
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Thursday, 24 November 2011 

                 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams) took the chair at 9.00 am, and read prayers. 

BUS STOP SHELTERS — CITY OF STIRLING 

Nonconforming Petition 

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Nollamara) [9.01 am]: I have a petition with 135 signatures that reads —  

To the Honourable Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

In March 2008 the City of Stirling moved to “cease the practice of installing bus shelters or hardstand 
facilities at bus stops until the responsibility for this infrastructure is defined.” (Stirling Council 
Minutes, 4 March 2008, Council Resolution 0308/025 )  

We, the undersigned request that the Government ensure bus shelters in the City of Stirling are installed 
where required, upgraded and properly maintained to a safe and usable standard.  

Now we ask the Minister for Local Government to resolve the deadlock between the City of Stirling 
and the Public Transport Authority regarding who is responsible for the maintenance of bus stops and 
shelters.  

Unfortunately, because the petition reads “Now we ask the Minister” instead of “Legislative Assembly”, it does 
not pertain to standing orders, but I would like to table it.  

The SPEAKER: Although it is not possible to table it, we will note that you have made the statements in the 
house.  

ALBANY PRIMARY SCHOOLS — ELECTRONIC SPEED ZONES 

Petition 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [9.02 am]: I have a few petitions here today. I have a petition signed by 
16 constituents that states — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament Of Western 
Australia in parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, say that in the interest of the safety of students Electronic Speed Zone signs are 
installed as a matter of priority for the Albany Primary and Mount Lockyer Primary Schools speed 
zones. 

Now we ask that the Legislative Assembly call upon the Minister for Transport to make these two local 
schools priority locations for the 2011/2012 installation program. 

[See petition 512.] 

SMOKING BAN IN PUBLIC PLACES — LEGISLATION 

Petition 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [9.03 am]: I have a petition signed by 26 constituents that reads —  

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, request that the Legislative Assembly enact laws to further protect 
people from exposure to second hand tobacco smoke in public places, specifically banning 
smoking in all al fresco dining areas, at all outdoor sporting and entertainment venues and 
within 4 metres of non-residential building entrances and also by transferring power to local 
governments to regulate smoking in public places such as pedestrian malls and public transport 
waiting points such as bus stops, taxi ranks and public wharves.  

[See petition 513.] 
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CONTAINER DEPOSIT SCHEME 

Petition 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [9.04 am]: I have a petition signed by 31 constituents that reads — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia — 

[Interruption.] 

The SPEAKER: I think, members, you will notice that a mobile phone has rung in this place. When the member 
returns, I will make the appropriate comments to her.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: It is not her phone.  

The SPEAKER: It may be someone else’s phone.  

Mr P.B. WATSON: Mr Speaker, I thought you were providing a musical interlude while I read the petition! 
Should I start this one again? 

The SPEAKER: Yes, please, member.  

Mr P.B. WATSON: I have a petition signed by 31 constituents that reads — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, say it is time to address the number of beverage containers recycled in Western 
Australia and assist in improving the ongoing litter problem we have in our state. Discussion about the 
introduction of such a scheme for Western Australia has been ongoing for too long and it is now time 
the Government took action.  

Now we ask that the Legislative Assembly call upon the Barnett Government to immediately introduce 
a Western Australian Container Deposit Scheme, similar to the system that operates in South Australia.  

[See petition 514.] 

RESOURCES PROJECTS — LOCAL JOB OPPORTUNITIES 

Petition 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [9.05 am]: I have a petition with 134 signatures that reads — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, say the WA Parliament should pass laws that ensure a greater share of skilled 
engineering and fabrication work for our major resources projects is performed in Western Australia. 

Our major resources projects are increasingly sending their skilled work offshore. Many of Western 
Australia’s fabrication workshops do not have enough skilled work and engineers have to go overseas if 
they want to help design our LNG projects. 

Our natural resources can only be used once and we should use the current resources construction boom 
to provide training and apprenticeships for our young people, so that they can have a future after the 
boom. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly to take full and comprehensive action to ensure a greater share of 
skilled work for our major resources projects is performed in Western Australia. 

