advising that the committee had resolved to disallow a clause in the recently gazetted Shire of Koorda 
Cemeteries Amendment Local Law 2010. The clause in question is considered to be unauthorised as it does not 
fall within a head of power under either the Cemeteries Act 1986 or the Local Government Act 1995. The 
government will support the joint standing committee’s resolution to disallow clause 6 of the Shire of Koorda 
Cemeteries Amendment Local Law 2010. We share the committee’s view that this clause is not contemplated by 
the Cemeteries Act 1986, as the clause purports to confer a right of review to monumental masons under section 
19(2) of the Cemeteries Act when no such right exists in that legislation.  

The committee has also recommended that section 3.17 of the Local Government Act 1995 be invoked to enable 
an amendment local law to be prepared to delete from all local government cemeteries local laws clauses which 
are identical to clause 6 of the Shire of Koorda’s local law or which make reference to section 19(3) of the 
Cemeteries Act, which was repealed in 2004. The above recommendation is also supported, and the Department 
of Local Government is progressing this matter. The government supports the disallowance.  

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan) [8.21 pm]: The opposition also supports the disallowance. 
I will make a few comments. I was a member of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation a long 
time ago. When I was on that committee, it became very apparent to me that very small local government 
authorities such as Koorda—which has about 400 people within the local government authority; it is a very small 
LGA—often simply do not have technical expertise available within the local jurisdiction to provide the sort of 
assistance required to understand what can and cannot go into a local law. This is a clear case of a local 
government authority that has written a local law that is ultra vires the act and, as such, cannot be supported in 
any way, shape or form. I do not know whether this was intentional. There may be plenty of other examples of 
this sort of thing. I am sure that is the case. Under the current legislation, the only appeal provision is for funeral 
directors. Of course, there would need to be an amendment to the substantive act to change that. In the event that 
stonemasons were to be given appeal rights, an amendment would need to be made to the legislation.  

I noticed that in its correspondence to the relevant minister, Hon John Castrilli, the committee recommended that 
the minister perhaps look at broadening the range of people to whom the appeal provisions apply. The minister 
said, “Well, look, it’s probably not going to be possible on account of the fact that it is only a small amendment. 
Being a small amendment, it is highly unlikely that I will take a minute to cabinet and do a whole drafting 
exercise to enable that.” I do not know whether the minister knows about omnibus bills, through which a whole 
lot of legal tidy-ups can be made.  

Hon Giz Watson: Minor amendments.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Minor amendments can be packaged together in an omnibus bill and brought to 
the Parliament. Such bills can make changes to a number of acts. That is something to which the Minister for 
Local Government should give some serious consideration. It is not a big ask. The legislation is quite restrictive 
as the only people who can make an appeal are funeral directors. Many people are involved in the death industry, 
if we like, in cemeteries and so on and so forth. Indeed, it is a growing industry given our ageing population. The 
minister should act as a matter of priority.  
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HON HELEN BULLOCK (Mining and Pastoral) [8.25 pm]: I want it noted in Hansard that this is a special 
occasion. As a committee member, I know that we do not make decisions such as this one lightly. Disallowance 
motions have been rejected on many occasions, but not on this one. So I say again, this is a special occasion and 
one that is worth noting.  

Question put and passed. 

POLICE AMENDMENT BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [8.27 pm]: I will say a few things about the Police Amendment 
Bill 2010, which is an interesting bill. It is one that the Greens (WA) provisionally support, but I note that there 
are some amendments on the notice paper that we will consider, including an amendment in my name, which we 
will support. This bill amends the Police Act 1892 to empower police to charge for services at major events. The 
police minister wants the Western Australian police service to be able to charge for its services at major for-
profit sporting and entertainment events. We note that the bill passed through the other place with one 
amendment, which was a government amendment to insert a definition of “charitable organisation”. The original 
version of the bill referred to a definition in an act that has since ceased, and the amendment imported the correct 
definition into the bill. Overall, we do not see too many problems with supporting this bill, but I do have a few 
matters I want to raise.  

The Western Australian police service typically faces issues to do with under-resourcing, together with an ever-
increasing demand for services. We recognise that. The dominant response has been for police to rationalise their 
service delivery. The primary mechanisms for rationalising are prioritising services, withdrawing services or 
making users pay for services. The 2004 Royal Commission Into Whether There Has Been Corrupt or Criminal 
Conduct by Any Western Australian Police Officer, or what is known as the Kennedy royal commission, 
recommended amending the Police Act to enable WA Police to raise fees and charges. According to the report, 
the rationale was — 

WAPS is obliged to perform a range of functions or processes that impact on its ability to provide “core 
policing services”. 

Accordingly, it is necessary for legislation, empowering WAPS to charge fees for certain services, cost 
recovery and third party funding. 

The Kennedy royal commission recommended —  

The Commissioner of Police should be entitled to recover the outstanding charges and fees in a Court of 
competent jurisdiction and in addition retain the discretion to waive or reduce the charges in appropriate 
circumstances. 

It recommended that a provision be inserted into the proposed police administration bill that empowers the 
Commissioner of Police to charge fees for services, cost recovery and third party funding for police services; and 
that discretion should be reposed in the Commissioner of Police to waive the fees and charges in appropriate 
circumstances. These recommendations clearly follow the terms of the equivalent New South Wales legislation. 
WA Police already charges for various services, including the provision of state traffic certificates, police escorts 
of oversized vehicles, interestingly the gold-stealing detection unit, and firearms licensing. However, WA Police 
currently does not charge for events policing; hence, this piece of legislation. The Kennedy royal commission 
points to sections 208 and 209 of the New South Wales Police Act 1990 to demonstrate the type of services to 
which fees may properly attach. The New South Wales act explicitly provides that the police may charge for 
attendance at sporting events, for escorts and other services, and for responding to multiple false security alarms. 
The rationale for charging for events policing is that these events take up police time and resources and the 
police want to be able to recover these costs to make up the shortfall in their budget. 

The second reading speech states that the bill will ensure that the community of Western Australia is not left 
footing the bill for such events while the organisers reap considerable commercial and/or economic gain. New 
South Wales, Victorian and Queensland legislation empowers the police to charge for these services. South 
Australia, apparently, is considering similar legislation. The Western Australian Police Union supports the user-
pays charges. According to the Minister for Police, the police have consulted with the Events Industry 
Association of Western Australia, Eventscorp, the Western Australian Cricket Association, Allia Venue 
Management, RugbyWA, the West Australian Football Commission and various concert promoters. Apparently, 
EventsCorp has agreed with the proposal, and the WACA and Allia support the fee proposal on the basis that it 
provides them with some degree of certainty about the number of police provided at their sporting events. I guess 
that is provisional support. 
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In the budget statement for the department of police, it was estimated that the police would raise $625 000 in 
2009–10 and $2.6 million over four years from events policing, for which it did not charge because this 
legislation had not been passed. 

This bill will amend the Police Act by inserting new part IVB, “Charging for services at major events”. The 
question is: which events can the police charge for? Proposed section 39D will enable the Commissioner of 
Police to charge on a cost-recovery basis for the attendance of police officers at major sporting or entertainment 
events when that attendance is requested by the promoter or organiser of the event. I think that is an important 
point to be clear about in this debate: it is when a request is made by the organiser or promoter for police to 
attend an event. An event is defined as an event when a charge is made for admission or participation, the event 
is run for commercial gain, or the event is promoted, advertised or sponsored under a commercial arrangement, 
but it does not include an event run wholly or mainly for a charitable purpose, an event run by or for the benefit 
of a charitable organisation as defined in the glossary at the end of the Debits Tax Assessment Act, a public 
event that celebrates or commemorates days of national or local significance—I note that Anzac Day is the 
example used—an event run for the benefit of the local community, a government-sponsored event exempt by 
the minister, or any other event or class of event exempted by regulations. A major event is defined as an event 
which is reasonably expected by the promoter or organiser or the commissioner to attract at least 5 000 people or 
for which the commissioner reasonably considers it necessary or desirable to assign at least 10 police officers to 
provide services. The minister may exempt a government-sponsored event if the minister is satisfied that the 
event would either provide a significant economic or publicity benefit to the state or contribute significantly to 
the state’s reputation as a host of entertainment or sporting events. 

The question then is: how much can be charged? The amount that the commissioner may charge will be outlined 
in the regulations. The amount may cover the cost of both the police force and the department. The costs that 
may be recovered include the personnel costs of planning the deployment of the police officers for the event, the 
personnel costs of attending an event and the overhead expenses for providing police services at an event. The 
regulations may prescribe the hourly rates for police officers, and they may provide for the payment of a 
minimum amount to recover costs reasonably incurred by the police or department when an event is cancelled or 
postponed or runs for a shorter period, or the number of police officers is reduced at short notice at the request of 
the promoter. The commissioner may recover any amount owing as a debt to the state. The commissioner may 
reduce, refund or waive the whole or part of the amount payable. The commissioner must prepare, maintain and 
make public a policy setting out how he will determine payment, waivers et cetera. The bill sets out what that 
policy must contain. 

As to the level of service that must be provided, the commissioner is under no obligation to provide police 
services for a major event. The commissioner is the final judge of the number of police officers required to 
provide police services for an event, but that does not limit any obligation that the commissioner has, presumably 
under a contract or regulations, to consult with the event’s promoter and to have regard to the current charging 
for police services. The commissioner can redeploy any police officer for any other purpose that the 
commissioner decides has a higher operational priority. I think that was the comment that Hon Kate Doust made 
about the circumstances in which police officers might be redeployed at short notice. The commissioner has the 
ultimate say on this redeployment matter. The commissioner may also delegate powers to specific police officers 
or a specific class of police officer, and the officers must be of a rank of inspector, officer in charge of a police 
station or above. I also note that the bill inserts a provision that provides that the Financial Management Act 
2006 and the Auditor General Act 2006 apply to moneys received by the commissioner. Apparently, at the 
moment the funds received by the commissioner in his capacity as head of police may technically not be 
included in the net appropriations arrangements that apply to the police department. Therefore, we suggest that 
this is probably a good amendment. 

The first question we have about this new direction for the police service is the question that Hon Kate Doust 
also asked. Are we looking at cash for cops? Is there a question of equity in this bill? The user-pays policy raises 
some particular policy questions. On the one hand, it is an expectation of a model western liberal democracy that 
the police force will be a public service that is free and available to all who need it; in effect, the police are not 
up for sale. That is a principle that we would support very strongly. The idea that the police service is provided 
to those who can afford it seemingly offends principles of equity. The primary risk is that services will be 
diverted to those who can afford it, leaving the poor to fend for themselves. However, we note that this bill is 
limited to events of a certain size, events for which the police service have been requested et cetera. This may 
influence macro policing priorities over the longer term. We would be interested to hear other members’ 
contributions on this aspect of the bill. In her paper “Contractualism and Policing in the Public Interest” 
published in the Flinders Journal of Law Reform, policing scholar Julie Ayling said — 

… if one party can pay for policing services and another cannot, there is the further risk that the 
interests of those private citizens … who can afford the service will influence policing agendas to the 
detriment of those who are less well off, further aggravating inequity. 
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It would be important to ensure that the fact that police can charge for event policing does not result in police 
prioritising events over more urgent matters. On the other hand, the reality is that the police are often called to 
major events, which diverts resources and time anyway. The practice is another example of private business 
deriving commercial benefit from publicly funded activities. Clearly, we would say that the private interest that 
derives profit from the event is, in effect, being subsidised by the public purse through the policing functions that 
are provided. Presumably, police who attend a major event are ultimately there to ensure the safety of the 
attending public. The fact that a citizen attends a privately run event does not mean that they should not have 
access to police protection. As Ayling puts it — 

… even if police operated purely on a … (non-commercial) basis, they would have to assign events 
policing a high priority. For those attending such events, a lack of safety … that could be tracked to an 
absence of police might be an argument that they were suffering from an inequitable distribution of 
policing services. 

It seems reasonable that for-profit events should have to factor in the cost of policing. The New South Wales 
Police Force emphasised that it tries to educate event organisers through its negotiation for a police presence to 
increase the safety and responsibility of event organisers.  

Then there is the question of the cost to the consumers. One possible concern is that this legislation will make it 
even more difficult for low-income earners to afford event tickets, assuming the cost of policing is passed on in 
the price of the ticket. The Minister for Police insists that that will not be the case. 

Hon Ken Travers: How can he do that?  

HON GIZ WATSON: We will have that debate. The Minister for Police insists that this cannot be the case. The 
minister said that — 

… in the case of a typical Australian Football League match at Subiaco Oval, the cost of policing 
services is not expected to add more than 60c to the price of the ticket for each patron. 

It might be interesting to get some information on how that indication of the extra cost was determined.  

Hon Ken Travers: In Queensland patrons were paying $12.50 a person for a Gold Coast versus Perth Glory 
game. 

HON GIZ WATSON: I gather that this particular aspect was discussed at length during the Legislative 
Assembly debate, so no doubt we will have further discussion about it in this house.  

The next concern that arose for me was the possibility of police charging for policing public protest activities or 
demonstrations. The concern is that the police can use cost recovery to either punish or dissuade political protest. 
Interestingly, the Tasmanian police, for example, notoriously tried to recover $2 870 from the “weld angel”, who 
was a forest protester who dressed as an angel and tried to block access to the Tahune Airwalk in Tasmania. The 
police force was eventually forced to withdraw its claim after public outcry. The Tasmanian Commissioner of 
Police apparently requested legislative amendments to enable police to recover costs from attending public 
protests. That might be something that is peculiar to Tasmania. In 2007 New South Wales member of Parliament 
Robert Brown asked the New South Wales Attorney General to direct the police force to recover costs from a 
Greenpeace climate change activist protesting at the Anvil Hill Coal Mine. The Attorney General replied that  

… there is no legislative provision in New South Wales at present that explicitly permits police and 
other emergency services to recover the costs incurred when they attend protest activities. 

It is good news that the New South Wales legislation does not enable police to recover costs for protest 
activities. I understand that this bill is modelled on the New South Wales provisions and, therefore, it is not 
possible for costs to be recovered for protest activities. The definition of “major event” seems to preclude the 
provisions used to punish protesters or not-for-profit activities. The minister might comment on that in his 
response to the second reading debate. 

A further question is about whether there will be a drain on police resources in negotiating with event organisers. 
Surely the police should be able to recover the personnel costs and possibly even the legal costs of negotiating 
these contracts. There is also a concern that these matters to do with costs and contracts might end up in court. 
We would not want public funds to be wasted in those sorts of circumstances. My question is: are there any 
safeguards in the legislation to prevent this? I note that proposed section 39I(3)(a) and (c) cover personnel costs 
associated with planning the deployment of officers for an event and overhead expenses associated with the 
provision of police services at an event. I ask the minister whether he considers that these proposed paragraphs 
are sufficient to cover the costs of contract negotiation. With regard to the latter, proposed section 39J says that 
the commissioner may recover the money as a debt. That suggests that discretion exists about how far to pursue 
debt recovery. Proposed section 39K reinforces this by expressly giving the commissioner the power to waive or 
refund debts when he or she considers it appropriate. Will the minister ensure that the information about waiver 
or refunds of such debts by the commissioner, to ensure transparency on this issue, is either included in the 
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police annual report or retained on a central database so that it is available, particularly for members of 
Parliament who like to ask questions about these kinds of things? 

The final report of the Kennedy royal commission in 2004 deals briefly with the issue of the charging of fees for 
service at page 317 — 

Presently there is no legislative power in the Police Act to enable WAPS to raise fees and charges.  

The royal commission report notes that in practice the WA Police Service charges for the provision of national 
police clearance certificates, which it says is appropriate. The report goes on — 

This lacuna has obvious implications in relation to WAPS’ ability to charge fees for service, cost 
recovery and third party funding for police services. WAPS is obliged to perform a range of functions 
and processes that might impact on its ability to provide “core policing services”.  

Accordingly, it is necessary for legislation, empowering WAPS to charge fees for certain services, cost 
recovery and third party funding. Sections 208 and 209 of the Police Act (NSW) provide an illustration 
of the nature of services provided by police for which fees may properly attach. 

... 

The Commissioner of Police should be entitled to recover the outstanding fees and charges in a Court of 
competent jurisdiction and in addition retain the discretion to waive or reduce the charges in appropriate 
circumstances.  

The royal commission report recommended that — 

… a provision should be inserted … to empower the Commissioner of Police to charge fees for 
services, cost recovery, and third party funding for police services.  

We know this legislation is modelled on similar provisions in the NSW Police Act. I do not think I need to go 
into that in any detail.  

To summarise our concerns with this bill and also foreshadow the amendment that is in my name on the 
supplementary notice paper, we seek some assurances about the matters that I have raised. We will also listen 
with interest to the amendments that the opposition is proposing. I have not decided one way or the other 
whether we will support those amendments. I note that the opposition has indicated its opposition to this bill. At 
this stage we do not feel that strongly ourselves about opposing it. Perhaps we will see how the bill looks after 
we have discussed it in committee. 

One of the concerns which was raised with me and which I will be seeking to address by way of an amendment 
is the uncertainty of whether this bill will impinge on such events as the Perth Lesbian and Gay Pride Parade, 
which is an annual event that occurs in the city. It is a large event that would certainly fall into the category of 
attracting more than 5 000 people. The parade is policed by the Western Australian police service.  

I sought some advice from the minister’s office about this matter, and I received some assurance, but not a total 
assurance. I quote from an email that I received from the minister’s liaison officer in respect of a conversation 
that we had about the Pride Parade. The email says — 

What I wasn’t aware of this morning was that the event is sponsored, presumably under a commercial 
arrangement, and therefore may technically fall within the definition of an event in section 39E. I would 
imagine the type of sponsorship that the Pride Parade event receives would be sponsorship that is 
required to ensure that the event takes place and that there would be very little commercial gain 
involved. With this in mind, as to whether it does technically fall within the definition may be subject to 
legal advice on what is meant by the term, sponsored under a “commercial arrangement”. I can tell you 
that the intent of the term is to capture free large scale events where the sponsors are gaining 
considerable commercial gain from sponsoring the event. The best example would be the “Red Bull” 
Air Race. If the Pride Parade was considered to fall within the definition of an event, (including being a 
major event ie: 5000 or more spectators/participants) then I would suggest that a very strong case could 
be made under section 39E (definition of event)(b)(iv) that it is an event run for the benefit of the local 
community. It would appear to me that the main purpose of the event is to benefit the gay community 
and it would also appear quite clear that there would be very little commercial gain involved for either 
the organiser or the organisation that wishes to sponsor it. 

I think it is fairly obvious that the objective is not to make any significantly large amount of money out of the 
Pride Parade event. The sponsorship is simply to ensure that the event takes place. The email goes on to say — 

In respect to the Pride Fair it would also appear to fall within the definition of event in that an 
admission charge is applicable.  

That is the Pride Fair, rather than the Pride Parade. The email continues —  
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I am not sure whether it would be a major event (ie: 5000 or more participants/attendees). However, if it 
did, I would again suggest that the exemption for events run for the benefit of the local community 
would apply.  

That answer gave me some indication that certainly the intention is not to capture events such as the ones I have 
mentioned. However, I have drafted an amendment, which is on the supplementary notice paper in my name, 
which would make the exemption provisions very clear, and I will speak to that in more detail when we get to 
the committee stage of this bill. 

Having said that, I am happy to listen to the contributions of other members. This is an interesting bill. We will 
hear what other members have to contribute before we formulate our final position on this legislation.  

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [8.54 pm]: I too wish to speak on the Police Amendment Bill 
2010. In the past two years, the Barnett government has put its hands in the pockets of Western Australian 
families and has taken out money through increases in power and water charges. The Barnett government has 
attacked the cost of living of Western Australian families by removing things such as the It Pays to Learn 
allowance, and by increasing the emergency services levy, the waste levy and the parking levy. In fact, this 
government has increased fees and charges at a record rate. This government has imposed the highest fees and 
charges of any government at any time.  

Hon Max Trenorden interjected. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: There has never before been a government, Hon Max Trenorden, that has placed such 
large imposts on Western Australian families as this government has done. This government is about to do that 
again with this bill. Anyone who doubts that is kidding himself and is living in cloud-cuckoo-land. This bill will 
increase the cost of attendance at sporting events. It will also increase the costs for children who play sport in 
Western Australia. That will be the net effect of this bill. This bill is aimed at sporting groups. It is clear from the 
budget allocation of the government for this bill that it expects to get the vast majority of the revenue not from 
companies that are making profits, but from sporting associations. I will go into more detail on that when we get 
into committee. If we pass this bill, we will remove the power of the Parliament to prevent that from happening 
in the future, and we will hand that power to the executive. That will mean that, in future years, this legislation 
will be driven not by the police department or by the Department of Sport and Recreation, but by Treasury. I 
mentioned last year when I was looking at this bill that I went to the new stadium on the Gold Coast—I cannot 
think of the name of it, and I will not give the sponsors a plug anyway, but it is the new rectangular stadium—
and I spoke to the organisers of the games at that stadium. They said that they had recently held a Perth Glory 
game against the Gold Coast team, and 2 000 people turned up. The organisers were charged $25 000 for police 
attendance at that game, which amounted to $12.50 for each person who went to that game. When we pass this 
bill, that is what we will open up in this state.  

When members on the other side were given their briefings by the government, they would have been told about 
all the protections that are contained in the bill. But when members read this bill in detail, they will see that this 
bill is littered with the word “or”. That “or” means that just about every sporting event that we can name will be 
picked up under this bill. Members might think that the south west footy grand final will be exempt from the 
provisions of this bill. However, once we pass this bill, there will be the capacity for this government, or any 
future government, to charge for police attendance at the south west footy grand final. Does anyone in this place 
agree that that should happen? I, for one, say that that should never happen. However, if we pass this bill, mark 
my words, it will happen, whether that is in the next two years, or whether it is at some point in the future. 
Everybody who has voted for this bill will need to accept responsibility when that occurs. They will have to 
stand up and be accountable to their electorates when that occurs. Members opposite will have been told in their 
briefings, as we were, that event organisers will be charged only if they request police attendance at an event. 
Have any members opposite been given that explanation—that there will be a charge only if the group requests 
police attendance? At the time we were briefed on this bill and we asked that question, we were told that police 
would carry out a risk assessment, and that if it was their view that police attendance was required, but the 
organisation had not requested police attendance, the police would nevertheless use whatever powers they had 
available to seek police attendance. If that means going to the Liquor Commission of Western Australia and 
asking to have the event’s liquor licence removed unless police attendance is requested, that is what they would 
do. If it means going to the local government and advising against giving approval for the event to occur on local 
government land unless there is police attendance, that is what they would do. Therefore, the claimed protection 
given that the presence will only be at the request of the organiser will no longer be there. We will see events 
being forced. 

I want to examine some of those “or” clauses in a little more detail. There is reference to an event of more than 
5 000 attendees, which one might consider to be a reasonable number; but it is actually an event of more than 
5 000 attendees, or a situation in which the police commissioner considers it to be reasonably necessary or 
desirable to assign at least 10 police officers to provide police services. That may be through no fault of the 
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sporting body organising the event; it could be just that an officer with delegated authority of the police 
commissioner has determined that more than 10 police officers will be required. In that case, it is no longer the 
5 000 attendees of the original provision; it could be any event, with perhaps no more than 2 000 attendees. That 
is what we will see if this bill is passed. 

Why are we attacking sporting organisations? What have they done wrong that we should go after them for this 
sort of money? The argument is that the AFL is a huge body, and I would be the first to agree with that. But it is 
not the AFL who will pick up the tab; it is the West Australian Football Commission. Where does the WAFC put 
its money? Where does it put the profits it makes from the Eagles and the Dockers? Any money made out of 
those two teams goes back into football development in Western Australia. Where does that money go? It goes 
back into junior development, and encouraging kids to get involved in sport—something for which I would have 
thought there is bipartisan support in this chamber. Last year, the state government of Western Australia gave the 
Football Commission $410 000 through the sports lotteries account, and $290 000 through the organisational 
sustainability program. If we pass this bill, we will be giving the commission that money with one hand and 
taking back $390 000 with the other hand. Why do we not just forget this bill and tell the commission that it can 
consider the organisational sustainability program cut? It is gone; we do not need it. The commission can work it 
out itself and live off its own means. 

I have proposed some amendments. If members actually understand this bill, I hope that they will agree to those 
amendments. It would be understandable if this were about going after people who are making profits and not 
returning anything to the community, and there is a philosophical debate to have about that point: we pay our 
taxes, and that is what the police are there for. That is why I have proposed these amendments. If one’s 
philosophy is that if people making a commercial profit require police attendance, they should pay their own 
way, one can pass the bill on that basis; but let us at least protect one of the fundamental sectors in our society, 
sporting organisations, which are predominantly run by volunteers. Let us not allow this bill to create another 
impost on them. Such impost will be passed on either through higher ticket prices for events, or through higher 
fees and charges for kids to participate in sport. If this bill is passed without my amendments, that will be the 
result. 

There is no philosophical basis to this bill as it is currently structured. Will the Royal Show be required to pay 
this fee? Maybe the minister could answer that question; I suspect we might be told that it will not. If the Royal 
Show is not required to pay the fee, why should cricket or footy events be required to pay? Where is the 
philosophical difference between the two? I agree: the Royal Show should not have to pay, because the Royal 
Show is there to promote agriculture. Obviously, the people who benefit from agriculture are doing it for a profit, 
but the Royal Agricultural Society is not; it puts its profits back into the Royal Agricultural Society, and into 
promoting its industry. I do not think it should be expected to pay this fee, but that is the dilemma that we will 
face. 

Why are AFL football games in Western Australia being singled out as the major source of funding for this 
program? All the profits of AFL games in Western Australia go back into junior sport development. Why should 
those events pick up the bill rather than other events, such as the Red Bull Air Race? The argument is made that 
the government has consulted these organisations, and that is just wrong. This decision was taken by the 
government without consultation; it went and told the organisations what it was doing after the event, but it 
never consulted them. 

All sports in Western Australia have been pretty hard hit by this government. Nowadays, sporting events are 
required to pay a fee to the Public Transport Authority to provide free transport to the event. The idea of getting 
people onto public transport is one that I support, but the government has already increased public transport fees, 
and that is being passed onto ticket prices for sporting events. How can the government argue that a rugby test 
match will be exempt, while an AFL football game will not be? That is, potentially, how this bill is structured. 
Rugby test matches—which, I might add, do not provide a particularly good return on investment in Western 
Australia—may be exempt under this act, but AFL footy games will not be, including, possibly, the next South 
West Football League Grand Final. It could equally be the Central Midlands Football League or the Great 
Northern Football League. Any one of those country footy leagues could ultimately be liable. The government, 
through this bill, is with one hand putting money into upgrading Barbagallo Raceway to try to maintain the V8 
Supercars Championship Series coming to Western Australia, and taking it all back with the other hand. It is 
going to grab it all back because now, all of a sudden, the WA Sporting Car Club is going to be expected to pay 
for police attendance. That is bizarre and illogical. Why does the government not just cut out the middleman and 
tell the WA Sporting Car Club to find the money itself, so that the government will not have to take any money 
off it? It would save all the paperwork, overheads and administration costs that it will have to pay under the 
system of giving a grant with one hand and taking it all back with the other hand. It is illogical; it does not make 
sense.  

The government members in the chamber today fully understand the problem; I have been watching their facial 
reactions, and I have the sense that a large number of them fully understand. I know all about the difficulties of 
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being in government: by the time legislation gets into this place, it is a situation of, “What can we do about it?” I 
wrote to the Minister for Sport and Recreation to voice my concerns about this and to ask whether there was 
anything that we could do about it. I find it fascinating that even the Minister for Sport and Recreation, I suspect, 
cannot stop the government in its pursuit of this, because it is so money hungry. Somehow the government has to 
feed its 25 per cent growth in expenditure. The fact that people like Tuck Waldron actually care about sport gets 
thrown out the door, because the government cannot afford not to get this money in. The Minister for Sport and 
Recreation understands these arguments; in fact, he wanted to have a chat with me, but this bill was brought on. 
The minister said he was getting advice from his department about the implications of this bill to see if he could 
work out some of the answers and to find some further protections that we could put in this legislation. It is all 
about cascading effects. There is even a philosophical argument about whether we should charge anybody for 
police attendance. The position of members on this side is no.  

The next stage is for the government to pick out the events it wants to charge for. Would that be commercial 
events run by people who are making profits by getting people through the door? That sounds reasonable. Can 
the government write a bill that locks that in? Then we come down to sporting events, like the AFL, the cricket 
and the WA Sporting Car Club. Is the government going to charge them? I do not understand why it would, but 
if the government wants to charge them, then that is fine and it should write a bill that protects it at that level. 
However, we have a bill that cascades it down. Although we will get told not to worry and the government will 
get an exemption for them—or it will do something like that—this bill allows the charges to cascade right down 
to those local clubs that we as members of Parliament deal with on a weekly and daily basis. Ultimately, when 
this bill passes through this house—it might be a year, three years or 10 years—those local clubs will end up 
paying. They will end up paying the same rate that the Gold Coast club paid; that is, $12.50 a head for 
everybody who attends a game. That is where this is going to end up; mark my words!  

Hon Ed Dermer: The current adult fee for WAFL match attendance is $12, which I think is very good value for 
money. The idea of a family being in a situation in which they cannot afford to pay as a consequence of this is 
quite frightening.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Absolutely, and one of the great things is that we have seen a rebirth in the WAFL in 
Western Australia. There can be over 5 000 people in attendance when East Perth plays West Perth at the Arena 
Joondalup. The Fremantle derbies get even more people than that in a good East Perth-West Perth derby, if they 
are both performing well, which they normally do. Hopefully, East Perth performs better than West Perth! I have 
mixed sympathies at those matches. I am a mad East Perth fan, but I spent a lot of time helping the West Perth 
footy club when it was in financial difficulties. As I said to them at that time, I had to keep them alive because 
for an East Perth supporter there is nothing better than beating West Perth. We see a great game between East 
Perth and West Perth, and we do not have to worry about the category it falls into, because there are already 
5 000-plus participants. Are the police going to charge for their presence at a WAFL game? It will be very 
interesting to hear from the minister in the committee stage whether it is the government’s intention that police 
charge for their attendance at regular WAFL games. Hon Ed Dermer would well remember the WAFL grand 
final of last year. I did not get to see it; I listened to it on the radio. Since East Perth was not in the final, it was 
the best result possible. It was a fantastic result. I listened to that game; in fact, I ran out of the house to watch 
the last few minutes of it on television.  

Hon Ed Dermer: The last few minutes of the game was the only part I didn’t enjoy! 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: It was probably one of the greatest sporting spectacles. There were 25 000 people in 
attendance. It was a real community event, but are we now going to say to those people that they will have to pay 
extra for that game? Unless one is a member of the Dockers or the Eagles, or one is invited to a corporate box, it 
is very hard to get into an AFL game in Western Australia.  

Hon Ed Dermer: More people will realise that the WAFL is better value for money and that will boost 
attendance.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: People have been realising that, and the WAFL attendance figures have been going up. 
One cannot get in to watch AFL games at the moment. I digress slightly, but it is still relevant to the bill. I went 
to a game last year, or it might have been the year before, at Etihad Stadium in Melbourne. One of the things I 
noticed when I went to watch St Kilda play the Dockers, which thankfully St Kilda won, was that it was a family 
occasion. Sitting next to us was a family, which we do not see at the footy in Western Australia that much, 
unless we go to a WAFL game. The family comprised a mother, a father, a son and two daughters. The father 
and son were watching the game, and the mother and daughters were watching bits of it and clearly admiring 
certain aspects of what was going on in the field. They were having a great family outing and they were out there 
doing things; they were participating. Clearly, it was helping that kid get involved in sport. Let us not forget that 
that is one of the roles that sport at that level plays for young kids. But that will all be stripped away when we get 
a bigger stadium in Western Australia. People will have to pay more to go to those games, because they will 
have to pay their share for the police attendance or it will come off the return of the profits back into the 
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development of that sport. That probably means that the next kid of that age will not get the same opportunities 
for Auskick that that kid probably gets.  

Hon Ed Dermer: It is interesting, talking about families, that one of the marvellous things about the WAFL is 
that regular games are free for children under 16. That makes a difference in what a lot of families can afford and 
what they cannot.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Hon Ed Dermer must have hated it when Cameron and Alexander finally turned 16!  

Hon Ed Dermer: We were happy to make a further modest contribution. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I wanted to move on to a couple of other issues, but I will finish off the subject of the 
AFL. The suggestion here is that events that have some sort of EventsCorp funding will potentially be exempt, 
and I will come back to this. The reason I focus on the AFL is because when one looks at where the money 
comes from; that is, the $500 000 the government expects to get out of this legislation in the first year, the first 
target is clearly the AFL. They will be the providers of the biggest chunk, and over time it will spread to other 
sports and other codes; it will spread to the WAFL and the local footy. The AFL is a really positive contributor 
to the tourism industry in Western Australia. I am amazed at the number of people who follow their teams to 
Western Australia to watch an AFL game. When they come to Western Australia, they tend to spend a few 
dollars; in the same way as Western Australians who go to Victoria. I have mates who go over to Victoria. I have 
a couple of mates who will probably go and watch the Collingwood game this year; one because his son is 
playing in the junior footy comp before the game, and the other one because he is a mad Collingwood fan. That 
is clear tautology, and those who are mad Collingwood supporters are now arguing with me!  

Hon Kate Doust: I am not, but my husband is and he will be very upset with you.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Hon Kate Doust told us today how her son had taken after her husband.  

Hon Kate Doust: I didn’t! Somebody else said that. Hon Simon O’Brien said that.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: They provide a good benefit to Western Australia, and we are going to punish them. The 
other point I want to put on record is the argument that the Western Australian Cricket Association supports this 
because it gives them some security, but the other test I want to consider during the committee stage is how this 
will operate —  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Michael Mischin): Order, members! I can hear at least two other voices and 
I want to listen to what the honourable member has to say.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: — and the way that police will interact with the event organisers. If the event organisers 
are paying for it, do they get any say in what the police officers do and how they operate? One of the things that 
organisers of events to whom I have spoken say is that they would probably be prepared to pay some money if 
they could have some input into how the police operate at these events. I will give members another example of 
when I was on the east coast. When I was talking to Gold Coast United I also spoke to the operator of the 
stadium there. Again, this was not long after the World Cup and a couple of guys had turned up to the game with 
their vuvuzelas—I think that is how it is pronounced. One of the security attendants employed by the event 
managers said to the first guy, “Hey, you’re not allowed to have that at the game.” The vuvuzelas had been 
allowed at the World Cup, but they were not allowed at a local game. The security attendant, who understood 
that the vuvuzela was a souvenir and important to the man, said that he would take it to the cloakroom at exit A 
and leave it there for him to pick up after the game. The guy was not happy. But he understood it. There was a 
reasonable outcome. Not more than five minutes or 10 minutes later, a police officer found the other guy with a 
vuvuzela. What did the police officer do? He grabbed him and said, “That’s it; you’re out!” and ejected him. The 
guy replied, “Hang on a minute. My mate just had his taken down to the lost property office and you’re now 
ejecting me!” Of course, it turned into a bit of an uproar with everyone around becoming agitated. That set the 
whole tone. At one level, it must be said that we have to show respect to the police force, but, equally, what 
happens when people see that degree of difference in the way people are treated? The event managers had 
trained their staff one way and the police did not have that training and did not have that corporate knowledge of 
how management liked to run the event. The police created a most problematic situation.  

Hon Col Holt: What point are you trying to make? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The point that I am trying to make is about charging organisers for police attendance at 
events and the role the event organisers will have in directing the police. Organisers are telling me that if we are 
going to make them pay for police attendance, they at least want some ability to influence and to direct the 
police. The police tend to come in wanting their own control area provided by event organisers and they run 
security completely separate to the event organisers. The point I am making is that if I have not been able to 
convince members about my proposed amendments and I have not been able to convince members to oppose the 
legislation in its current form, and if we are to pass this bill, the very least we could try to argue for is better 
working relationships between the organisers and the police who come onto their property and whose services 
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they are paying for. Once payment is required, the issue is, as former member Hon Kim Chance used to say, 
“User pays; user says”. If event organisers are to be required to pay for police attendance, surely they should 
have some right to be able to direct the police and to have the police follow the corporate rules for the event.  

I should add that I also find it interesting that under the Liquor Licensing Act organisers of these types of events 
are often required to provide lots and lots of security; that is, there is a ratio of security staff to public in 
attendance. Will these police officers, if they are paid for by the event manager, be included in the security 
requirements? If an organiser is required under the liquor act to have 250 security officers at the event because of 
the size of the crowd, and is employing and paying for 40 police officers to be in attendance, does the 
requirement for security suddenly become 210 officers or does it remain at 250 plus the 40 police officers? I 
question the implications of this legislation and want an answer for that. 

I want to go through a lot of detail during the Committee of the Whole stage of the debate and will therefore 
leave most of my comments until then. However, I reiterate that this bill will be an impost on sports in Western 
Australia. It will have immediate negative effects in areas like football and cricket; including junior development 
and the cost of attending these types of events. It has to be one or the other; it cannot be anything else other than 
that. Beyond that, it will start to, over time, have a dramatic impact on other sporting events. 

The set of amendments standing in my name on the notice paper will at least provide some protection for 
sporting events in Western Australia. The way I have written my amendments is that if a sporting organisation 
receives money from the government to assist it in its sporting endeavours, we will not claw it back by charging 
for police attendance at events. That does not seem unreasonable to me. Why are we giving them money with 
one hand and taking it away with the other?  

I will finish with a fascinating question: what is going to happen at the boxing? Boxing events are run by 
commercial promoters for commercial benefit, but they probably will not have to pay for all the police attending 
their events. 

Hon Kate Doust: No; because they will be there looking for other things.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Yes. Are we going to make boxing organisers pay for all the police who attend a boxing 
match? Is that what we are going to do? Which boxing matches will police be required to attend? Is it the 
intention that the police will be required to attend those boxing matches? And which police will the event have to 
pay for: the ones out there in uniform, the ones out there with their cameras or the ones there from the organised 
crime units? Which police officers will the event organisers be required to pay for? Boxing matches are events 
run by people who make and pocket the profit—unlike events at the WACA, the footy or the WA Sporting Car 
Club where every dollar spent goes straight back into promoting the sport and promoting kids playing baseball. 

I urge members to oppose the bill. If I cannot get them to do that, let us at least put in some protections for the 
great sporting organisations of Western Australia. 

HON MAX TRENORDEN (Agricultural) [9.26 pm]: I want to make it clear that I am not the lead speaker for 
the National Party—but members all know that—on the Police Amendment Bill 2010.  

There is a second argument. I do not think that much of the financial argument holds water because there will be 
a natural level at which the cost will make it worthwhile for the police in terms of that financial arrangement. I, 
with two other members from this chamber, served on the review of the Racing and Wagering Western Australia 
Act. We received submissions and heard a considerable amount of evidence about this type of issue in which, in 
my view, the police have unquestionably been using some of their powers to handle compliance, police rosters 
and the management of events at a cost to the community. In these cases, a small country race club, for example, 
that holds one event a year is told by the liquor squad that it needs 15, 20 or 30 security people at the event 
despite organisers never having had a problem in the life of the club. However, that attendance is mandatory. It 
is not about what the police think is going to happen but what the police need to do about their own local 
management. So they make it hard. For example, the Bunbury race club may advise that 10 000 people will 
attend and person 10 001 turns up, and is not allowed to enter. The race club is working as hard as it can to 
establish a major social event in the community, but someone is at the gate counting in attendees and when they 
get to 10 000, no-one else is allowed in because the event security ratio does not allow it. Hon Ken Travers, in 
the course of our inquiry, we found out that the ratio is not set by law, but is established by the police department 
in negotiation with the event organisers. This does not happen in one or two places, but right across the racing 
industry, adding considerable costs to what is a delicately balanced industry. For those with an interest in the 
racing codes—they are in trouble. Revenue is not coming through and cost squeezes from other areas now make 
it important for a community to be able to get people through the gate to make the event successful.  

At some stage I would like some response from the minister on a matter raised on page 2 of the second reading 
speech. Page 2 states that the event must be “major in nature”, which seems to be defined as being an event 
attended by 5 000 people. I have stood on the members’ balcony of Toodyay race club and watched the cars 
coming down from Perth, then turning around and going back to Perth because 10 000 people are already in the 
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grounds. Guess how many people Toodyay race club catered for? Three thousand. They did not know 10 000 
people were going to turn up; they catered for 3 000. There was not enough food or alcohol—there was not 
enough of anything. It is important that these things are taken into account.  

Again considering definitions, page 2 states — 

… the minister is satisfied will provide significant economic benefit, or publicity or contribution to the 
state’s national or international profile. 

But what about an event contributing to the social aspect of towns such as mine, where the Northam Cup is the 
most important thing that happens, whether somebody enjoys the races or not? Every young girl in the town goes 
to the races dressed up to the nines, and I go to look at them! That is the process. It is their number one 
opportunity — 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: I think you meant to say “young women”! 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: Whatever they are—I have never quite worked that out!  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: You would be safer to say “fillies”! 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: Fillies! Hansard, can we change that to “fillies”? We will make it “young fillies”! 

Hon Ken Travers: So long as you are made a gelding! 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: We will not go there!  

For all those young women, it is a very, very important day. It is one of those days when they can go to the dress 
shop, buy an outfit, and go out and feel good about themselves. That is really important I would have thought. 
But guess what happens in these race clubs? Race clubs run events that are commercial, as defined in the Police 
Amendment Bill 2010, because they are — 

… run for commercial gain or which are promoted, advertised or sponsored under a commercial 
arrangement. 

However, the vast majority of the people at that race club are volunteers, and, in most cases, the club is really a 
not-for-profit organisation—that is, all the money it makes goes back into the race club; it does not go anywhere 
else.  