[See petition 515.] 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY CHAMBER — MOBILE PHONES 

Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams): Member for Nollamara, perhaps that was not your phone and you 
were simply on a rescue mission—I do not know—but I inform members once again that the use of mobile 
phones, other than for SMS-ing or perhaps tweeting, in this place is not acceptable.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Perhaps tweeting should be banned.  

The SPEAKER: Perhaps it should be, Leader of the House. Quite simply, please ensure that when you come 
into this house, your mobile phones are either turned off entirely or on silent mode. Thank you, members.  

Mr P.B. Watson: Or at least get some decent music!  

The SPEAKER: Indeed, member for Albany.  
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PAPERS TABLED 

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

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND FOOD ANNUAL REPORT 2010–11 

Correction — Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams): I rise to inform members that on 22 November 2011 I received advice 
from the Minister for Agriculture and Food indicating an error in the Department of Agriculture and Food’s 
2010–11 annual report tabled in the Legislative Assembly on 1 November 2011. The audit opinion included in 
the report was that of the previous financial year and several notes of the audit financial statement pages were 
different from the published and tabled version of the report. The correct audit opinion and financial statement 
papers are attached as an addendum to the letter. I advise the Assembly that I have dealt with this advice as a 
request under standing order 156 and have accordingly authorised that the necessary corrections be made to the 
annual report.  

[See paper 4144A.] 

ECONOMICS AND INDUSTRY STANDING COMMITTEE 

Extension of Reporting Time — Notice of Motion 

Mr R.F. Johnson (Leader of the House) gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

That the date for presentation of the report of the Economics and Industry Standing Committee of its 
inquiry into Ironbridge Holdings Pty Ltd and other matters regarding residential land and property 
developments be extended to 1 March 2012. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE — BILLS PROGRESSION AND COUNCIL MESSAGES 

Standing Orders Suspension — Notice of Motion 

Mr R.F. Johnson (Leader of the House) gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

That for the remainder of 2011, so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to 
enable — 

(a) bills to proceed without delay after the second reading has been moved or without delay 
between the stages; and 

(b) messages from the Legislative Council to be taken into consideration on the day on which they 
are received.  

PERTH INTERNATIONAL TRACK CYCLING GRAND PRIX 

Statement by Minister for Tourism 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Tourism) [9.09 am]: On Tuesday I was pleased to announce 
that in March next year we will be able to see some of the world’s best cyclists in action during the Perth 
International Track Cycling Grand Prix. The state government, through Eventscorp, is proud to support the 
Chevron Australia 2012 Perth International Track Cycling Grand Prix. This cycling grand prix event, to be held 
on 24 March next year—a most auspicious date—promises to attract some of the biggest names in track cycling 
in the lead-up to the 2012 UCI Track Cycling World Championships in Melbourne and the London Olympics. 
More than 170 elite level riders from around the world are expected to compete, including two current world 
champions from Western Australia—Cameron Meyer and Luke Durbridge.  

To be staged at the Midvale SpeedDome, this will be the first UCI category 1 event held in Perth since the 1997 
world championships. The Midvale SpeedDome opened in 1989 and is Perth’s only combined indoor cycling 
velodrome and roller sports complex. Local riders will pit themselves against world champions on the 250-metre 
track, which is recognised as one of the fastest velodromes in the world. Furthermore, the event will feature the 
SBS TV program Cycling Central. This high-level competition will be track cycling at its very best, offering 
local audiences a truly international event in a world-class venue. 

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES —  
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING ON DANGEROUS OFFENDERS 

Statement by Minister for Corrective Services 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Blackwood–Stirling — Minister for Corrective Services) [9.11 am]: The Liberal–
National government has made no secret of its tough stance on law and order. Protecting the people of Western 
Australia and maintaining community safety is our number one concern. Yesterday we saw another important 
development in this government’s effort to protect the public of Western Australia from dangerous offenders 
with the signing of a memorandum of understanding between five key government agencies. This agreement, 
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between the Department of Corrective Services, WA Police, the Department for Child Protection, the 
Department of Housing and the Department of Health, sets in stone an arrangement in which all the agencies will 
share information and work together to ensure the risk posed by dangerous offenders is reduced. 