Hon Ken Travers: It goes back into the local community, effectively. 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: Yes, it goes back into the local community, which derives a range of benefits from 
that money.  

I would like a clear message from the minister, during his second reading reply, that this bill will not mean that 
the police will be able to use this legislation for compliance reasons, which, I am telling members, they already 
do now, without this legislation. I know it will upset my good friend Hon Terry Waldron, and Barry Sargeant, 
for whom I have a lot of time, who argue that I have this wrong, but I see these things; I turn up at these places. 
Members know the community of Dowerin. The Dowerin GWN Machinery Field Days pay for the whole social 
running of the Town of Dowerin from the profits of the Dowerin field days. Organisations such as the Girl 
Guides, the Scouts and the school—members can name them—in those communities get their operating money 
from one enormous effort during the Dowerin field days. 

Hon Ken Travers: Are the Dowerin field days sponsored for commercial purposes? 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: Of course they are. 

Hon Ken Travers: So they would be covered by this bill. 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: Of course they will be. Guess how much the people on the gate get paid? Nothing! 

Hon Ken Travers: Nothing.  

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: Their sporting club, or whatever, does get paid, but that is sorted out at the end of 
the process. They do not get paid an hourly rate or whatever; once the profit is in, it is handed out to the 
community. They do not hand it out to the Dowerin community only, I might add; the Goomalling clubs get a bit 
and the Wyalkatchem clubs get a bit, but it is a commercial arrangement.  

They have to have security guards at Dowerin field days. I have attended Dowerin fields on one or two 
occasions, and I have leant up against the bar on one or two occasions, and I have never seen a kafuffle—
never—but security guards are required in those areas. I have great empathy for local police, and I think being a 
police officer is one of the most difficult tasks in the world—I would not be one for all the money in China—but 
some of these issues are being driven by the difficulty of handling rosters and handling the management of their 
district. I want to hear the minister state clearly that this bill will not be about those sorts of matters, and that the 
superintendent in my district will not be saying, “We’ve got to have 10 police officers at Northam because on 
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that day there’s also an Aboriginal funeral, and there’s this and the other thing, which all adds up to a difficult 
day for me.” 

Hon Ken Travers: And that’s exactly what’s going to happen under this.  

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: I have my concerns there, Hon Ken Travers.  

I have listened to the debate on this bill with some discomfort and concern, but that has not been around the 
financial issues, Hon Ken Travers, so I am not going to argue about that, or his speech 34, which I have made 
myself on a few occasions—it is a pretty good speech, that one. Nevertheless, there is still an issue, which is that 
I do not want to see a lot of people in regional areas penalised. In my area, alone, there is a substantial number of 
non-commercial events that will be attended by 5 000 people.  

What is the definition of “special events”? I am concerned that that definition may change, because I doubt it has 
been cast in stone. Also, what about the social gain? Will consideration be given to whether the event that is 
happening—a Dowerin field day, the Wagin Woolorama, which is coming up shortly, or a raft of other events 
that really are the heart and soul of these communities—will be affected by a local police compliance issue 
because police may have a problem with management on the day and therefore use this legislation as a 
management tool? I have said enough, and I look forward to listening to the outcome of the debate. 

Hon Ken Travers: The other interesting question is: if it is at Dowerin, do they have to pay the cost of the 
police officers driving out to the field day? 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: From memory—someone may correct me—there are two police officers stationed 
at Dowerin, or is there one? 

Hon Col Holt: Two. 

Hon Ken Travers: So they’re going to have to bring them in from somewhere else?  

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: There are 40 or 50 in Northam, which is three-quarters of an hour away. But they 
are not all always on duty of course; as Hon Ken Travers knows, one-third of the 50 on the roster may be on 
leave. The 11 weeks’ holiday, and all the other things that go into policing, make that roster much tighter. I feel 
compassion for the police officers, the fantastic people in the police force in Northam and the pressures they are 
under, but I do not want to give them another tool to interfere with the social activities of my constituency. 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan) [9.38 pm]: I, too, want to make some comments on the 
Police Amendment Bill 2010. I particularly wanted to do so in my former role as shadow spokesperson for 
tourism, because when this bill came to this place and I looked at it, I immediately considered the impact this 
legislation would have on tourism events. After having looked closely at the legislation, I have ascertained that 
this charging regime will be applied only to events at which a charge is made for admission to the event; all 
events sponsored by Eventscorp, or partly funded by Eventscorp, have admission charges. The legislation also 
states that the charging regime will be applied only to events run for commercial gain; likewise, the whole 
objective of tourism events involving Eventscorp is to maximise the return to the state; therefore, there must be 
the possibility of a very strong commercial gain before Eventscorp funding will be provided. The third criteria to 
which the charging regime will apply is an event being sponsored under a commercial arrangement. By the 
nature of the fact that these events are funded by Eventscorp, they have a commercial arrangement attached to 
them. The honourable member sitting near me is laughing. I do not know why. I cannot see under what 
circumstances this legislation would not apply to the vast majority of events that are funded through Eventscorp. 
I will be interested to hear during the Committee of the Whole the response of the government on that issue and 
about the events to which this legislation will apply. The One Movement Music Festival is a very good case in 
point. I think this legislation would apply to the One Movement Music Festival. It is already a sham, without 
saying any more about how this legislation would apply to it.  

The opposition has put its view on the public record about why we do not support the bill. It is fair to say that the 
comments made by Hon Ken Travers on the likely impact of this legislation, particularly on sporting events, 
should worry everybody. We just heard from Hon Max Trenorden about the likely impact on the racing industry. 
He was correct when he said that the racing industry in this state is doing it tough. I cannot remember any time in 
the past 15 to 20 years when the racing industry has done it quite as tough as it is now. To have this further 
impost placed upon it would make the situation even worse for an industry that is already having very serious 
problems. That should be avoided at all costs.  

Any time that a charge such as this is proposed, it is always passed on to the end user—the consumer will have 
to pay. Hon Ken Travers made a good point when he said that this government has been a high-taxing 
government. Western Australians are paying a lot for their utilities and so on and so forth. There is a limit to how 
much the average family or person can pay. Clearly, it is a troublesome sign when it is becoming harder and 
harder for the average family in this state to find the money needed to meet the never-ending and spiralling 
imposts of the Barnett government.  
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I also make the point that, as far as I understand it, there has been very little consultation on this legislation. 
Certainly, there has been very little consultation with venue managers, event organisers and other stakeholders. 
One would think that if a government were going to introduce legislation of this nature, which will directly 
impact on those people, never mind all the other key people on whom it may impact, the government would have 
a very extensive consultation process, but that was clearly not the case. I again take on board the comments of 
Hon Max Trenorden about the racing industry. Many other parts of the state’s economy are also hurting. The 
tourism industry is doing it particularly tough. Any further cost impost on that industry or parts of that industry 
will have a further very negative effect.  

The other point I would like to make is that the maintenance of public order is considered to be a part of the core 
duties of the police. The presence of the police at places where people are gathered, such as big events, should be 
seen as a normal extension of their everyday duties. Asking the public to pay more for what has for so many 
decades been normal policing practice is a bit rich, and I think the general Western Australian public will see it 
as that.  

Another point I will make is that we need clarification of what events will and will not be included in this 
legislation. There are too many grey areas in this legislation; consequently, we should be concerned. If we have 
to have this legislation, it certainly needs to be finetuned.  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to temporary orders. 

SORRY DAY — GERALDTON FUNCTION 

Statement 

The PRESIDENT: Are there any members’ statements? 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Oh, yeah, can we have some?  

The PRESIDENT: I give the call to Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm. We will give Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich a chance 
to catch her breath. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: It’s all right; I don’t need it! 

HON MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM (Agricultural) [9.45 pm]: It would be a rarity that Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich 
would need to catch her breath, Mr President; nonetheless, I will take your call.  

I will make a statement about a Sorry Day function that Hon Max Trenorden and I attended in Geraldton on 
Sunday, 13 February. In excess of 100 people gathered on the Geraldton foreshore for the third anniversary of a 
most significant day of remembrance. Kevin Rudd’s 2008 speech to federal Parliament and the people of 
Australia was certainly not before time. It reflected a contemporary view in our country that the treatment of 
Indigenous people since European settlement in the late eighteenth century has resulted in much hurt, anger and 
loss of family and identity. I also suggest that Kevin Rudd’s statement meant much, particularly to Indigenous 
Australians. It gave the message that the wrongs of the past are acknowledged and that, as a country, we can now 
make some sort of meaningful progress.  

It is important that I acknowledge the presence at that gathering of a number of very special people in Geraldton. 
Firstly, I mention a lady by the name of Lucina Cross, who is a highly respected Aboriginal educator. I will 
shortly read the speech that Lucina delivered on Sorry Day, especially noting her challenge to the local 
community to work together to ensure future reconciliation and achievement. Also in attendance was Leeza 
Radcliffe from the Geraldton Streetwork Aboriginal Corporation, which is also referred to as Streeties; Shane 
Hill, the former member for Geraldton and now chief executive officer of Bundiyarra Aboriginal Community 
Aboriginal Corporation, who coordinated the program events on the day; and Eric Dalgety, who provided the 
entertainment and was ably assisted by Radio Mama. There were also mums, dads and kids from the local 
community as well as board members from Bundiyarra. All in all, an enjoyable and very meaningful day was 
had by those who attended.  

Hon Max Trenorden: Including by Hon Max Trenorden.  

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: Certainly. I will now read Lucina Cross’s statement. It is something that 
she can be proud of. It needs to be put on the public record, which I will do right now. It is simply entitled 
“Sorry!”, and reads — 

This day means many things to many people, but overall it is a day of remembrance.  

Today I remember that growing up I didn’t understand or appreciate what my mother went through as a 
young child losing all that she loved.  

I didn’t understand for many years and when I did, I was hurt for her, I was angry at what had been 
done to her and our families.  

I knew then that I had a choice. I could be angry forever and live a negative life. 
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Or, remembering an old saying that my Grandmother used to say — “every cloud has a silver lining”. 

I looked for ways to manage this anger and hurt. 

The only way I could do this was to believe that there was some higher purpose and meaning and this 
path for her was meant to be. 

Because if our mother and grandmother hadn’t been taken we wouldn’t be standing here. 

So in order to make some sense and give value and hope for her hurt, anger and loss we had to make 
our lives positive and purposeful. 

It is our duty to live lives that have meaning, and honours her memory. 

We can’t take away all the hurt and loss she and our Martu families suffered, but we can try hard to do 
positive things that add value to her life every day. 

… 

We remember and appreciate that Kevin Rudd was courageous enough to make an attempt to ease our 
hurt and anger and say, “WE ARE SORRY!” 

We remember that it doesn’t take away all the hurt and loss but it does acknowledge all those people 
who lost so much. 

Today we remember those many, many young children who were taken from their families and their 
countries. 

We are sorry for the bad times they experienced. 

We are sorry for all the things their mothers, fathers and families missed out on sharing with them. 

We are sorry that these young people missed out on growing up with their families and with their 
countries. 

We are sorry that they missed out on and, in many instances, lost the opportunities to grow within, learn 
and share their languages and cultures. 

We are sorry that many of these young people have been lost to their families and countries forever, but 
hope they have found safety, peace and love wherever they are now. 

But today we make a promise to them and their families that we will live lives that make positive 
differences in our communities. 

We will love and nurture our children and give them every opportunity to achieve their life goals and 
live successful lives. 

We will make sure they learn about their language and culture and have the knowledge and skills to 
teach their children. 

We will work hard to make sure our communities learn to live together with respect and harmony. 

We will all work hard to honour their memories and hardship by being a caring, positive and successful 
community that work together to ensure our future is one of reconciliation and achievement. 

WE OWE THEM THE BEST WE CAN BE AND DO!!!! 

On that note, I will leave the statement. I think that is a marvellous piece of writing from a very well educated 
person and a person whose heart and soul is in the development of her own people in her local community. 

RETIREMENT VILLAGES LEGISLATION — STATUTORY REPORT 

Statement 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan) [9.52 pm]: Mr President, you would know better than 
most that the last thing I want to do is complain! But tonight I feel that I must put on the public record my 
grievance. The complaint that I want to make is about Hon Simon O’Brien and his lack of response to a question 
that I asked during question time today. This is a very serious issue. I refer to the statutory review of retirement 
villages legislation. This is a very important review that affects tens of thousands of people who reside in 
retirement villages. Of course, with an ageing demographic, many of us in this place can see that we, too, will 
perhaps have to move to retirement village accommodation at some time in the future. It is very important—I am 
not looking at Hon Max Trenorden—that we get this absolutely right. 

Hon Max Trenorden: I think you were looking around the chamber for grey hair! 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I see the honourable member as blond; I never see him as grey! 
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Today I asked Hon Simon O’Brien some fairly straightforward questions that a minister might be expected to be 
asked given that this issue has been around for some time. I asked him whether he was aware that the statutory 
report of the review of retirement villages legislation was tabled in Parliament late last year, to which he said that 
he was. I asked him whether he had read the report; and, if not, why not. He said that he had read the report. So 
he knows that the report was tabled, and he has read it. I then asked him a couple of questions to drill down into 
some of the specifics. I asked — 

What is the minister’s position on the payment of ongoing charges after a non-resident owner leaves a 
retirement village? 

The second question I asked him about the specifics was —  

Does the minister agree that the payment of ongoing charges after a non-owner resident leaves a 
retirement village should be restricted to six weeks; and, if not, why not? 

If the minister had read the report, that would be a very simple question to answer because it would stick out; 
those two particular issues would really jump off the page at him. First of all, I have watched Hon Simon 
O’Brien over many years and this minister never picks up a pen. This minister chose not to listen to the question 
and then complained about the question being too long. When I said to Hon Simon O’Brien that perhaps he 
might like to write down the question and that might help him answer it, he said, “I am not here to take 
shorthand.” We have a minister who is not here to take shorthand, but clearly he cannot answer a question unless 
he takes shorthand, because he did not provide an answer. That means that it is going to be very difficult indeed 
for me to get any answers from this minister in the future, because he is refusing to write down questions. 
Consequently, he cannot remember the question that was asked of him and consequently cannot provide the 
answer to the question. We have a real problem. 

When the minister went to what we might have thought was the substantive answer to the question, there was not 
a skerrick of understanding of the issue or, indeed, any fact in the answer. I cannot believe that this was the 
response from a minister of the Crown, who is accountable to this place and, through this place, to the people of 
Western Australia. Hon Simon O’Brien said that he had done better than read the report; he had been actively 
engaged over the recess in discussions and visits to certain retirement villages that had been prominent in the 
public debate to improve his —  

Hon Norman Moore: What are you quoting from? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: An uncorrected proof. 

Hon Norman Moore: You should say so then. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I am going to say so now. I was just waiting for the opportunity to say it, and 
now I am saying it. 

Hon Norman Moore: Say it before you start quoting from it. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I am quoting from an uncorrected proof, Mr President. 

Hon Norman Moore: I would have thought you would know the rules by now. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: We know you are a fan, but that is okay. 

Hon Norman Moore: No; you should just do the right thing occasionally. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: We know you are a fan. You should not get so upset, not after that comment 
you made at the raffle! 

The PRESIDENT: Order! That is what happens when one person interjects and then another thinks they can 
interject, and pretty soon we have everyone in the chamber speaking at once. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: He has been here since the Stone Age! 

The PRESIDENT: Let us just hear from one person. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The minister went on to say that he had had public discussions to improve his 
hands-on and face-to-face understanding. In connection to retirement villages, his department is drawing up 
proposals for legislation that he is going to take forward to cabinet. That is fair enough. He went on to say —  

I indicate to the member that the proposals that I want to take forward have been given substantial 
priority by me. That means that my department has significant extra work to do but we want to progress 
some improvements to retirement village legislation. 

And so it goes on and on. He did not make one reference to the specific question that was asked. That is very 
disappointing to me.  
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It also must be absolutely devastating to the tens of thousands of people in the community who are relying on 
their lives being changed, and on gaining some improvements through the progress of this legislation, that this 
minister is treating this issue in such a flippant way. 

I turn now to the levies that are imposed on people who are non-residents in a retirement village. Currently, non-
owner residents who leave a retirement village are required to pay ongoing costs, sometimes $200, $300 or $400 
a month, indefinitely until their accommodation unit in that village is onsold. That may take one year or two 
years. That is an enormous and very unfair impost on the tens of thousands of people who live in these 
residential villages. They are saying that this is way over the top, particularly when people have moved from a 
village environment into a low care or high-care environment and then have to pay another amount of money to 
get into the new facility while they are still paying ongoing costs for their former facility.  

Hon Liz Behjat: How long has this been going on for? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I do not know how long this has been going on for, but it has to stop. We have a 
minister who is responsible for this legislation, and he needs to act on this problem. 

Hon Norman Moore: It is your legislation. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: It is not good enough for the minister to treat this issue in such a flippant 
manner. I will be monitoring the minister’s responses very, very carefully in the future, because, quite frankly, I 
do not intend to spend a lot of time on preparing good questions on behalf of my constituents when the minister 
does not have the good grace or the courtesy to treat these questions with the seriousness that they deserve. 
Honestly, I think it is appalling, and the minister needs to lift his game. 

LEONORA DETENTION CENTRE 

Statement 

HON ALISON XAMON (East Metropolitan) [10.01 pm]: During the parliamentary break, I am sure we all 
did a number of things. One of the things I decided to do was visit the Kalgoorlie–Leonora area. While I was 
there, I took the opportunity to visit the Leonora detention centre. I would like to share some of my observations 
from that experience. The Leonora detention centre was set up to house families and children. It was established 
in June last year at a disused mining camp. It is now a bit of a rabbit warren of dongas and various facilities that 
have been left over from the mining camp, such as a below-ground pool, which was not in use at the time. It is 
certainly a bit of a haphazard set-up. It is still clearly in a state of growth. When I was there, new fencing was in 
the process of being erected, new dongas were being established, and some effort was being made to install some 
play areas for the children. The federal government calls the Leonora detention centre an APOD, or an 
alternative place of detention. I think that is highly disingenuous. It is a detention centre; of that there is no 
doubt. The people in that centre do not have the freedom to come and go as they wish. There are guards. It is 
certainly a very dismal environment to be in.  

The centre is run by Serco, a private company. I had the opportunity to speak at length with the Serco manager, 
and also with the staff. I am very grateful for the time that they gave me. They were pretty upfront, I felt, with 
the answers that they gave. It is clear that the staff themselves are also doing it quite tough. The majority of the 
staff are fly in, fly out; they come in for 10 weeks at a time; they have fairly minimal training; and they are 
working in quite stressful and difficult circumstances. 

As I have said, not only were the staff quite open in allowing me to speak frankly to them, but also they allowed 
me to speak unhindered to some of the refugees. I did go in there with some names, and I had had some previous 
correspondence with some of the refugees in the centre. But while I was there, people sought me out, and I had 
an opportunity to sit down and talk with some of the people at length about their stories. I must say that the 
stories of these people are absolutely heart-breaking. They talked about the deaths of children, and about the 
deaths of loved ones. They themselves often had clear injuries. A lot of them have spent years going from 
refugee camp to refugee camp, and from country to country, desperate to find some sort of home. What was 
clear is that the people I spoke to are discouraged. They are desperate to be given the opportunity to make new 
lives for themselves. They also talked about how they have seen a very big shift—certainly not a positive one—
in their children. Each of the women I spoke to had between two and five children. I would like to give members 
some quotes from what I wrote down at the time. They talked about how, every day, when their children came 
home from school, the first thing they would ask is, “Is there any news, any news?” They said, “I have to be 
happy here. I am safe, I have food, my children are in school, but I don’t know why I have this tiredness. Why 
are we inside this camp? Why can’t we go outside? Maybe I’m tired because we are not free.” Another woman 
said, “We want to start our new life. We want to work. I am a hairdresser, a beautician. I want to work.” Another 
woman said, “Our friends, they come after us to Australia, by plane. Their visa is approved. We come by boat. 
We are here.” Another woman said, “I want to go to sleep and wake up when it’s all over and I can be free.” 
There were a lot of tears from them. It was very moving.  
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The school-age children at the detention are attending the local school. They also get to attend some outside 
activities. They obviously do not get to attend those activities freely; they are organised by the Serco staff. When 
I arrived, the Christmas holidays were approaching, and the staff were very worried, as were the parents, about 
what was going to happen with the kids. That is because the school has become the primary respite for the 
children at the detention centre, and they were gravely concerned about how that would impact on the mental 
health of the children, and also how they would behave.  

The facilities at the centre are very poor. The centre is not set up to cater for children, particularly for very long 
periods of time. The children are actually staying in these detention centres for an extended period of time. The 
refugees have access to some services at the camp, but they do not have access to services such as a dentist. It 
requires a four-hour round trip to Kalgoorlie to undertake something as basic as dental treatment. Obviously a 
number of the refugees have particular mental health issues. Although some effort is made to provide these 
people with assistance, to be honest, the level of assistance that some of these people need is too great to be able 
to be provided through the facility.  

At the time I went to Leonora, there were just over 200 detainees, 65 of whom were children. The local 
community has indicated that it is happy to see the facility expand to about 300 detainees, although the Serco 
staff are concerned about the impact that such an expansion would have on the school and felt that 200 detainees 
was probably the most that could be managed by the community. I have to say that I was really impressed by 
those members of the local community with whom I got a chance to speak; it is quite clear that most people have 
a very positive view towards the detention centre being there. A lot of local businesses have certainly benefited, 
and it has been a financial boost to the town to have it there. I also got to speak to local Indigenous elders, who 
did not share that view. They had no problem with the refugees themselves, but they made it very clear that they 
could not understand why the refugees could not just walk freely through the town. They said that they would 
have really liked the opportunity to get to know them and to help them become members of the community. 
Certainly, they feel that they had not noticed any improvements in their own circumstances, and had not 
benefited financially as a result of the establishment of the detention centre. 

As I say, these people are just sitting there, waiting to be processed. They have already come from other 
detention centres, and the majority of detainees who have been through this system have been found to be 
genuine refugees who are fleeing persecution, so they are most certainly not illegal. They are arriving here in 
accordance with United Nations conventions, and they are suffering. They want to be Australians; they want to 
work and protect their families, and they just want the opportunity to lead peaceful and safe lives. I have often 
wondered whether those people who seek to demonise these people would ever have the courage to do so if they 
had the opportunity to meet them, talk to them and see their children; whether they would then still be prepared 
to try to dehumanise them in the way that I have heard far too many people try to do. 

As I was leaving, the news was starting to filter through that there had been a tragedy of some description with a 
boat trying to arrive at Christmas Island; we now know that that was the day of the tragedy at Christmas Island. 
There were grave concerns about how that news would be greeted by the people left behind. I felt very powerless 
as I was leaving. One of the things I did when I got back to Perth was call for donations of toys for the children 
to try to help them to get through the Christmas holidays. I was overwhelmed by the donations and I am really 
grateful to those who donated, particularly local churches and many members of the Greens (WA). Ten days 
later, my husband and I decided to drive back there with all the booty, because there was frankly too much to 
ship there. I was really happy to be able to deliver that, but, to be honest, it was a very small and quite 
insignificant gesture, considering the sort of plight that these people are currently dealing with. I urge members 
to take the opportunity to go out there. 

House adjourned at 10.12 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

WORKPLACE NOISE LEVELS 

3019. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Commerce 

I refer to my question No. 411, regarding noisy workplaces, and further ask — 

(1) If a workplace does not undertake the necessary steps to test workplace noise levels and arrange to 
conform with Workers Compensation and Injury Management Regulations 1982 — 

(a) what other methods does WorkSafe use to identify dangerously noisy workplaces; 

(b) how does WorkSafe ensure that workplace noise levels are tested; and 

(c) what actions does WorkSafe take when alerted to a noisy workplace that has not declared itself 
a prescribed noisy workplace? 

(2) Has WorkCover come across any instances where workplaces with high noise levels have refused to 
test their noise levels? 

(3) Has WorkCover come across any instances where workplaces that have been identified as ‘prescribed 
noisy workplaces’, have failed to fulfil their obligations under the Workers Compensation and Injury 
Management Regulations 1982? 

(4) In each instance identified in (2) and (3), what actions did WorkCover take? 

(5) How does WorkCover bring employer obligations under the Workers Compensation and Injury 
Management Regulations 1982 to the attention of workplaces? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1) (a)  WorkSafe responds to enquiries made about workplace noise and where considered 
appropriate, will conduct an investigation; or may consider the issue during general 
inspections. 

(b)  The Occupational Safety and Health Act 1984 (the OSH Act) provides WorkSafe inspectors 
with powers for purposes of enforcing the OSH Act but does not provide specific power to 
"ensure that workplace noise levels are tested".  The OSH Act includes the powers for 
inspectors to conduct an inquiry and issue improvement and prohibition notices.   

(c)  Neither the OSH Act nor the OSH regulations have provisions requiring a workplace to 
"declare itself as a prescribed noisy workplace".  

(2)-(3) No  

(4) Not applicable 

(5) WorkCover WA uses education and information initiatives to raise awareness of the noise induced 
hearing loss provisions of the workers’ compensation legislation. This includes the provision of 
information through presentations, dissemination of ‘A Guide to Noise Induced Hearing Loss’ fact 
sheet, and information provided on WorkCover WA’s website. WorkCover WA also administers claims 
for noise induced hearing loss and through this process informs employers of potential claims and their 
obligations in relation to those claims.  

ARENA JOONDALUP — LAND TITLES 

3034. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Lands 

(1) Are there any caveats or memorials on the land titles for the Arena Joondalup? 

(2) If yes to (1), what are they? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) G700935 Memorial lodged by LandCorp on 30/1/1998. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN LAND AUTHORITY ACT 1992  

PROHIBITION AGAINST DEALING WITH LAND SECTION 26 
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Notice is hereby given that the land set out in the Schedule hereto is Land to which Section 27 of the 
Western Australian Land Authority Act 1992 applies. 

LANCELIN CAMPING FACILITY — STATE LAND ALLOCATION 

3035. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Regional Development 

I refer to the application for an allocation of State land to develop a caravan/camping facility in Lancelin, and 
ask — 

(1) When was the application first submitted to the Department of Regional Development and Lands? 

(2) What actions have since taken place and on what date have these occurred since the application was 
submitted? 

(3) When will a decision be made on this application? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

(1) 15 April 2009. 

(2) Consideration has been given to potential sites and discussions and meetings held involving the 
Department of Regional Development and Lands, Tourism Western Australia, the Department of 
Planning and the Shire of Gingin.  The Shire of Gingin sought written public comment, which closed 
on 17 November 2010.  A public meeting was held in Lancelin on 4 November 2010 to discuss the 
proposal. The Shire Council will consider the written public comments received and provide further 
advice to the Department of Regional Development and Lands. 

(3) A decision as to whether the proposal progresses to further investigation including matters such as 
native title, planning, zoning and environmental considerations will be made early in 2011. 

EASTERN GOLDFIELDS PRISON REDEVELOPMENT — PUBLIC–PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP 

3038. Hon Ken Travers to the minister representing the Minister for Corrective Services 

(1) Has the Government completed the evaluation of a public–private partnership for the Eastern Goldfields 
Prison redevelopment? 

(2) Does the evaluation include a public private comparator? 

(3) Does the Government intend to make the completed evaluation public? 

(4) If no to (3), why not? 

(5) Will the Minister table the completed evaluation and any public private comparator for this project? 

(6) If no to (5), why not? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1) A procurement options analysis of the relative risks and merits of public versus private service delivery 
has been undertaken. 

(2) No. The correct terminology is public sector comparator, which will only be required if services are 
proposed to be delivered by the private sector. 

(3) No 

(4) The procurement options analysis is a report used for advising Government of its options in terms of 
providing services either publicly or privately. The report contains information which is commercial in 
confidence and therefore cannot be made public. 

(5) No 

(6) Please refer to (4). 

INDUSTRIAL ZONED LAND — WATER QUALITY 

3047. Hon Ken Travers to the minister representing the Minister for Water 

(1) Is the water quality surrounding industrial zoned land in Perth monitored? 

(2) If yes to (1), has any pollution or impact on water quality been identified in the water from bores in or 
around industrially zoned land? 

(3) If yes to (2), will the Minister table the location and nature of pollution or impact on water quality? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) Water quality monitoring is undertaken at some industrial facilities to satisfy Department of 
Environment and Conservation Part 5 licence conditions imposed under the Contaminated Sites 
Act 2003. 
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(2)-(3) Not applicable. 

ROCK THROWING AT BUSES — PROSECUTIONS 

3056. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Police 

(1) How many people were caught throwing rocks or projectiles at buses in the following financial years — 

(a) 2007-08; 

(b) 2008-09; and 

(c) 2009-10? 

(2) How many have been prosecuted? 

(3) How many had some other action taken, and what was the nature of that action? 

(4) How many were convicted? 

(5) How many still have their case pending? 

(6) How many people have been caught throwing rocks or projectiles at buses in the first quarter of 
the 2010-11 financial year? 

(7) How many have been prosecuted? 

(8) How many had some other action taken, and what was the nature of that action? 

(9) How many were convicted? 

(10) How many still have their case pending? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(10) Western Australia Police is unable to provide a response as this specific type of information is not 
captured on police databases.  

MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSIONS — TESTING PROCEDURES 

3060. Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm to the Minister for Commerce 

(1) Does the Department of Commerce, Consumer Protection Division, Motor Vehicle Branch continue to 
rely on Australian Standards AS4430.2 and AS4430.1 for testing procedures used in the assessment of 
motor vehicle emissions, and for products that influence motor vehicle emissions? 

(2) Is it correct that the Minister has been told that AS4430.2 and AS4430.1 are regarded by some as being 
flawed? 

(3) Is it correct that the Australian Automotive Aftermarket Association (AAAA) has not endorsed or 
supported the publication of these two Australian Standards due to their view that the standards are 
flawed? 

(4) Is it correct that the Commissioner for Consumer Protection has, as recently as February this year, 
issued a negative media release concerning a family-owned Bellevue business, which ‘named and 
shamed’, that business and its owners as a result of the Commissioner relying on the flawed testing 
procedures based on AS4430.2? 

(5) In that instance, is it correct that the testing procedures, carried out by Orbital Australia Pty. Ltd. on the 
Commissioner’s behalf and with vehicles that were supplied by the Department’s Motor Vehicle 
Branch, did not themselves conform with the test procedure requirements of AS4430.2 in that the age of 
the vehicles supplied and tested was not in conformity with the test procedures that are specified in the 
Standard? 

(6) If yes to (5), why has the Commissioner relied on the results from testing that failed to satisfy the 
specified test procedures? 

(7) What action does the Minister intend to take to ensure that in future — 

(a) the Department relies only on testing procedures that have undisputed integrity; and 

(b) the Commissioner does not unfairly target local businesses without first clearly establishing 
the facts of the case beyond reasonable dispute? 

(8) What action has the Minister taken, or what action does he intend to take, to attempt to repair the 
damage that has been done to this local family business as a result of the Commissioner publicly 
defaming its owners while relying on the faulty application of flawed Australian Standards test 
procedures? 
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(9) Has the Minister received a letter dated 5th July 2010, from the owner of the affected Bellevue business 
in which the owner set out his reasons for concern about the standards AS4430.1, and AS4430.2 and 
their application by the department and which set out a possible resolution to the issue? 

(10) Has the Minister replied to that letter of more than four months ago? 

(11) If yes to (10), when? 

(12) If no to (10), why not? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1) Yes. In the absence of any other recognised Australian testing standard for the evaluation of devices, 
additives and processes which claim to improve vehicle performance this is the recognised and 
appropriate standard. 

(2) I have been informed that the manufacturer of the device marketed as a fuel saving device, Fuelstar, 
considers that the current standard (Part 2 of AS 4430), is flawed.  This manufacturer’s product was 
tested against the standard and failed to demonstrate any significant benefits for motorists.  Standards 
Australia has reviewed the AS 4430 and in July of last year advised the Commissioner that it was not 
"..appropriate to withdraw AS4430.1 and AS 4430.2 ..". 

(3) I am advised that Australian Automotive Aftermarket Association (AAAA) did not endorse the 
publication of AS4330 when it was developed in 2004.  The AAAA is an industry association 
representing businesses concerned with manufacturing, re-manufacturing, wholesaling, distribution and 
retailing of all vehicle parts, accessories, tools, equipment and services.  It does not represent the 
interests of consumers.    

(4) Yes, the Commissioner issued a press release warning consumers that the Fuelstar Combustion Catalyst 
failed to deliver the petrol savings and emission reductions claimed by the promoters of the product.  
The product was sold by WA distributor of Fuelstar, Major Auto Technics of Bellevue, which 
advertised that the catalyst will reduce fuel consumption by 6% and reduce tailpipe emissions by 20% 
in petrol engine vehicles.  The Commissioner relied on testing undertaken by a testing agency, Orbital 
Australia Pty Ltd, approved by the Federal Government to test new vehicles against Australian Design 
rules for emissions and fuel consumption.  Orbital Australia Pty Ltd was engaged by Consumer 
Protection and used the only currently recognised Australian standard for testing fuel consumption in 
second hand vehicles.   

(5) No.  The test procedures complied with Part I and Part 2 of AS 4430. The vehicles tested were a six 
cylinder 2007 Holden Commodore and a 2007 Nissan Tiida.  The AS 4430 standard requires that 
vehicles of different ages should be tested when "..a product is intended to be used in a range of vehicle 
classes."   In this case the products provided by Major Auto Technics of Bellevue were specific to 
vehicles of particular engine capacity. Consumer Protection did not test a Fuelstar catalyst suitable for a 
range of vehicles and therefore the testing against vehicles of a similar age did not invalidate the tests. 

(6) As above. 

(7) (a)  The Department relies on the only approved Australian procedure evaluating devices, additives 
and processes which claim to improve vehicle performance, the Australian Standard, 
AS 4430.  AS 4430.2, which is the procedure for evaluating those devices in "spark ignition 
engine systems, references the Australian Design Rule (ADR 81/01) "Fuel consumption 
labelling for light vehicles", which is now applied to all new vehicles sold in Australia.  This 
testing regime underpins the Australian Design Rule system.   

(b) The Commissioner has not only authorised extensive testing in accordance with Australian 
Standards, but also offered the promoters of the Fuelstar product, Fuelstar Combustion 
Technology Limited and Major Auto Technics, the opportunity of providing independent test 
results to refute the findings established under the tests conducted.  Fuelstar Combustion 
Technology Limited provided only one report provided by the company California 
Environmental Engineering (CEE) dated 2003 claiming fuel consumption reductions in a 
diesel truck. Although the report claimed 5 separate tests the report provided test data for only 
the first and last (before and after tests) and showed results in terms of percentage 
improvement, not absolute results.  

(8) Given that neither the standards nor the testing procedures have been demonstrated to be flawed, it is 
inappropriate for me to intervene.  The Commissioner for Consumer Protection will continue to 
critically analyse fuel consumption claims made by businesses that appeal to the "green" aspirations of 
consumers.  Promoters and retailers will be required to justify their claims if insufficient evidence is 
proffered to substantiate the claims being made. 
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(9) No.  My office can find no record of a letter from Major Auto Technics of Bellevue.  This includes a 
search of Ministerial correspondence to the former Minister.  However, there are records of 
correspondence between the former Minister and Mr Cornelius of Fuelstar of 3 June 2010 and 3 August 
2010 that span the period. The letter of 3 June 2010 was responded to on 15 July 2010. The letter of 
3 August 2010 from Mr Cornelius did not require a response. 

(10) No. There is no record of a 5 July 2010 letter to prompt a response. 

(11) Not applicable 

(12) There is no record of a 5 July 2010 letter.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3061. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years —  

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3062. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Fisheries 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
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(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3063. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Electoral Affairs 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3065. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Disability Services 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years —  

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
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(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3068. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Child Protection 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3069. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Community Services 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3070. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Seniors and Volunteering 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3071. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Women’s Interests 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3072. Hon Ken Travers to the minister representing the Minister for Environment 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3073. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Youth 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3077. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Deputy Premier 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 
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(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3078. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Health 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3080. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Regional Development 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  
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(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3081. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Lands 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3082. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
State Development 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 
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(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 

(b) finance costs; 

(c) depreciation; 

(d) resale; 

(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 

(f) fuel costs; 

(g) maintenance costs; 

(h) insurance; 

(i) registration; and 

(j) management fees? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3083. Hon Ken Travers to the minister representing the Minister assisting the Minister for Transport 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 

(b) finance costs; 

(c) depreciation; 

(d) resale; 

(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 

(f) fuel costs; 

(g) maintenance costs; 

(h) insurance; 

(i) registration; and 

(j) management fees? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

Due to the Cabinet re-shuffle, as of 14 December 2010 the portfolio of ‘Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Transport’ no longer exists. 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3084. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Education 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 
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(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3085. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Tourism 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3089. Hon Ken Travers to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Sport and Recreation 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 
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(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3090. Hon Ken Travers to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3091. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for Health 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 
(a) purchase price; 
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(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3092. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Planning 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3093. Hon Ken Travers to the minister representing the Minister for Culture and the Arts 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
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(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3095. Hon Ken Travers to the minister representing the Minister for Corrective Services 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1)-(6) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3096. Hon Ken Travers to the minister representing the Minister for Water 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
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(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3097. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Mental Health 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3098. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
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(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3099. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Heritage 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3100. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3101. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 
(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)-(6) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3102. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Forestry 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)-(6) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3103. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Education 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(6) Due to the Cabinet re-shuffle as of 14 December 2010 this portfolio no longer exists. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 

3105. Hon Ken Travers to minister representing the Minister for Science and Innovation 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 financial years — 

(1) What was the total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind in each year? 

(2) How many vehicles did your Agency have, by vehicle type and size at the end of each quarter, in each 
year?  

(3) Can you provide a list of all vehicles on your asset register and details listed on the register at 30 June 
of each year? 

(4) What was the total cost of vehicles purchased in each year? 

(5) What were the total operating costs for all vehicles in each year? 

(6) What is the expenditure in each year for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3075. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3108. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3109. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Fisheries 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3110. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Electoral Affairs 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 
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(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3112. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Disability Services 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3115. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Child Protection 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
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(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3116. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Community Services 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3117. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Seniors and Volunteering 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3118. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Women’s Interests 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3119. Hon Ken Travers to the minister representing the Minister for Environment 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3120. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Youth 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 
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(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3124. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Deputy Premier 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3125. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Health 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 
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(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3127. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Regional Development 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3128. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Lands 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
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(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3129. Hon Ken Travers to the minister representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for State Development 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3130. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Transport 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 
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Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

Due to the Cabinet re-shuffle, as of 14 December 2010 the portfolio of ‘Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Transport’ no longer exists. 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3131. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Education 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 

(b) finance costs; 

(c) depreciation; 

(d) resale; 

(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 

(f) fuel costs; 

(g) maintenance costs; 

(h) insurance; 

(i) registration; and 

(j) management fees? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3132. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Tourism 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 

(b) finance costs; 

(c) depreciation; 

(d) resale; 

(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 

(f) fuel costs; 

(g) maintenance costs; 

(h) insurance; 

(i) registration; and 

(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3136. Hon Ken Travers to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Sport and Recreation 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3137. Hon Ken Travers to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3138. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for Health 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 
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(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3139. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Planning 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3140. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Culture and the Arts 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 
(a) purchase price; 
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(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3142. Hon Ken Travers to the minister representing the Minister for Corrective Services 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1)-(5) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3143. Hon Ken Travers to the  minister representing the Minister for Water 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
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(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3144. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Mental Health 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3145. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3146. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Heritage 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3147. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3148. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 
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(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)-(5) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3149. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister representing the Minister for Forestry 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)-(5) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3122 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3150. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Education 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
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(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(5) Due to the Cabinet re-shuffle as of 14 December 2010 this portfolio no longer exists. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MOTOR VEHICLE EXPENDITURE 2010-11 

3152. Hon Ken Travers to the minister representing the Minister for Science and Innovation 

For each Agency in your portfolio for the 2010-11 financial year and for each year of the forward estimates, I 
ask — 

(1) What is the estimated total expenditure on motor vehicles of any kind? 

(2) How many vehicles are budgeted for within your Agency, by vehicle type and size? 

(3) How much is budgeted for purchasing vehicles? 

(4) What is budgeted for total operating costs? 

(5) What is the budgeted expenditure for each of the following categories — 

(a) purchase price; 
(b) finance costs; 
(c) depreciation; 
(d) resale; 
(e) fringe benefit tax (if applicable); 
(f) fuel costs; 
(g) maintenance costs; 
(h) insurance; 
(i) registration; and 
(j) management fees? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council question on notice 3122. 

CHILDREN 0–4 YEARS — DRUG AND ALCOHOL ABUSE SYMPTOMS 

3158. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to child health clinic services in the Greater Bunbury area (Bunbury, Dalyellup, Eaton, Australind, 
Leschenault) and Busselton, and ask — 

(1) For 2009, how many children aged zero to four years, were presented with symptoms of drug or alcohol 
abuse problems/symptoms, living in — 

(a) the Greater Bunbury area; and 

(b) Busselton? 

(2) What treatment was provided to these children, and who undertook the treatment? 

(3) Was this treatment available in the Greater Bunbury and Busselton area? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) (a)-(b) Children presenting in the 0-4 age group with developmental delay generally do not receive a 
diagnosis until school years as the causative factors could be many (including the effects of 
drugs and alcohol). Therefore the number of children aged 0-4 affected by drugs and alcohol is 
not available. 

(2) All children in the South West presenting with developmental delay are referred to, and assessed within, 
the Child Development teams located in Bunbury and Busselton. These services provide 
multidisciplinary treatment including Speech Pathologists, Occupational Therapists, Physiotherapists 
and Social Workers. 

(3) Yes. 
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CHILD MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES — GREATER BUNBURY AREA 

3159. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to child mental health services in the Greater Bunbury area (Bunbury, Dalyellup, Eaton, Australind, 
Leschenault) and Busselton, and ask — 

(1) For 2009, how many children aged zero to four years, were identified by South West community child 
health clinics to be suffering from mental health problems or exhibiting symptoms of mental health 
problems, living in — 

(a) the Greater Bunbury area; and 

(b) Busselton? 

(2) What treatment was provided to these children, and who undertook the treatment? 

(3) How many of these children were referred to South West Child and Adolescent Mental Health Services 
(SW CAMHS) for assessment? 

(4) In relation to (3), how many of the children referred were actually assessed by SW CAMHS? 

(5) What treatment was provided SW CAMHS, for the children it assessed to be suffering mental health 
problems? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) (a)-(b)  Children in the 0-4 age group do not present to child health clinics with a diagnosable mental 
illness but will present with behavioural and or developmental problems. These children are 
referred to Paediatricians, child development teams and CAMHS where behaviour problems 
are severe. 

(2) Child Health Clinics do not treat children with mental health problems or those exhibiting symptoms of 
mental health problems. 

(3) Four children who presented to child health clinics with behavioural and or developmental problems 
were referred to South West Child and Adolescent Mental Health Services for assessment. 

(4) The four children who presented to child health clinics with behavioural and or developmental 
problems and referred to South West Child and Adolescent Mental Health Services were assessed. 

(5) The CAMHS Child and Adolescent Consultant Psychiatrist provides specialist assessment and 
treatment from a family systems perspective. For the 0-4 age group, collaboration with Paediatricians, 
GP and psychosocial support services is considered essential. 

CHILD MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES — GREATER BUNBURY AREA 

3160. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to community child health clinics in the Greater Bunbury area (Bunbury, Dalyellup, Eaton, Australind, 
Leschenault) and Busselton, and ask — 

(1) What specialist training do community child health nurses have, to identify symptoms of mental illness? 

(2) Who undertakes the diagnosis of children presenting with symptoms of mental illness at community 
child health clinics, in the Greater Bunbury area and in Busselton? 

(3) In relation to the community child health clinics in the Greater Bunbury area and Busselton, please 
advise — 

(a) the location of each clinic; 

(b) the number of FTEs at each clinic as at 1 July 2010; 

(c) the position title for each person employed at each of the clinics as at 1 July 2010; and 

(d) the number of assessment undertaken at each clinic in 2009 and the current year to date?   

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) All Child Health Nurses are trained in the Edinburgh postnatal depression scale, which is a tool that 
assesses depressive and anxiety disorders and can be used with mothers and fathers.  

All Child Health Nurses are trained in the use of the Indicators of Needs tool; this focuses on 
identifying protective and risk factors in families.  

Child Health Nurses also have access to training in the recognition of the signs of perinatal anxiety 
disorders and gatekeeper training which supports the identification of the risk level for suicide. 
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(2) Child Health Nurses in Child Health Clinics do not undertake diagnosis of children presenting with 
Mental Illness. These children and their families would be referred to specialist services. 

(3) (a)-(d) [See paper 2947.] 

CHILDREN AND ADOLESCENTS — ALCOHOL AND DRUG ABUSE 

3161. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to the South West Community Drug Services Team, and ask — 

(1) How many children and adolescents living in the South West region were identified by the South West 
Community Drug Services Team, to be suffering from alcohol and/or substance abuse in 2009, and the 
current year to date? 

(2) In relation to (1), how many of these children and adolescents were also suffering from mental illness? 

(3) In relation to (2), who undertook the diagnosis? 

(4) For each of 2009 and the current year to date, how many were — 

(a) under the age of 12 years; 

(b) 13 to 16 years; and 

(c) 19 to 24 years? 

(5) What treatment was provided to these children, and who provided it? 

(6) For 2009 and the current year to date, how many of the children and adolescents were referred to South 
West Child and Adolescent Mental Health Services, for assessment and/or treatment? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) The number of young people (12-24 years) assessed by the South West Community Drug Service Team 
(SWCDST — operated by St John of God Health Care) is as follows: 

1 January 2009 to 31 December 2009:  263 

1 January 2009 to 19 November 2010:  205 

(2) A total of 35 young people aged 12-24 years with a diagnosed mental health condition were engaged in 
the SWCDST dual diagnosis program.  

(3) The SWCDST report that a Consultant Psychiatrist, or other medical practitioner, makes the formal 
mental health diagnosis. The SWCDST do not formally diagnose for mental health conditions.  
However, it will utilise various screening tools to assess symptoms of mental distress and drug and 
alcohol problems. 

(4) (a)-(c)   Of the 35 young people recorded as engaging in the dual diagnosis program in the period, four 
were aged 12-17 and 31 were aged 18 to 24. Further breakdown by age would require 
examination of each physical client’s files by St John of God Health Care. 

(5) The treatments for clients included one-to-one counselling, detoxification referral to the Drug and 
Alcohol Youth Service, family counselling, engagement in the Youth EFFECT program and linkage to 
formal mental health services through better outcomes programs. 

(6) The electronic data system SIMS used by the service does not record referral destination. The answer to 
this question would require examination of each client’s individual files by St John of God Health Care. 

ALCOHOL AND DRUG ABUSE — CHILDREN AND ADOLESCENTS 

3162. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to the South West Community Drug Services Team (SWCDST), and ask — 

(1) Who undertakes the diagnosis of children and adolescents presenting at the SWCDST to determine if 
they are suffering from alcohol and/or substance abuse and/or mental illness? 

(2) How many clinics/offices does the SWCDST have in the South West region and where are they 
located? 

(3) How many FTEs are allocated at each of the offices/clinics as at 1 July 2010 and what are the position 
titles? 

(4) How many assessments were undertaken by the SWCDST in 2009 and the current year to date? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) I am advised that counsellors at the South West Community Drug Service Team (SWCDST — operated 
by St John of God Health Care) assess young people presenting at the service for alcohol and drug 
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problems and related issues such as mental health conditions. The SWCDST does not formally diagnose 
people with a mental illness. A Consultant Psychiatrist or other medical practitioners may undertake 
this diagnosis and refer them to the SWCDST.  

(2) One (1) office in Bunbury. 

(3) State Government funding to operate the SWCDST allows for the employment of approximately 9.5 
FTE. The main Drug and Alcohol Office contract and pharmacotherapy program comprises 5.9 FTE 
(manager and clinical staff), WA Diversion Program funding employs 1.5 FTE (clinical staff), 0.9 FTE 
for the EFFECT program (clinical staff) and 1.2 FTE for administration. 

(4) 1 January 2009 to 31 December 2009: 757 
1 January 2010 to 19 November 2010: 637 

CHILD AND ADOLESCENT MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES — SOUTH WEST 

3163. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 2794, and ask — 

(1) Why has the number of children aged zero to four years referrals to South West Child and Adolescent 
Mental Health Services (SW CAMHS), decreased significantly since 2008-09? 

(2) Why has the number of children aged 12 to 15 years referrals to SW CAMHS decreased significantly 
since 2008-09? 

(3) Why has the number of children aged 16–18 years referrals to SW CAMHS decreased since 2009-10? 

(4) Has the number of FTEs allocated to SW CAMHS increased or decreased since 2008-09? 

(5) If yes to (4), by how much? 

(6) Of the number of children and adolescents assessed by SW CAMHS (break down provided by age 
category for the years 2008-09, 2009-10 and current year to date) how many of these children and 
adolescents in each category were admitted for treatment by SW CAMHS? 

(7) If SW CAMHS are not adequately resourced to maintain the accurate reporting of the data requested, 
how are SW CAMHS and the Department of Health and/or the Mental Health 
Commission/Commissioner and the Minister able to — 

(a) formulate informed policies and strategies for addressing mental illness in children and 
adolescents in the South West region; and 

(b) determine whether the SW CAMHS is adequately resourced to meet the current and growing 
need in the South West region? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I am advised that the table referred to in Question on Notice 2794 related to children aged between 0–11 years, 
not 0-4 years. As was noted in the original answer, the provision of the exact number of referrals to South West 
Child and Adolescent Mental Health Services is problematic as they are affected by triage events received via 
phone or "walk-ins", individual referrals made on more than one occasion; and referral numbers representing 
only part thereof of a financial year period. 

(1)-(3) There has not been a decrease in the number of referrals of children aged zero to four years, 12–15 
years or 16–17 years. 

(4) The FTE allocated to SW CAMHS has increased from 2008/2009 to 2010/11 as set out below.  

2008/09 — 7.46 
2009/10 — 7.33 
2010/11 — 8.94 

(5) 1.48 FTE 

(6) [See paper 2948.] 

(7) (a)-(b) South West CAMHS is adequately resourced to maintain accurate data. 

BUSSELTON WATER — OPERATING LICENCE 

3164. Hon Adele Farina to the minister representing the Minister for Water 

I refer to Busselton Water’s Operating Licence, which in 2009 required Busselton Water to enter into a 
Memorandum of Understanding with the Department of Health, for managing drinking water quality and 
protecting public health, and ask — 
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(1) Is the Minister aware that a Memorandum of Understanding is yet to be finalised? 

(2) What issues still in negotiation between the parties are delaying the finalisation, and signing of the 
Memorandum of Understanding as required by the operating licence? 

(3) What action is the Minister taking to ensure that Busselton Water complies with this condition of its 
operating licence? 

(4) How frequently does the Department of Health audit Busselton Water’s sampling? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Drinking water quality requirements, requirements relative to various water service types and 
management processes and procedures.  

(3) Busselton Water Board is responsible for ensuring compliance. 

(4) Quarterly. 

SCHOOL PSYCHOLOGISTS — SOUTH WEST REGION 

3166. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Government’s School Networks Initiative, and ask — 

(1) In relation to the school psychologists currently located at the Bunbury District Education Office 
(BDEO) and the Warren Blackwood District Education Office (WBDEO), is it intended under the 
Initiative that they be relocated to schools in the South West? 

(2) If yes to (1), which schools will they be relocated to? 

(3) How many additional psychologist FTE positions will be allocated to the South West region under this 
Initiative? 

(4) Will every school in the South West have a psychologist permanently located on site under this 
Initiative? 

(5) Under this Initiative, will literacy and numeracy specialist be relocated from the BDEO and the 
WBDEO to schools in the area? 

(6) If yes to (6), identify the schools? 

(7) How many additional literacy and numeracy FTEs will be made available to the South West region 
under this Initiative? 

(8) Will every school in the South West have a numeracy and literacy specialist permanently located on site 
under this Initiative? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

(1) Yes. The new school support model will place most school psychologists within schools or networks of 
schools rather than in regional education offices.  

(2) There will be a process of negotiation and discussion between the Regional Executive Director, school 
principals and the School Psychology Service during 2010 and 2011 to determine arrangements that 
best meet student needs and maximise the number of students who benefit from the services of the 
school psychologists. 

(3) In accordance with the Western Australian Government’s election commitment to expand the School 
Psychology Service, there will be an increase in the number of school psychologists across the State. 
 Based on projected enrolments it is anticipated that in 2011 there will be an increase in school 
psychologist numbers in the Southwest. The FTE will be determined once 2011 student enrolment 
numbers are confirmed. 

(4) The allocation of psychologists will be determined through a process of negotiation and discussion 
between the Regional Executive Director, school principals and the School Psychology Service 
during 2010 and 2011 (see response to question (2) above). 

(5) There are no literacy and numeracy specialist teachers currently located at the Bunbury District 
Education Office or the Warren Blackwood District Education Office. 

(6) Not applicable. 

(7) Nil. 

(8) No.  Numeracy and literacy specialists are provided on a needs basis. 
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COLLIE — AIR QUALITY REPORT 

3170. Hon Giz Watson to the minister representing the Minister for Environment 

Regarding the particulate report regarding air quality in Collie dated December 2008, I ask — 

(1) Given that the report was due for public release by mid-2009, why has it been held back until now? 

(2) Regarding the report’s recommendations ‘that measures are implemented to reduce community 
exposure to particles’ (page 7), including that further tests are done to assess the chemical composition 
of the particles and that active monitoring of both PM10 and PM2.5 continues, however the Department 
of Environment and Conservation monitoring station installed in 2008 only measures PM10 
(page 25) — 

(a) what action is being taken to reduce community exposure to particles; 

(b) will the government follow the recommendation to assess the chemical composition of the 
particles; and 

(c) will the government install monitoring equipment to measure PM2.5 which is considered much 
more harmful than PM10? 

(3) Given that the report is based on data collected between 1 January 2004 and 31 December 2007, and — 

(a) Muja A and B re-opened between mid-2008 and April 2009; 

(b) Griffin Energy’s Bluewaters 1 power station began operations in late 2008;  

(c) Bluewaters 2 began operations early 2010; and 

(d) coal mining has continued, including at Griffin Coal’s Ewington mine near Collie — 

(i) what information has been collected about air quality since the study was completed; 

(ii) has the World Health Organisation (WHO) standard for PM10 been exceeded since 
the 2006 occurrence referred to at page 14 of the report; 

(iii) if yes to (3)(d)(ii), will you please provide full details; 

(iv) given that the report states that the National Environment Protection (Air Quality) 
Measure (NEPM) advisory standards for PM2.5 were exceeded 10 times in 2004, 
three times in 2005, 13 times in 2006 and nine times in 2007 (see pages 15 and 24), 
how many breaches of NEPM standards for PM2.5 have there been since 2007; and 

(v) regarding each breach referred to in the answer to (3)(d)(iv), will you please provide 
full details? 

(4) I am advised that Verve staff told a tour group visiting the Muja Power Station recently that an air 
quality report was reviewed because it was wrong, is this the reason for the delay of this report? 

(5) If yes to (4) — 

(a) what changes have been made to the original version of the report; 

(b) where is the original version of the report; and 

(c) will you please provide me with a copy of it? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

The Minister for Environment has provided the following response: 

(1) I am advised the delay in publicly releasing the particulate report was due to an administrative oversight 
in the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC).   

(2) (a)  The Environmental Protection Authority has recommended the development of an 
environmental strategy for the Collie Basin, including air quality issues.  Following a request 
from the then Minister for Environment, DEC is scoping the scientific and technical 
components of work required to develop the strategy.  Particles are one of the air pollutants 
that will be addressed.  

(b) The need to complete the chemical composition assessment will be considered as part of the 
scoping referred to in the answer to (2)(a). 

(c) The need to install a PM2.5 monitor will be considered as part of the scoping study referred to 
in the answer to (2)(a). 
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(3) (i)  PM10 particle data have been continuously monitored at DEC’s monitoring station in Collie 
since March 2008.  PM10 and PM2.5 particle data have also been monitored at the Verve 
Energy monitoring site.  DEC has obtained the data from the Verve site up to September 2010. 

(ii)-(iii) Annual average PM10 monitoring results from DEC’s monitoring station in Collie were 19.2 
g/m3 in 2008, 20 g/m3 in 2009 and 22.8 g/m3 in 2010.  Annual average PM10 monitoring 
results from Verve Energy’s monitoring station in Collie were 18.5 g/m3for 2008, 20.3 g/m3 
for 2009 and 21.2 g/m3 for the first nine months of 2010.  The World Health Organisation’s 
annual standard is 20 g/m3.  

(iv) DEC does not monitor for PM2.5 in Collie.  Results from Verve Energy’s monitoring station 
indicate the 24 hour NEPM advisory standard for PM2.5 of 25 g/m3 was breached eight times 
in 2008, six times in 2009 and 15 times up to September 2010.  The annual NEPM advisory 
standard for PM2.5 of 8 g/m3 was not breached in 2008 or 2009, however the average PM2.5 
to end September 2010 was 12.2 g/m3. 

(v) During the period 2008 to September 2010, exceedences of the 24 hour NEPM advisory 
standard for PM2.5 of 25 g/m3 at Verve Energy’s monitoring station occurred on: 

 

04/04/2008 (27.713 g/m3) 17/04/2009 (30.853 g/m3) 25/04/2010 (28.660 g/m3) 
13/04/2008 (57.161 g/m3) 17/10/2009 (26.319 g/m3) 27/04/2010 (39.902 g/m3) 
08/09/2008 (28.201 g/m3) 11/11/2009 (27.491 g/m3) 28/04/2010 (71.286 g/m3) 
09/09/2008 (30.277 g/m3) 24/11/2009 (59.186 g/m3) 29/04/2010 (91.605 g/m3) 
12/11/2008 (36.078 g/m3) 09/12/2009 (30.191 g/m3) 06/05/2010 (32.978 g/m3) 
13/11/2008 (31.858 g/m3) 16/12/2009 (33.748 g/m3) 15/05/2010 (31.010 g/m3) 
01/12/2008 (30.131 g/m3)  18/05/2010 (30.078 g/m3) 
19/12/2008 (30.240 g/m3)  19/05/2010 (42.882 g/m3) 
  21/05/2010 (31.855 g/m3) 
  09/08/2010 (47.731 g/m3) 
  10/08/2010 (40.543 g/m3) 
  11/08/2010 (44.784 g/m3) 
  21/09/2010 (30.038 g/m3) 
  22/09/2010 (43.766 g/m3) 
  23/09/2010 (31.317 g/m3). 

(4) No. 

(5) Not applicable. 

SANDALWOOD HARVEST — SALE BY PUBLIC TENDER 

3171. Hon Nigel Hallett to the Minister representing the Minister for Forestry 

In relation to Sandalwood, I ask — 

(1) Is the sale of native Sandalwood, harvested and processed by the Forest Products Commission to any 
Australian company, put out for public tender if the value is greater than $50 000, as prescribed in the 
State Supply Commission Act 1991? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) Are there any current negotiations taking place with ANY Australian companies and the Forest 
Products Commission to sell Sandalwood with a sale value greater than $50 000 without going to 
Public Tender? 

(4) Have there been any Private Treaty Sales of native Sandalwood during the past three years to any 
Australian company with a value in excess of $50 000 without that sale/contract going to Public 
Tender? 

(5) If yes to (4) — 

(a) why was the proper Public process not followed; 

(b) who were the local companies that benefited from this action; and 

(c) what was the value of the sales? 

(6) Are Australian companies, especially those adding value and creating additional employment 
opportunities within the State, allowed to purchase native Sandalwood from the Forest Products 
Commission and its marketing agent Wescorp Sandalwood, at the current export price offered to 
overseas companies? 
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(7) If no to (6), why not? 

(8) If no to (6), what action will the Minister take to enable local Australian companies access to the 
Sandalwood resource so that they can add value and create employment, not subsidised sales but at true 
market price? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) No.  

(2) The Forest Products Commission (FPC) may make any appropriate commercial contractual 
arrangements as defined under Section 56 of the Forest Products Act 2000. 

(3) No. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) (a) Please refer to part (2). 

(b) Mount Romance Australia and The Paperbark Company. 

(c) FPC income received since November 2007 under private treaty sale arrangements: 

- Mount Romance Australia- $1,573,440.30; and 
- The Paperbark Company — $591,947.14 

(6) Yes, but none is available. 

(7)-(8) Not applicable. 

GNANGARA MOUND — WATER EXTRACTION 

3172. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Water 

I refer to the Gnangara Mound – Integrated Water Supply Scheme groundwater use by aquifer and ask — 

(1) In the recently announced decision by Department of Water to approve a 25 per cent increase in 
extraction from the over-allocated Gnangara mound, how much water will be extracted from - 

(a) the superficial aquifer; 

(b) the Leederville aquifer; 

(c) the Yarragadee aquifer; and 

(d) the Mirrabooka aquifer? 

(2) Has the Water Corporation completed the required groundwater extraction Operating Strategy for the 
Gnangara Groundwater Mound? 

(3) Will the Minister now table the required Water Corporation Operating Strategy for water extracted from 
the Gnangara Mound, as required through the application of Department of Water Operating Policy 1.2, 
Water Conservation and Efficiency Plans? 

(4) If no to (2), how is the Department of Water able to make best science informed decisions regarding the 
triple-bottom line sustainability of the proposal without the current operating strategy? 

(5) If no to (3), why not? 

(6) What was the strong recommendation from the draft report of the Gnangara Sustainability Strategy 
regarding the sustainable volume of extraction of groundwater from the Gnangara Groundwater 
Mound? 

(7) When did the Gnangara Sustainability Strategy start examining the multiple complex issues regarding 
the sustainability of the Gnangara Groundwater Mound? 

(8) A significant number of reports were generated throughout the Gnangara Sustainability Strategy 
process. How many reports were produced and what subjects did they cover? 

(9) When did the Department of Water conduct a technical symposium to present the research findings? 

(10) When was the Gnangara Sustainability Strategy draft report offered for public comment? 

(11) When did the public comment period for the Gnangara Sustainability Strategy close? 

(12) Will the Minister finally release the final Gnangara Sustainability Strategy report in the spring session 
of Parliament? 

(13) If no to (12), why not? 

(14) Why has it taken the Government so long to act on and implement this crucial and valuable project? 



102 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 15 February 2011] 

 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) Superficial Aquifer = 48.25 Giga Litre (GL) 
Leederville Aquifer = 48.56 GL 
Yarragadee Aquifer = 50.50 GL 
Mirrabooka Aquifer = 4.40 GL           

(2) Yes. 

(3) No. 

(4) The conditions that the Water Corporation has to meet to take up to 165GL under ‘exceptional 
circumstances’ are described in the Department of Water Gnangara Groundwater Allocation Plan.  The 
Water Corporation ‘take’ for 2010/11 is 11 GL less from the superficial aquifer than in 2006/07, and is 
distributed away from bores in environmentally sensitive areas. 

(5) Access to operating strategies are only available through a Freedom of Information Process, as 
provision of such strategies are a licence condition and may contain sensitive commercial information.  

(6) The Gnangara Sustainability Strategy (GSS) recommended that abstraction for public water supply 
should be set between 135 and 100 GL per year, with an annual average abstraction rate of 110 GL per 
year from existing infrastructure, when the southern water desalination plant is commissioned.  

(7) 2007 

(8) 39. Technical reports covered environmental management, hydrogeological modelling, biodiversity and 
ecological linkages, economic viability of differing water uses, fire regimes, and wetland and wetland 
management.  These reports are publicly available via the Department of Water website.   

(9) 7 and 8 April 2009. 

(10) The GSS was released for public comment on 6 July 2009 for an 8 week period. 

(11) 31 August 2009. 

(12)-(13) The GSS is being finalised by the Department of Water following which the Minister for Water will 
determine when and how it will be released and how it will be implemented.  

(14) The process is taking longer than anticipated because of the complex issues associated with the 
recommendations.  The funding model for the implementation plan is being finalised by the Department 
of Water. 

SWAN AND CANNING RIVERS — SUB-CATCHMENTS — TOTAL NITROGEN 

3173. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Environment 

In relation to Swan Canning Rivers – nitrate concentration, load, trend and targets, I ask — 

(1) For each of the Ellen Brook, Bayswater Main Drain and Southern River sub-catchments during 2010, 
what was the — 

(a) annual flow; 

(b) median concentration of Total Nitrogen (mg/L); and 

(c) load of Total Nitrogen (t/year)? 

(2) Based on current trends for each catchment, in what year will median concentrations and loads of Total 
Nitrogen meet the long term maximum acceptable load of 130 tonnes of Total Nitrogen to the Swan 
Canning Rivers? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

QON 3173 is the same as QWN 2123, which has been previously answered.  Please refer to QWN 2123. 

TOURISM INDUSTRY — SMALL BUSINESS SUPPORT 

3178. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister representing the Minister for Tourism 

I refer to the Minister’s speech to the Tourism Council of WA Industry Breakfast on 1 September 2010, at which 
she stated that the Small Business Development Corporation (SBDC) has taken on small business support for 
tourism businesses, including support for indigenous businesses; and that they have received staff and funding 
from Tourism WA’s transition budget, and I ask — 

(1) How many extra FTE have been allocated to the SBDC to perform these additional roles in the - 

(a) 2010-11;  
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(b) 2011-12; and  
(c) 2012-13 financial years? 

(2) How much additional funding has been allocated to the SBDC in the - 

(a) 2010-11; 
(b) 2011-12; and 
(c) 2012-13 financial years? 

(3) Are the staff in question new FTE’s or will they come from the target 74 that will be left in the 
Department following the redeployment of 85 FTE from Tourism WA? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) (a)  3. 
(b) Nil. 
(c) Nil. 

(2) (a)  $300,000 
(b) $150,000 
(c) Nil. 

(3) The staff are redeployees from Tourism Western Australia. 

TOURISM WESTERN AUSTRALIA — EMPLOYEE NUMBER 

3179. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister representing the Minister for Tourism 

I refer to the Minister’s speech to the Tourism Council of WA Industry breakfast on 1 September 2010, at which 
she stated that since the end of May, Tourism WA has moved from 159 employees to 114, on the way to a 
target 74, and I ask — 

(1) As of today’s date, how many employees are in Tourism WA? 

(2) How many have received a separation payment?  

(3) How many jobs have been advertised and filled since the end of May? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) 111 

(2) 28 

(3) 17 

ROTTNEST ISLAND — PRICING REVIEW 

3180. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister representing the Minister for Tourism 

I refer to comments from the Tourism Council’s CEO Graham Moss on ABC Online in the article ‘Drive to 
attract visitors to Rottnest’ on July 22 2010, and I ask — 

(1) Will the Minister review the pricing structure at Rottnest to attract more visitors? 

(2) If yes to (1), when will the review be completed? 

(3) If no to (1), why not? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)-(2) The pricing structure for Rottnest is reviewed annually. Affordability is always a primary consideration 
of the review but is only one factor in the attraction of visitors. 

(3) Not applicable. 

RETAIL SECTOR —TRAINED STAFF REQUIREMENT 

3181. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

Given that the new extended retail trading hours will mean that more trained staff will be needed, I ask — 

(1) How many places were funded under the Productivity Places Program (PPP) in Certificate II, 
Certificate III and Certificate IV in Retail? 

(2) As Certificates II, III and IV in Retail were given the lowest priority rating of 5 in the last round of 
funding under the PPP, and are unlikely to be funded under the 2011 PPP, what arrangements have been 
made, if any, to accommodate the increased need for skilled workers in the retail sector? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) In 2009, a total of 724 training places in Certificates II, III and IV in Retail were funded under the 
Productivity Places Program (PPP) and delivered by private training providers.  Data for 2010 is not yet 
available. 

(2) The PPP is not the only source of funding for training in the retail sector.   

The State Government will continue to fund retail traineeships under user choice arrangements through 
private training providers and State Training Providers.  The number of traineeships available is 
dependent on employer demand.  In addition, the State Government will continue to fund other 
institutional retail training through private training providers and State Training Providers.  

RETAIL SECTOR —TRAINED STAFF REQUIREMENT 

3182. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

Given that the new extended retail trading hours will mean that more trained staff will be needed, I ask — 

(1) Is the Minister aware that at least one Registered Training Organisation recently had to turn away 20 
job seekers wishing to train in the retail industry because there wasn’t enough funding for these lower 
qualifications? 

(2) As many young, early school leavers are attracted to the retail sector, how does the Minister expect 
them to be trained if the only qualification in the retail sector that attracts funding under the PPP is a 
Diploma of Retail Management? 

(3) Why isn’t the retail sector deemed a priority in terms of training in the lower qualifications given that 
there is likely to be a shortage of skilled workers because of the increased hours? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)  No.  The funding for job seekers under the PPP is competitively allocated and private training 
providers are not necessarily funded for all the training places requested.  This is a highly competitive 
market.  If the training provider had insufficient training places available, the job seekers should have 
been referred to other private training providers or to State Training Providers who could deliver the 
training. 

(2) The PPP is not the only source of funding for training in the retail sector.   

The State Government will continue to fund retail traineeships under user choice arrangements through 
private training providers and State Training Providers.  The number of traineeships available is 
dependent on employer demand.  In addition, the State Government will continue to fund other 
institutional retail training through private training providers and State Training Providers.  

(3) The State Government continues to provide significant opportunities for training in the retail sector in 
lower level qualifications through a range of pathways, including traineeships and institutional 
pathways.   

In 2009, there were approximately 2080 course enrolments in publicly funded retail traineeships across 
the private and public training sectors, and approximately 900 course enrolments in publicly funded 
institutional retail qualifications across both sectors.  Data for 2010 is not yet available. 

RETAIL SECTOR — STAFF TRAINING 

3183. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

According to the Department of Training and Workforce Development’s site, courses available through TAFE 
for training in the retail sector indicate that only Certificate II in Retail — Food Processing (Pre-Apprenticeship 
— Retail Baking) is available in Semester 1 in 2011 and that Certificates I and III in Retail — Food Processing 
(Baking – Bread, Cake and Pastry or Combined), are not available Semester 1 in 2011. Therefore, I ask — 

(1) If, as indicated in the last tender under the Productivity Places Program, lower Certificates will not be 
funded in the 2011 round of funding under this program, where and how will those wishing to enter this 
field obtain the necessary training if these courses are not available through TAFE? 

(2) How many places are available through TAFE for Certificate II in Retail — Food Processing? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) There are no qualifications entitled Certificate I, II or III in Retail — Food Processing.  The Certificates 
referred to are the Certificates in Food Processing (Bread) and (Cake and Pastry).   
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The National Partnership — Productivity Places Program funds qualifications at Certificate II and 
above.  

The following retail qualifications will be delivered by State Training Providers in Semester 1, 2011: 
• Certificates II and III — Retail 
• Certificate II — Retail Cosmetic Services 
• Certificate II — Retail Operations 
• Certificate I — Retail Services. 

(2) See (1).  In 2009, there were more than 300 course enrolments in publicly funded Certificate II 
traineeships and institutional based retail qualifications delivered by State Training Providers.  Data 
for 2010 is not yet available. 

MINING INDUSTRY — TRAINING COURSES 

3184. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the priority occupation area of Mining, and in particular to underground metalliferous mining, and to 
training courses during 2011. As Certificate III is not likely to be funded in the next round of funding under the 
Productivity Places Program and this Certificate is not even listed on the Department of Training and Workforce 
Development’s site as being a course that will be available through TAFE in either Semester 1 or 2, I ask — 

(1) When, if at all, will this training be available? 

(2) Where will training be available in this high priority area? 

(3) Why aren’t there any courses available for Certificates II and III in this high priority area? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) This training is often undertaken on mining sites and is delivered by the relevant mining companies. 

I understand that Certificate II and Certificate III in Underground Metalliferous Mining will therefore 
not be offered for delivery in 2011 by any State Training Provider. 

(2)-(3) See (1). 

PRODUCTIVITY PLACES PROGRAM — LOWER QUALIFICATION COURSES 

3185. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the next round of funding under the Productivity Places Program (PPP) for 2011, and I ask — 

(1) Is the Minister aware that Registered Training Organisations located in catchment areas, where there are 
many early school leavers are concerned, that many courses for lower qualifications will not be 
available under the 2011 PPP? 

(2) Is the Minister aware that Job Services Australia agencies who manage these clients are having 
difficulty placing them into suitable training programs now that the lower qualifications have been 
restricted under the PPP? 

(3) If, as indicated in the last tender under this program, many of the courses will not be available for the 
lower qualifications, what has the Minister done to ensure young people will be able to undertake some 
form of training, particularly if there are not enough places available through TAFE? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) No. The National Partnership — Productivity Places Programfunds qualifications at Certificate II and 
above.   

(2) No. The Priority Institutional Qualifications List has been revised to target areas of skill shortage and 
includes lower level qualifications. 

(3) Young people can access a range of training options through State Training Providers and private 
registered training organisations including apprenticeships, traineeships, pre-apprenticeships, training 
places under the Productivity Places Program and a range of Access Programs. 

OPRAH WINFREY VISIT TO AUSTRALIA — WA BENEFITS 

3186. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister representing the Minister for Tourism 

I refer to the visit planned by the Oprah Winfrey show to Australia, and I ask — 

(1) What promotional aspects is Tourism Western Australia (TWA) working on to ensure that Western 
Australia benefits from this visit? 

(2) Has TWA procured a visit from Oprah, or any of her entourage? 
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(3) If yes to (2), who will be visiting? 

(4) If no to (2), why not? 

(5) Which aspects of Western Australia will be showcased in the visit? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) Tourism Western Australia featured Experience Extraordinary Western Australia television 
advertisements during the screening of the four Oprah shows in Australia.  In addition, three strong 
travel trade/consumer campaigns will be delivered in the United States during January and 
February 2011.  These will include a compelling offer, an online campaign and a public relations plan 
to leverage the Oprah opportunity. 

(2) Yes. 

(3) Two of Oprah’s guests on her Ultimate Australian Adventure Show. 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) Perth, Rottnest Island and Margaret River. 

TOURISM BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS — MINISTER’S RESPONSE 

3187. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister representing the Minister for Tourism 

(1) Have you taken the suggestions and costings about a range of tourism proposals put to you by the 
Tourism Board of Western Australia more than 6 months ago to Cabinet, as you indicated you would do 
so? 

(2) What have you done with those suggestions, and what funding has been allocated to progress 
implementation, if indeed any has taken place? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)-(2) Clarity of the suggestions and costings you are referring to is required. 

YELAKITJ MOORT NYUNGAR ASSOCIATION INC —  
ENGAGEMENT BY GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 

3189. Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm to the Minister for Disability Services 

(1) Has any agency in your portfolios engaged Yelakitj Moort Nyungar Association Inc to provide any 
services, or to supply any goods since 1 January 2007? 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) what were the goods or services supplied; 

(b) what was the cost of those goods or services; and 

(c) on what date were they supplied? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) (a)-(c) Not applicable. 

YELAKITJ MOORT NYUNGAR ASSOCIATION INC —  
ENGAGEMENT BY GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 

3190. Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm to the Minister representing the Minister for Health 

(1) Has any agency in your portfolios engaged Yelakitj Moort Nyungar Association Inc to provide any 
services or to supply any goods since 1 January 2007? 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) what were the goods or services supplied; 

(b) what was the cost of those goods or services; and 

(c) on what date were they supplied? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Department of Health 

(1) Yes 

(2) [See paper 2946.] 
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Nurses and Midwives Board of Western Australia; Office of Health Review and Healthway 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

YELAKITJ MOORT NYUNGAR ASSOCIATION INC —  
ENGAGEMENT BY GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 

3193. Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Commerce 

(1) Has any agency in your portfolios engaged Yelakitj Moort Nyungar Association Inc to provide any 
services or to supply any goods since 1 January 2007? 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) what were the goods or services supplied; 

(b) what was the cost of those goods or services; and 

(c) on what date were they supplied? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

WorkCover WA 

(1) No 

(2) Not applicable 

Department of the Registrar, WA Industrial Relations Commission 

(1) No 

(2) Not applicable 

The Department of Commerce  

(1) Yes 

(2) (a)  Aboriginal Consultancy 

(b) $1000 

(c) 3 December 2008 

Small Business Development Corporation 

(1) No 

(2) Not applicable 

YELAKITJ MOORT NYUNGAR ASSOCIATION INC —  
ENGAGEMENT BY GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 

3194. Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm to the minister representing the Minister for Science and Innovation 

(1) Has any agency in your portfolios engaged Yelakitj Moort Nyungar Association Inc to provide any 
services or to supply any goods since 1 January 2007? 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) what were the goods or services supplied; 

(b) what was the cost of those goods or services; and 

(c) on what date were they supplied? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

The Science, Innovation and Business Division of the Department of Commerce advises: 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

YELAKITJ MOORT NYUNGAR ASSOCIATION INC —  
ENGAGEMENT BY GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 

3195. Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Sport and 
Recreation 

(1) Has any agency in your portfolios engaged Yelakitj Moort Nyungar Association Inc to provide any 
services or to supply any goods since 1 January 2007? 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) what were the goods or services supplied; 



108 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 15 February 2011] 

 

(b) what was the cost of those goods or services; and 

(c) on what date were they supplied? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) No 

(2) (a)-(c)  Not Applicable 

YELAKITJ MOORT NYUNGAR ASSOCIATION INC —  
ENGAGEMENT BY GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 

3196. Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming 

(1) Has any agency in your portfolios engaged Yelakitj Moort Nyungar Association Inc to provide any 
services or to supply any goods since 1 January 2007? 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) what were the goods or services supplied; 

(b) what was the cost of those goods or services; and 

(c) on what date were they supplied? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) No  

(2) Not Applicable 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND FOOD — BIOSECURITY SURVEILLANCE 

3197. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food 

Referring to the Minister’s media release of 18 March 2010 ‘European wasps discovered in metropolitan Perth’, 
and the work of the Social Insect Research Unit as part of the Entomology Branch in the Department for 
Agriculture and Food, I ask — 

(1) How many FTE in the Department work on biosecurity surveillance? 

(2) Please provide the details of each of the positions. 

(3) In the past financial year how many requests for assistance from the public were received regarding 
eradication of the European house borer and the European wasp? 

(4) Has the Department recently restructured its biosurveillance functions? 

(5) If yes to (4), please provide details. 

(6) If yes to (4), has this restructure affect the monitoring and location of social insect pests and the 
availability of departmental assistance in the eradication of these pests? 

(7) If yes to (6), how? 

(8) Have any positions been lost? 

(9) The media release claims an annual investment of $38 million in biosecurity surveillance, quarantine 
and border protection to ensure Western Australia is kept pest and disease free. Can the Minister  please 
provide details as to the expenditure on biosecurity surveillance? 

(10) What research is being conducted by the Department to ensure biosecurity surveillance standards are at 
the highest level possible in Western Australia? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) On average about 50 FTEs 

(2) 16 FTEs are engaged in surveillance for plant biosecurity, 11 FTEs for livestock biosecurity and 23 
FTEs for invasive species including European House Borer surveillance.  

(3) There were 944 enquiries for European House Borer and 778 for European wasps. No specific requests 
for assistance from public were received regarding eradication of infestations of these pests. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Biosecurity surveillance functions are now mainly industry-focused to facilitate claim and maintain 
freedom from key pests and diseases.  

(6) Yes. 
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(7) Reduced surveillance and eradication activities for social insect pests.  

(8) Yes 

(9) Approximately $6.5 million across plant and livestock sectors. 

(10)  The Department is actively engaged in more than 13 research projects on different aspects of 
surveillance to ensure that high quality internationally accepted biosecurity surveillance systems are in 
place in Western Australia.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — STAFF LEAVE 

3200. Hon Linda Savage to the Minister for Disability Services 

(1) Were any officers in your Ministerial office on leave of any kind, including TOIL, at any time from the 
21 June 2010 to 16 July 2010? 

(2) Who were these officers, what was the purpose of their leave and what was the time and dates of the 
leave? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Due to the portfolio change which took effect as of Tuesday 14 December 2010 — the current Minister is unable 
to answer, I suggest the Member re-asks this question to the relevant Ministerial Office. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — STAFF LEAVE 

3201. Hon Linda Savage to the Minister representing the Minister for Health 

(1) Were any officers in your Ministerial office on leave of any kind, including TOIL, at any time from the 
21 June 2010 to 16 July 2010? 

(2) Who were these officers, what was the purpose of their leave and what was the time and dates of the 
leave? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)-(2) Yes. Eight officers were on approved leave during this time. Dates and reasons for leave are personal 
information. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — STAFF LEAVE 

3204. Hon Linda Savage to the Minister for Commerce 

(1) Were any officers in your Ministerial office on leave of any kind, including TOIL, at any time from the 
21 June 2010 to 16 July 2010? 

(2) Who were these officers, what was the purpose of their leave and what was the time and dates of the 
leave? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

Due to the portfolio change which took effect on Tuesday 14 December 2010, the current Minister is unable to 
answer, I suggest the Member re-asks this question to the relevant Ministerial Office. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — STAFF LEAVE 

3205. Hon Linda Savage to the minister representing the Minister for Science and Innovation 

(1) Were any officers in your Ministerial office on leave of any kind, including TOIL, at any time from the 
21 June 2010 to 16 July 2010? 

(2) Who were these officers, what was the purpose of their leave and what was the time and dates of the 
leave? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Due to the portfolio change which took effect on Tuesday 14 December 2010, the current Minister is unable to 
answer. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — STAFF LEAVE 

3206. Hon Linda Savage to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Sport and Recreation 

(1) Were any officers in your Ministerial office on leave of any kind, including TOIL, at any time from the 
21 June 2010 to 16 July 2010? 

(2) Who were these officers, what was the purpose of their leave and what was the time and dates of the 
leave? 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) Yes  

(2) Jon Nichols Annual Leave 28 June 2010 to 2 July 2010 37.50 hours 
Jon Nichols Annual Leave 12 July 2010 to 19 July 2010 45.00 hours 
Sue Lothian Personal Leave 28 June 2010 7.50 hours 
Narelle Jones Annual Leave 9 July 2010 to 12 July 2010 15 hours 
Karin Stacey Annual Leave 2 July 2010 3.5 hours 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — STAFF LEAVE 

3207. Hon Linda Savage to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming 

(1) Were any officers in your Ministerial office on leave of any kind, including TOIL, at any time from the 
21 June 2010 to 16 July 2010? 

(2) Who were these officers, what was the purpose of their leave and what was the time and dates of the 
leave? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 3206 

ABORTIONS IN WESTERN AUSTRALIA — LIVE CHILD BIRTH 

3211. Hon Ed Dermer to the Minister representing the Minister for Health 

(1) Since the enactment of the Acts Amendment (Abortion) Act, No 15 of 1998 has any instance been 
reported of an abortion procedure in Western Australia resulting in the birth of a live child? 

(2) If yes to (1), how many such instances have been reported and in which years did the instances occur? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

1.  Yes. 

2.  As at 20 January 2011, a total of 14 incidences of abortion procedures resulting in the live birth of a 
child have been reported between July 1999 and June 2010.  For confidentiality reasons* the number of 
incidences by year can not be provided.  

* The release of patient data held within the Data Integrity Directorate of the Performance Activity & 
Quality Division must be released in accordance to the ‘Protocol For Release of Information’ endorsed 
by executive on 12 January 2010. 

Health information is considered identifiable when it either directly identifies an individual or has the 
potential to indirectly identify an individual based on a combination of identifiers or based on small cell 
sizes.  A cell size is considered small if the result in a statistical table shows a value that is less than 5. 

For data to be considered non-identifiable there is no reasonable basis to believe that the information 
can be used to re-identify an individual patient when used in combination with other details held by the 
requestor or those who will view the information. 

It is the belief of the Hospital Morbidity Data Collections custodian that patient confidentiality can not 
be guaranteed with the release of yearly counts of abortion procedures resulting in the live birth of a 
child. 

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES (KCGM) —  
VEGETATION CLEARING AND BORES CONSTRUCTION 

3213. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

With reference to photographs taken on 21 January 2010, of clearing of vegetation and construction of bores 
undertaken with exploration equipment available for viewing at, www.mp.wa.gov.au/rchapple/Kaltails, a 
document dated 3 December 2009 titled, ‘KCGM Mining Proposal and Works Approval Application’, questions 
on notice No. 2005 answered on 23 March 2010, No. 2589  answered on 30 June 2010, No. 5970 answered on 
27 February 2008, a media statement dated November 13 2007 titled ‘Minister tells mining companies to clean 
up their act’, and a media statement dated 13 July 2010 titled ‘Environmental enforcement and compliance 
penalties reviewed’, and I ask — 

(1) Can the Minister table a large Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) map indicating and denoting 
where the specific locations, including mining tenure of where clearing of vegetation and construction 
of bores by KCGM employees/contractors took place on General Purpose Leases G 26/165 and 
G26/166? 
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(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) Can the Minister table a large DMP map indicating and denoting where the specific locations, including 
mining tenure of where clearing of vegetation and construction of bores by KCGM 
employees/contractors took place on Prospecting Licenses P 26/2790 and 26/2373?  

(4) If no to (3), why not?  

(5) Can the Minister table a large DMP map (separate to the maps requested in (1) and for clarity purposes) 
indicating and denoting where the specific locations of where clearing of vegetation and construction of 
bores by KCGM employees/contractors took place in September 2009, on all areas which at the time in 
question did not have granted mining tenure? 

(6) If no to (5), why not?  

(7) Will the DMP seek to have a penalty imposed as part of forfeiture action on KCGM for each of the 
respective breaches of tenement conditions on Prospecting License P26/2790 and P26/2373? 

(8) If No to (7) why not? 

(9) Has KCGM as operator for Barrick Gold and Newmont Mining, breached any other tenement 
conditions other than on tenements G26/165. G26/166 and P26/2790 and P26/2373? 

(10) If yes to (9), what were those tenement numbers and the specific text of the conditions breached? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) A map entitled "Cleared Monitoring Bores on G26/165 and G26/166" is attached. [See paper 2941.] 

The clearing of native vegetation was undertaken at the following locations on General Purpose 
Lease 26/165 and General Purpose Lease 26/166: 

 
MB2: 362486.3604E, 6590722.253N Zone 51 (Cleared pad) 
 362524.2395E, 6590730.685N Zone 51 (Access track entering pad) 
 362233.4059E, 6590676.75N Zone 51 (Access track between MB2 and MB3) 
MB3: 362075.0286E, 6590712.924N Zone 51 (Cleared pad) 
MB7: 363152.6604E, 6592938.593N Zone 51 (Cleared pad) 
MB8: 362210.163E, 6593015.437N Zone 51 (Cleared pad) 
 362209.2552E, 6592967.726N (Zone 51) (Access track entering pad) 

(2) Not applicable 

(3) A map entitled "Cleared Monitoring Bores on P26/2790 and P26/2373" is attached. [See paper 2941.] 

The clearing of native vegetation was undertaken at the following locations on Prospecting Licence 26/2790 and 
Prospecting Licence 26/2373: 

MB4: 363568.4095E, 6590608.036N Zone 51 (Cleared pad) 
MB9: 361579.3205E, 6593045.639N Zone 51 (Cleared pad) 
 361605.1496E, 6593040.646N Zone 51 (Access track) 
MB10: 361429.2148E, 6592571.446N Zone 51 (Cleared pad) 

(4) Not applicable 

(5) A map entitled "Cleared Monitoring Bores on Pending Tenure 22 July 2010" is attached. [See paper 
2941.] 

The clearing of native vegetation was undertaken at the following locations on pending mining tenure: 
MB9: 361579.3205E, 6593045.639N Zone 51 (Cleared pad) 
 361605.1496E, 6593040.646N Zone 51 (Access track) 
MB10: 361429.2148E, 6592571.446N Zone 51 (Cleared pad) 

(6) Not applicable 

(7) No 

(8) P26/2373 has been transferred to new tenement holders and therefore penalising the current tenement 
holder is not appropriate.  Regarding P26/2790, the activity conducted on this tenement comprised one 
bore hole (and associated drill pad and access track) with a total disturbance area of  

0.1 ha.  DMP’s advice to me is that in accordance with the Department’s Enforcement and Prosecution 
Policy, forfeiture action is not an appropriate response to this breach.  A warning letter has been sent to 
the tenement holders.  Refer to answers given to Parliamentary Question 3214. 
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(9) I have been advised by the Department of Mines and Petroleum that it does not have evidence that 
Barrick Gold and Newmont Mining have breached other tenement conditions for their Kalgoorlie 
operations other than those tenements related to this question. 

(10) Not applicable 

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES (KCGM) —  
VEGETATION CLEARING AND BORES CONSTRUCTION 

3214. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

With reference to photographs taken on 21 January 2010, of clearing of vegetation and construction of bores 
undertaken with exploration equipment available for viewing at, www.mp.wa.gov.au/rchapple/Kaltails, a 
document dated 3 December 2009 titled, ‘KCGM Mining Proposal and Works Approval Application’,  questions 
on notice No. 2005 answered on 23 March 2010, No. 2589 answered on 30 June 2010, No. 5970 answered 27 
February 2008, a media statement dated November 13 2007 titled ‘Minister tells mining companies to clean up 
their act’, and a media statement dated 13 July 2010 titled ‘Environmental enforcement and compliance penalties 
reviewed’, and I ask — 

(1) Will the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) initiate forfeiture action on General Purpose 
Leases 26/165 and G 26/166 for failing to abide by tenement conditions?  

(2) If no to (2), why not?  

(3) Given that the Minister has stated that ‘exploration and clearing activities’ were carried out in 
September 2009 without the necessary prior approvals, will the DMP initiate forfeiture action on 
Prospecting Licences P26/2373 and P26/2790?  

(4) If no to (3), why not?  

(5) Can the Minister describe what specific type of machinery and equipment was used in September 2009 
by KGGM contractors/employees to carry out ‘exploration and clearing activities’?  

(6) If no to (5), why not? 

(7) Can the Minister state the duration over how many days and hours approximately that ‘exploration and 
clearing’ activities took place on G26/165, G26/166, P26/2790, P26/2373 and areas of land which did 
not have granted mining tenure? 

(8) If no to (7), why not?  

(9) Does the DMP regard the breaches of tenement conditions by KCGM on G26/165 and G26/166 as 
being extremely serious given that KCGM in a very similar manner were previously fined $57 500 
in 1995 for a breach of tenement conditions in failing to obtain the prior written permission of the DMP 
for clearing and construction activities on the Fimiston 2 tailings dam?  

(10) If no to (9), why not  

(11) Does the DMP regard the breaches of tenement conditions by KCGM on P26/2790 and P26/2373 as 
being extremely serious?  

(12) If yes to (11) — 

(a) to what extent; and  

(b) why? 

(13) If no to (11), why not? 

(14) Given that the Minister has stated in part for question on notice No. 2589 of 30 June 2010 that ‘none of 
the other mining tenements mentioned were granted until early October 2009’, does the DMP regard 
exploration and clearing activities being undertaken by KCGM employees/contractors on unallocated 
crown land without any form of granted mining tenure as being extremely serious? 

(15) If no to (14), why not? 

(16) If yes to (14) — 

(a) why; and  

(b) what action if any, does the DMP intend to take on this matter?  

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) No. 
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(2) An investigation undertaken by the Department of Mines and Petroleum has identified that the 
tenements G26/165 and G26/166 have been transferred to new owners since the breaches occurred. Any 
forfeiture action initiated now would penalise the new lease holders, not those legally responsible for 
the breaches. The investigation by the Department has highlighted a deficiency in the enforcement 
powers within the Mining Act 1978, where the enforcement measure of penalising the tenement holder 
(initiating forfeiture action) is compromised by tenement holders transferring tenements prior to the 
Department completing its investigation. This deficiency has only been identified through the more 
rigorous compliance and investigation procedures implemented by the Department in 2010. In this case 
there is no evidence that the tenement holders intentionally transferred the tenements in order to evade 
enforcement action. The Department has already commenced preparing a submission to Government on 
legislative changes that may be required to the Mining Act 1978 to address this matter. 

(3) No 

(4) P26/2373 has been transferred to new tenement holders and therefore forfeiture action is not 
appropriate. Regarding P26/2790, the activity conducted on this tenement comprised one bore hole (and 
associated drill pad and access track) with a total disturbance area of 0.1 ha. The Department’s advice to 
me is that in accordance with the Department’s Enforcement and Prosecution Policy, forfeiture action is 
not an appropriate response to this breach. A warning letter has been sent to the tenement holders. 

(5) The Department has advised me that the machinery used to carry out the exploration and clearing 
activities were a John Deere front end loader/backhoe, a truck mounted RC rig (air rotary) KD150 on 
MAN 6x6 truck and a support vehicle (Isuzu NPS300 4x4 light truck). 

(6) Not applicable 

(7) The Department has advised me that the exploration activities occurred over approximately 14 days. 

(8) Not applicable 

(9) The Department considers all matters of non-compliance with the tenement conditions as serious.  

(10) Not applicable 

(11) The Department considers all matters of non-compliance with the tenement conditions as serious. 

(12) (a) The Department considers all matters of non-compliance with the tenement conditions as 
serious. 

(b) Failing to comply with tenement conditions may present serious environmental risks.  

(13) Not applicable 

(14) The Department regards unauthorised exploration and clearing activities as a serious matter.  

(15) Not applicable 

(16) (a) Unauthorised exploration and clearing activities may constitute a breach of the Mining 
Act 1978 and or Native Vegetation Clearing Regulations 2004 and may present serious 
environment risk. 

(b) This matter is being investigated by the Department and its investigations report is being 
considered jointly with the Department of Environment and Conservation.  

PERTH TRAIN DRIVERS — PAY OFFER 

3230. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Commerce 

(1) Can the Minister confirm that Government’s current offer to Perth train drivers will result in them 
receiving total pay increases of only 13.5 percent over five years? 

(2) Can the Minister confirm that if drivers had accepted the EBA offered in 2008, the current offer would 
result in total pay increases of 22.75 percent over five years? 

(3) Does the Barnett Government now accept that the current pay offer is inadequate and will be the major 
cause of any disruptions on the Perth rail system? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1) The WA Industrial Relations Commission (WAIRC) issued orders on 23 September 2010 terminating 
bargaining between the negotiating parties. Prior to this date there had been no formal Government 
offer made to Perth train drivers. The Arbitration proceed commenced on 1 December 2010. The matter 
is currently before the WAIRC for decision.  

(2) No. No formal offer has been made to the drivers, and the drivers did not accept the EBA offer in 2008 
therefore this question is hypothetical. 
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(3) No. The drivers have now had the opportunity to put the merits of their case to the WA Industrial 
Relations Commission and a decision is pending.  

HEALTH REVIEW REPORT — NON-COMPLIANT COMPLAINTS 

3234. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister representing the Minister for Health 

I refer to the Office of Health Review Annual (OHR) report 2009-2010, especially at pages 14 to 18, and ask — 

(1) Regarding the 520 out of 2349 new complaints that did not comply with the Act - 

(a) what assistance is provided by the OHR to people who may have difficulty in making a 
complaint that complies with the Act, including but not limited to - 

(i) people from a non-English speaking background; 

(ii) children; 

(iii) people with mental health issues; and 

(iv) people with literacy issues? 

(b) of the 520 non-compliant complaints — 

(i) how many were outside the prescribed time limit; 

(ii) how many were due to people not providing essential information required to 
progress the matter; 

(iii) what were the other reasons for non-compliance; and 

(iv) regarding the answer to (1)(b)(iii), how many were due to each of the reasons 
identified? 

(2) What reasons have been identified by the OHR for the failures referred to in the answers to (1)(b)(i)-
(iv)? 

(3) What is the OHR doing to reduce the number of non-compliant complaints? 

(4) How successful have those measures been? 

(5) Given that a further 563 complaints were referred back to the service provider, and that of the 2349 
complaints received the OHR resolved 415 complaints at intake and 145 complaints via conciliation, 
what mechanisms does the OHR have in place to minimise the risk of complainants giving up on their 
complaint before it is addressed? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) [See paper 2945.] 

PALLIATIVE CARE — COST 

3235. Hon Nick Goiran to the Minister representing the Minister for Health 

What is the total amount of money spent by the State Government for each individual palliative care bed per day 
(bed day rate)? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

This response has been prepared using aggregated data from public and private hospitals in Western Australia. 
Costing information supplied by private health care providers, contracted by the State Government to provide 
palliative care to Western Australian patients is subject to commercial in confidence.  

The latest period that the Department of Health is able to provide data for is financial year 2009/2010.   

In 2009/2010, there was a total of 22,443 bed days for palliative care.  The total cost of palliative care purchased 
by the State Government was $16,078,347.  The average cost of each palliative care bed day was $716.70. 

MULLINGAR TAILINGS DAM — REHABILITATION 

3236. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to the Mullingar tailings dam located at the top end of Hare Street East in close proximity to Kalgoorlie–
Boulder owned by Barrick Gold and Newmont mining, operated and managed by Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold 
Mines Pty Ltd (KCGM), and ask — 

(1) Can the Minister state who is specifically liable and responsible for the rehabilitation of the above 
referred tailings dam? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 
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(3) Will the Department of Mines and Petroleum(DMP) instruct or direct KCGM to immediately 
rehabilitate or remove the Mullingar tailings dam surface and walls in order to control environmental 
impacts of contaminant exposure leading to discharge of acid rock drainage to local water systems and 
potential impacts on local vegetation assemblages?. 

(4) If no to (3), why not? 

(5) Will the DMP instruct or direct KCGM to immediately rehabilitate or remove the Mullingar tailings 
dam to prevent geotechnical instability leading to erosion and sedimentation or potential public injury? 

(6) If no to (5), why not? 

(7) Why has the DMP failed over many successive years to direct or instruct KCGM to rehabilitate the 
walls of the Mullingar tailings dam with topsoil, given that at many other mining operations the DMP 
has instructed or indicated to tenement holders despite the high cost that they require the rehabilitation 
of old tailings dams in accordance with DMP modern day rehabilitation standards as a means of 
protecting the environment and risks to the public? 

(8) If no to (7), why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines Pty Ltd (KCGM) has environmental responsibility for the 
Mullingar Tailings Storage Facility. 

(2) Not applicable 

(3) The Department of Mines and Petroleum will not instruct or direct KCGM to immediately rehabilitate 
or remove the Mullingar tailings dam surface and walls. 

(4) Closure of the Tailings Storage Facility has been covered adequately in the KCGM Mine Closure Plan 
submitted to the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) in April 2010 to address potential impacts 
on vegetation. 

(5) The Department of Mines and Petroleum will not instruct or direct KCGM to immediately rehabilitate 
or remove the Mullingar tailings dam. 

(6) Closure of the Tailings Storage Facility has been covered adequately in the KCGM Mine Closure Plan 
submitted to the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) in April 2010.  In addition, the Tailings 
Storage Facility has been incorporated into land designated for the Mining Hall of Fame.  It was the last 
‘hand built’ Tailings Storage Facility on the Golden Mile and is preserved as a reminder of the Mining 
History of Kalgoorlie and the greater Goldfields. 

(7) Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines’ Mine Closure Plan was submitted to DMP in April 2010 and 
outlines KCGM’s commitment to the Facility’s closure. 

(8) Not applicable 

MT PERCY TAILINGS DAM — EROSION ISSUE 

3237. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to the Mt Percy tailings dam located in close proximity to Kalgoorlie-Boulder owned by Barrick Gold and 
Newmont mining, operated and managed by Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines Pty Ltd (KCGM), and ask — 

(1) Can the Minister provide a detailed Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) map indicating the 
locations of excessive erosion of the external batters on the Mt Percy tailings dam? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) Will the DMP instruct or direct KCGM to immediately fix and rectify any excessive areas of erosion on 
the Mt Percy tailings dam with a view to ensuring that the rehabilitation is undertaken in such a manner 
so as to prevent any further ongoing excessive erosion occurring on the Mt Percy tailings dam? 

(4) If no to (3), why not? 

(5) Can the Minister indicate in the last five years how many inspections by DMP staff visiting the Mt 
Percy tailings dam have taken place, and why on each occasion excessive erosion of the external batters 
has not been detected or seen in inspections? 

(6) If no to (5), why not? 

(7) Can the Minister explain why the DMP allowed KCGM to attempt rehabilitation of the Mt Percy 
Tailings dam without topsoil being utilized as require as part of the previous tenement conditions? 

(8) If no to (7), why not? 
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(9) Will the DMP direct and instruct KCGM to immediately rehabilitate the Mt Percy Tailings dam 
utilising topsoil of 500mm to cover the embankments, including the scarification or ripping with seed? 

(10) If no to (9), why not? 

(11) Can the Minister indicate the specific last date on which the Mt Percy tailings dam was functional and 
operational with the deposition of tailings? 

(12) If no to (11), why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  Yes. [See paper 2942.] 

(2)  Not applicable 

(3)  No 

(4)  I am advised by the Department of Mines and Petroleum that the scale and nature of the erosion does 
not warrant an immediate direction being given to KCGM. The rehabilitation of these areas of erosion 
will be addressed in accordance with the KCGM Mine Closure Plan.  

(5)  Environmental officers of DMP have inspected the Mt Percy tailings storage facility on one occasion in 
the last five years. This inspection was undertaken in December 2010. Inspections are carried out on the 
basis of a risk assessment approach to ensure that resources are appropriately targeted. This includes 
that inspections are considered when concerns are raised regarding the operation of mine sites. 

(6)  Not applicable 

(7)  I am advised that there is insufficient topsoil available to rehabilitate all disturbed areas under the 
current control of KCGM. The only practical alternative is to prioritise the usage of topsoil for 
rehabilitation of the KCGM operations. This means that some areas will not have topsoil applied in 
favour of other areas. This is the case regarding the Mt Percy tailings storage facility. 

(8)  Not applicable 

(9)  No 

(10)  See answer to question (7). This activity would not facilitate rehabilitation of the site and has the 
potential to cause excessive runoff of topsoil from the batter slopes. 

(11)  I am advised that the Mt Percy tailings storage facility was last operated for the disposal of tailings in 
May 1997. 

(12) Not applicable. 

MT PERCY OPERATIONS — MYSTERY, UNION CLUB AND SIR JOHN OPEN PITS 

3238. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to Mystery, Union Club and Sir John Open Pits owned by Barrick Gold and Newmont mining, operated 
and managed by Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines Pty Ltd (KCGM) in close proximity to Kalgoorlie–
Boulder known as the Mt Percy operations, and ask — 

(1) Can the Minister provide the exact date on which the above referred to Mystery open pit mine was last 
mined and mining operations ceased in and around the pit? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) Can the Minister quote the specific text of what specific sections/regulations of the Mines Safety and 
Inspection Act 1994, Regulations 1995, Mining Act 1978 and Regulations 1981 are applicable for the 
provision of abandonment bunds around the Mystery and Union Club open pits? 

(4) If no to (3), why not? 

(5) Can the Minister provide the exact date on which the above referred to Union Club open pit was last 
mined and mining operations ceased in and around the pit? 

(6) If no to (5), why not? 

(7) Does the DMP consider that the geotechnical instability leading to collapse or slumping of the pit walls 
from the Mystery or Union Club pits is a serious risk to the public water supply tank in the area? 

(8) If no to (7), why not? 

(9) In the life of mining operations for the Mystery, Union Club and Sir John open pits did any pit wall 
failures occur at the above referred to mining operations? 
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(10) If yes to (9), in what specific years and how many tonnes of material was involved for each pit wall 
failure at each respective pit? 

(11) Does the DMP consider that the geotechnical instability leading to the collapse or slumping of the pit 
walls from the Mystery or Union Club pits is a serious risk to the railway line? 

(12) If no to (11), why not? 

(13) Can the Minister indicate the exact distances in metres from the edge of the Mt Percy public water tank 
to the edge of the Mystery and Union Club open pits? 

(14) If no to (13), why not? 

(15) Can the Minister indicate the exact distances in metres from the edge of the Mystery and Union Club 
open pits to the railway line? 

(16) Can the Minister state how many years the Mystery and Union Club open pits have been without 
abandonment bunding surrounding the entire pits? 

(17) Will the Minister or the DMP instruct or direct KCGM to immediately install abandonment bunding 
surrounding the entire Mystery and Union Club Open Pits? 

(18) If no to (17), why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  This open pit was last mined in 1992.  The Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) has been unable 
to ascertain the exact date when the open pit was last mined.  Between 1997 and 2001 rehabilitation of 
waste dumps and other surface work was carried out.  Since 2001 resource definition work has been 
conducted and this site is considered ‘active’ and under the control of KCGM. 

(2)  See answer to question (1) 

(3)  No 

(4)  As the Mystery and Union Club open pits are considered ‘active’ and under the control of KCGM, no 
specific sections/regulations of the Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1994, Regulations 1995, Mining 
Act 1978 and Regulations 1981 are currently applicable to the provision of abandonment bunds at those 
pits. 

(5)  This open pit was last mined in mid 1997.  The Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) has been 
unable to ascertain the exact date when mining ceased in and around the pit. 

(6)  See answer to question (5) 

(7)  No 

(8) Inspectors from DMP have recently conducted an inspection of these open pits and I am advised that 
there is no sign of any critical deterioration in the walls of the excavations.  KCGM has advised that the 
upper batters in the western wall of the Mystery Pit have been heavily reinforced with cable bolts and 
mesh, and a significant quantity of backfill is in place to within 50 metres of the pit crest adding a 
buttress to the pit wall.  

(9)  Yes 

(10)  KCGM has informed DMP that some minor and one major wall failure occurred during mining 
operations. DMP does not have detailed records of this nature.  Representation has been made to 
KCGM on this matter and due to the recent ownership history of these sites, it is not possible to provide 
accurate data on this subject. 

(11)  No  

(12)  Inspectors from DMP have recently conducted an inspection of these open pits and I am advised that 
there is no sign of any critical deterioration in the walls of the excavations.  There is therefore no 
appreciable risk to the railway line. 

(13)   The distance between the Mystery Pit which is the excavation nearest to the public water supply tank is 
approximately 76 metres.  The Union Club Pit is further away from the tank.  DMP does not have the 
exact distances. 

(14)  See answer to question (13) 

(15)  The distances from the excavations to the railway are approximately 30 metres to the Union Club Pit 
and 47 metres to the Mystery Pit.  DMP does not have the exact distances. 
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(16)  It is approximately 13 years since these open pits have been in operation.  A solid fence was erected at 
the time of operation and is still in place to prevent inadvertent access to the workings.  

(17)  No 

(18)  The company has advised that these pits have not been abandoned and they are part of future mine 
plans.  

MT PERCY OPERATIONS — MYSTERY, UNION CLUB AND SIR JOHN OPEN PITS 

3239. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to the Mystery, Union Club and Sir John Open Pits owned by Barrick Gold and Newmont mining, 
operated and managed by Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines Pty Ltd (KCGM) in close proximity to 
Kalgoorlie–Boulder known as the Mt Percy operations and many other open pits within Western Australia, and I 
ask — 

(1) Can the Minister explain why abandonment bunding has been installed surrounding the entire Sir John 
Open Pit, but not entirely surrounding the Mystery and Union Club open pits? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) Can the Minister give a precise date on which abandonment bunding was installed surrounding the 
entire Sir John Open pit? 

(4) If no to (3), why not? 

(5) Can the Minister list the names and specific locations for all other open pits within Western Australia 
which do not have abandonment bunding surrounding the entire open pit? 

(6) If no to (5), why not? 

(7) If yes to (5), why are these pits allowed to remain unbunded? 

(8) Does the Minister and the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) support the non installation of 
abandonment bunding surrounding the entire Mystery and Union Club open pits given that these pits 
are in very close proximity to a major city, human population and frequented by tourists? 

(9) If yes to (8), why? 

(10) If no to (8), why? 

(11) Can the Minister explain what financial bonds, if any, cover the specific pit wall failure of the Mystery 
and Union Club open pits through pit subsidence and wall failure, affecting the Mt Percy public water 
supply tank and the Trans Australian Railway line? 

(12) If no to (10), why not? 

(13) Will the DMP impose a financial bond on the owners of the tenements to protect the public of Western 
Australia from being exposed to a major liability in the event of a pit wall failure from the Mystery and 
Union Club Open pits, impacting on the Mt Percy public water supply tank and the Trans Australian 
Railway line? 

(14) If no to (12), why not? 

(15) Can the Minister state what are the penalties under the Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1984, 
Regulations 1995, Mining Act 1978 and Regulations 1981 for a tenement holder failing to install 
abandonment bunding surrounding open pit mines in Western Australia? 

(16) If no to (14), why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) I am advised that under the provisions of section 42 of the Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1994, the 
Sir John, Mystery and Union Club pits have not been abandoned and are still part of KCGM’s mining 
operations, so abandonment bunding is not required.  The bund that is present in the vicinity of the Sir 
John pit has not been approved as an abandonment bund under the Mining Act.  It is understood from 
KCGM that some material was placed around the pit along with some backfill material into the pit at 
the time of construction of the Miners and Prospectors Hall of Fame around 1999/2000.  The Sir John 
pit is within the secure fenced area of the Mt Percy operations. 

(2)-(4)  See answer to question (1) 

(5)   No. 

(6)  The inventory of abandoned mines can be accessed via the DMP website where information on 89% of 
high priority mine sites documented to date is available, including the extent of bunding. 
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(7)  The management of the physical and environmental risks associated with abandoned mine sites is 
focused on ensuring the highest risks are addressed. 

(8)  Yes 

(9)  Abandonment bunding is not required.  I am advised that DMP considers the entire Mystery and Union 
Club open pits to be still an active mining area and that the security fence, under the management of 
KCGM, provides an effective barrier to safeguard the community. 

(10)  Not applicable 

(11)  Environmental bonds do not apply to the Mystery and Union Club open pits. 

(12) Not applicable 

(13)  No 

(14)   Geotechnical inspections are conducted by KCGM in the areas in question and indicate that the pit 
walls in the vicinity of the water reservoir and railway are stable and have been for many years.  Final 
abandonment criteria will be established when the mining operation closes. 

(15)  Under the Mining Act 1978and Mining Regulations 1981, breach of tenement conditions under Section 
154 of the Act can result in forfeiture of the tenement, a fine up to $50,000 plus $1,000 per day if the 
offence continues or no action is taken. Regulation 28 requires pits, holes and trenches to be made safe.  
A breach of a Regulation results in a general penalty being applied, under the provisions of Regulation 
115, of up to $10,000 plus $1,000 per day if the offence continues. 

Under the Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1994, if abandonment bunding was required by an 
inspector, a breach of Section 9 of that Act might occur.  The maximum penalty for a breach of Section 
9 is, for a first offence by an individual, $250,000 and imprisonment for 2 years.  For a corporation, the 
maximum penalty for a first offence is $500,000. 

(16)  Not applicable. 

CARMEL MCKENZIE — ACCESS TO DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND PETROLEUM FILES 

3248. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to the undated memorandum addressed to the Warden at http://robinchapple.org.au/node/460 and the 
access of departmental files by Mrs Carmel McKenzie concerning Prospecting Licences 26/3384, 26/3403, 
Miscellaneous Licence 26/228, other departmental files, transcript of proceedings dated 1 September 2008 for 
the Wardens Court concerning Miscellaneous Licence L26/228 and objections to Prospecting Licence 
26/3403,and ask — 

(1) Can the Minister provide the exact date, which a copy of the above referred to transcript dated 
1 September 2010 was provided to Mrs Carmel McKenzie? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) Can the Minister state what is the normal fee per page payable to obtain a copy of the wardens court 
proceedings? 

(4) If no to (3), why not? 

(5) Can the Minister state the receipt number, receipt date and the fee that was paid by Mrs. Carmel 
McKenzie to obtain a copy of the above Wardens Court Transcript dated 1 September 2008? 

(6) If no to (5), why not? 

(7) Can the Minister quote the text of all the documents and state what other specific documents were 
provided by departmental staff members in October 2010, November 2010 to Mrs Carmel McKenzie in 
relation to all the above referred to matters? 

(8) If no to (7), why not? 

(9) Do departmental officers regularly provide copies of memorandums similar or the same as the above 
undated memorandum addressed to the Warden from the DMP to members of the public and lawyers? 

(10) If yes to (9), can the Minister quote the text and date of documents provided within the last three 
months to all members of the public and lawyers? 

(11) Can the Minister state the receipt number, receipt date and the fee that was paid by Mrs. McKenzie to 
obtain a copy of the above referred to undated memorandum addressed to the Warden? 

(12) If no to (11), why not? 
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(13) Will the DMP allow any member of the public to obtain copies of any memorandums on any files 
addressed to the warden from the DMP without having a subpoena or a granted freedom of information 
application? 

(14) If no to (13), why not?  

(15) If yes to (13) can the Minister explain how this process of obtaining these memorandums works and 
operates? 

(16) In the month of October 2010 can the Minister state how many hours and on what specific date(s) Mrs 
McKenzie was given access to all the above mentioned files and documents on those files? 

(17) If no to (16), why not? 

(18) In the months on October and November 2010, can the Minister state what specific files, specific 
documents other than those specifically referred to above, including tenement numbers Mrs McKenzie 
was provided access to in the Kalgoorlie office? 

(19) If no (18), why not? 

(20) If yes to (16 and/or 18) will the Minister identify the officer/s that provided access to these documents, 
on what authority and why? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Preamble: 

The question on notice is referring to a visit by Mrs Carmel McKenzie, of McKenzie & McKenzie, to the office of 
the Kalgoorlie Regional Mining Registrar in October 2010. 

Mrs McKenzie wanted to be informed of the hearing dates, together with the orders made at those hearings, in 
respect of legal proceedings which occurred before the Warden in Kalgoorlie between August 2006 and 
December 2008, in which she was legal counsel for one of the parties to the proceedings. 

Mrs McKenzie advised she was seeking this information so she could provide it to the Legal Profession 
Complaints Committee.  

The Legal Profession Complaints Committee is a body created by Parliament under the Legal Profession Act 
2008 to supervise the conduct of legal practitioners in Western Australia. 

The Kalgoorlie Regional Mining Registrar physically went through the Departmental files, and at no time did 
Mrs McKenzie have direct access to the files. 

Copies of documents provided to Mrs McKenzie included Warden’s Court face-sheets (showing the parties to the 
proceedings, hearing dates and orders made at those hearings), a transcript of Warden’s Court proceedings 
dated 1 September 2008 and a memo to the Warden from DMP seeking the hearing on the same day of other 
related matters. 

Mrs McKenzie was provided with the above documents without a subpoena or a freedom of information 
application and at no cost on the basis that: 

(i)   the documents provided were regarded as part of the Warden’s Court files (notwithstanding 
they also formed part of the respective mining tenement files); 

(ii)  As mentioned above, the proceedings in question had been determined in December 2008;  

(iii)  Mrs McKenzie was the legal representative of one of the parties to the proceedings; and 

(iv)  the information was being provided to a statutory supervisory body. 

(1) No 

(2)  The exact date is uncertain but may have been 22 October 2010. 

(3)  The current fee is $7.70 per page. 

(4)  Not applicable 

(5)-6)  No fee was charged (refer to preamble above). 

(7)  Copies of the documents provided to Ms McKenzie are attached. [See paper 2943.] 

(8)  Not applicable 

(9)  No 

(10)  Not applicable 

(11)-(12) No fee was charged (refer to preamble above). 
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(13) No 

(14) In the absence of a subpoena or freedom of information application, the Department of Mines and 
Petroleum will only provide a party to the Warden’s Court proceedings with such a copy. 

(15)  Not applicable 

(16)  Mrs McKenzie did not have access to the files but did visit the Regional Mining Registrar Kalgoorlie 
once for three hours on an unspecified date [see answer to Question (2) above]. 

(17)  Not applicable 

(18) None 

(19)  Not applicable 

(20)  Refer to preamble above. 

KALGOORLIE–BOULDER — PROPOSED ROAD OVER MINE TENEMENTS 

3249. Hon Robin Chapple to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Lands 

I refer to Sutherland Street in Kalgoorlie–Boulder on mining tenements owned by Barrick Gold and Newmont 
Mining and a newspaper article titled ‘Govt may rule on road’, dated 27 November 2010, which appeared in the 
Kalgoorlie Miner newspaper, and ask — 

(1) Will the Minister direct and ensure that the ungazetted and undedicated section of Sutherland Street is 
closed immediately to facilitate drilling and open pit mining of the area which contains significant gold 
mineralisation/resources? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) In the event that the Minister decides that the above referred to road is to remain open, will the Minister 
direct or ensure that legally binding conditions are imposed which clearly eliminate any dust problems 
to residents which has been documented to be occurring for many years without any positive resolution 
to the dust problems? 

(4) If no to (3), why not? 

(5) Is the Minister aware that the City of Kalgoorlie–Boulder staff  have on numerous occasions on 16 
April 2007, 30 April 2007, 16 August 2010 and 23 August 2010, recommended to council that the 
above referred road be closed? 

(6) If no to (5), will the Minister thoroughly investigate with the City of Kalgoorlie–Boulder as to the 
recommendations council staff has repeatedly made in council documents and meetings?  

(7) Does the Minister recognize that the above referred to road has been a safety concern along with dust 
issues for residents and users of the road for many years without any positive solution? 

(8) If yes to (7), will the Minister take expedient action to eliminate the safety concerns and the generation 
of dust from this road? 

(9) If no to (7), why not? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

(1)-(2)  The Department of Regional Development and Lands (RDL) is currently awaiting advice from the 
Department of  Mines and Petroleum (DMP) in regard to the latest City of Kalgoorlie–Boulder (City) 
proposals for Sutherland Road East being the subject of the Kalgoorlie Miner story of Saturday, 
27 November 2010. I have been advised by RDL that DMP has sought advice from the relevant mining 
tenement holder in order to clarify the situation.  

(3)  RDL has been working with the City for a number of years while the City proceeds to investigate its 
options to dedicate an agreed alignment as a public road under the provisions of Section 56 of the Land 
Administration Act 1997.  RDL considers the existing road alignment is an "otherwise unvested 
facility" under Section 3.53 of the Local Government Act 1995 (LGA), with the City responsible for the 
control and management of the road as it presently exists. 

(4)  See answer (3). 

(5)  No. 

(6)  The administration of the City of Kalgoorlie-Boulder is not under my jurisdiction. 

(7)  Yes, at the same time noting that the City of Kalgoorlie-Boulder has been working for a number of 
years to resolve the situation. 
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(8)  In the light of previous contact by RDL with the City, RDL considers the City remains aware of its 
ongoing responsibilities in regard to this road under the provisions of the Local Government Act 1995. 

(9)  See answer (8). 

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES (KCGM) — MINING OPERATIONS 

3251. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer the Mt Charlotte ROB (Reward Ore Body)and NOB (Northern Ore body) crown pillars in the vicinity of 
the Mt Charlotte/Cassidy mining operations owned by Barrick Gold and Newmont Mining managed by KCGM, 
and the Trans Australian railway line located in the vicinity of the Mystery and Union Club Open Pits, and 
ask — 

(1) Can the Minister state whether the above referred to crown pillars below the ROB and NOB proposed 
open pits have been mined by KCGM? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) If yes to (1), on what specific dates did this occur? 

(4) Within the last two years, have any staff from the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) had any 
discussions with KCGM, Barrick or Newmont mining employees or consultants concerning the 
relocation and removal of the Trans Australian railway line in the area of the Mt Percy Mystery and 
Union club open pits, to facilitate the mining of the Lucknow, Pharlap, Westralia lode gold 
mineralization/resources in the area? 

(5) If yes to (4), on what specific dates did this occur, and what was the specific nature of those 
discussions? 

(6) Does the DMP support the removal and relocation of the Trans Australian railway line, to facilitate 
mining taking place in the area which will significantly extend the life of the KCGM open pit 
operations on the Golden Mile? 

(7) If yes to (6), why?  

(8) If no to (6), why not? 

(9) Will the Minister insist and advocate to the Minister for Lands that the Sutherland Street gravel road 
which is not gazetted and dedicated, be immediately closed to facilitate drilling and mining of the 
Lucknow, Pharlap, Westralia Lode mineralisation/resources, to enable KCGM to undertake open pit 
mining in the area without the impediment of a road through the area? 

(10) If no to (9), why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  KCGM has provided advice that it has not mined any pillars below the proposed Reward and Northern 
Ore Body Pits. 

(2)  Not applicable, as this is a commercial matter for KCGM. 

(3)  Not applicable 

(4)  No 

(5)  Not applicable 

(6)  In principle, yes, but such a proposal would need to take account of the interests of all stakeholders. 

(7)  Removal and relocation of the Trans Australian railway line has the potential to facilitate further open 
cut gold mining in the area. 

(8)  Not applicable 

(9)  No 

(10)  The proposed dedication of Sutherland Street cannot proceed without my approval under Section 16(3) 
of the Mining Act and this will not be given because it will restrict access for exploration and mining in 
this area of known gold mineralization. The Department of Mines and Petroleum on 4 November 2010 
did not oppose the proposed closure of Sutherland Street provided KCGM’s access was not restricted. 

ELECTRICITY CONSUMPTION IN WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

3252. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Energy 

I refer the consumption of electricity in all towns throughout Western Australia for the years 2009 and 2010, and 
ask — 
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(1) Can the Minister provide a breakdown for the megawatt and/or kilowatt consumptions of electricity per 
annum in the years 2009 and 2010 for all towns, cities, and other settlements within Western Australia? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(2) This request will require an undue diversion of resources to provide a complete response. 

SUPER PIT — UNREPORTED FIRE 

3253. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to a newspaper article titled ‘Ausdrill Super Pit fire unreported’, which appeared in the Kalgoorlie Miner 
on Wednesday 1 December 2010 and an incident which occurred at the Super pit operations owned by Barrick 
Gold and Newmont Mining, a newspaper article titled ‘Penalty too Low, KCGM’s fine fails to match, 
consequence, action’, which appeared in the Kalgoorlie Miner on Tuesday 28 September 2010, and ask — 

(1) Does the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) support the non-reporting of fires and significant 
incidents at all mines sites within Western Australia? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) What is the penalty under the Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1994 and Regulations 1995 for a 
company and a individual failing to report a fire or significant incident to the DMP? 

(4) Will KCGM or Ausdrill as a company, or individuals, involved be prosecuted for the incident referred 
to above in the newspaper article dated 1 December 2010 by the DMP to send a clear message that it is 
completely unacceptable for a company or individual to not report a fire or significant incidents to the 
DMP? 

(5) If no to (4), why not? 

(6) Can the Minister explain why the DMP will not prosecute KCGM or Ausdrill for the failure to report a 
fire given there has been a number of deaths at this mine referred to in the newspaper article dated 
28 September 2010 to send a clear message to the mining industry that the failure to report a fire or 
significant incident to the DMP is regarded as a extremely serious matter? 

(7) If no to (6), why not? 

(8) Can the Minister table and explain with a brief explanation all incidents, including the name and 
operator of the mine of all the incidents within the last three years for all mines within Western 
Australia, which have been brought to the attention of the DMP, but have never been reported as 
required by the legislation? 

(9) If no to (8), why not? 

(10) Can the Minister explain what is the specific purpose of requiring companies or individuals to report 
fires and significant incidents to the DMP as a legal requirement given it is widely known by certain 
companies that it is an accepted practice which will have little consequence in terms of receiving a 
prosecution from the DMP? 

(11) If no to (10), why not? 

(12) Can the Minister provide specific details including names, mine sites of how many companies and 
individuals have been prosecuted by the DMP within the last 6 years for a failure to report significant 
incidents or fires at all mines within Western Australia to the DMP? 

(13) If no to (12), why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) No 

(2)  The reporting of such events is a requirement under law in this State. 

(3)  Level penalty 1 as per Section 4A of the Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1994 which states - 

"(1) Where a person is liable to a level one penalty for an offence against this Act the person is liable — 

(a) if the offence was committed by the person as an employee - 

(i) for a first offence, to a fine of $5,000 and 
(ii) for a subsequent offence, to a fine of $6,250. 

(b) (ii) in the case of a corporation — 
(i) for a first offence, to a fine of $50,000 and 
(ii)  for a subsequent offence, to a fine of $62,000" 
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(4) No. 

(5) This was a minor fire related to an incident in a workshop.  The principal employer did report the 
incident upon becoming aware of it. 

(6)  Refer to Answer 5. 

(7) Not applicable. 

(8) No. 

(9) Statistics of this nature are not compiled by the Inspectorate. 

(10) The specific purpose of requiring companies or individuals to report fires and significant incidents to 
the DMP as a legal requirement is to ensure that trends for such occurrences can be mapped and 
appropriate prevention action taken before more serious consequences occur. 

(11) Not applicable. 

(12) No such prosecutions have been undertaken in the past six years. 

(13) Not applicable. 

__________ 

 

 