The review of case management practices for the supervision of high-risk offenders within the community by the 
Department of Justice in 2003, otherwise known as the Skinner review, and the Mahoney inquiry into the 
management of offenders in custody and in the community in 2005, both recommended improved strategic 
relationships between the police and other government agencies in the management of serious offenders. The 
Mahoney report also recommended that the Department of Justice establish a high-level management process for 
special-risk offenders. 

The Inter-agency Public Protection Committee was established by the Department of Corrective Services in 
2008. It is a senior level committee designed to explore ways to improve cooperation between various 
government agencies in managing the risk posed by offenders declared as dangerous sexual offenders under the 
Dangerous Sexual Offenders Act 2006, and other selected dangerous offenders. This cooperation includes 
identifying offenders who pose a serious risk to the community, improving the exchange of confidential 
information, coordinated interventions and problem solving to enhance the rehabilitation of the identified 
offenders. The committee meets on a monthly basis to review the circumstances of each offender, ensure all 
agencies are on the same page in the management of each offender, and identify any gaps in that management. 
The signing of the MOU formalises this process, and will ensure that all of the five agencies involved are 
working together to reduce the risks posed by dangerous offenders and protect the people of Western Australia. 

INTERAGENCY SETTLEMENT GROUP — PROGRESS 

Statement by Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury — Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests) [9.13 am]: I am 
pleased to report on the progress of the Interagency Settlement Group. The ISG was established in August 2009 
following a meeting between me and the then federal Minister for Immigration and Citizenship, Senator 
Christopher Evans. The purpose of the ISG is to improve coordination between, and service delivery by, state 
and Australian government agencies engaged in providing key settlement services to humanitarian entrants. One 
of the major projects for ISG has been the development of an online, searchable catalogue of services for use by 
government agencies, non-government organisations and individuals. It contains information about services and 
programs targeting people who have entered Australia under the humanitarian program. Information is available 
for nine priority areas: education, employment, health, housing, justice, language services, transport, civic 
participation, and family and social support. The information was collected as part of a national cataloguing of 
programs and services provided in each state and territory. However, Western Australia is the first jurisdiction to 
place it online. 

The ISG has also developed an action plan to address the key issues of data collection, language services, 
education, health, transport, and family and social support. The plan is the outcome of a community consultation 
in September 2010. This feedback from non-government organisations and community groups about the 
programs and services is listed in the catalogue, including gaps in service delivery. The Office of Multicultural 
Interests will monitor the action plan and report on its progress. 

The 2010–11 annual report of the ISG has been submitted to me and will shortly be sent to the Minister for 
Immigration and Citizenship, Hon Chris Bowen, MP. I thank government agencies for their contribution to the 
ISG and commend the work of so many government and non-government organisations for providing services to 
humanitarian entrants in our state. 

WATER PIPES — ALBANY HIGHWAY 

Grievance 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [9.16 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Water. It relates to the very, 
very fascinating and interesting topic of water pipes, in particular water pipes down Albany Highway. As the 
minister would know, great plans have been made to revitalise an area in Maddington, including developing a 
business district and creating some low-cost housing. That has involved long-term consultation with the 
community. There has been a great deal of interest in these plans. The City of Gosnells has put an enormous 
amount of effort into developing these plans to redevelop the Maddington town centre. Unfortunately, it has hit a 
stumbling block relating to Albany Highway. The revitalisation plans include the extension of Blackburn Street 
from the shopping centre to the train station, which would enable the construction of a linkage between the train 
station and the employment hub on the east side of Albany Highway and the shopping centre on the west or the 
bus–rail interchange on Blackburn Street, which again requires considerable work to develop this area. To do 
that work, Albany Highway needs to be widened. As many members would know, this is a very significant road 
throughout that area. The signalised intersection at the corner of Albany Highway and Kelvin and Olga Roads 
needs to be upgraded. That services the industrial area going into Maddington. It is very close to a railway 
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crossing. The signalised intersection between Albany Highway and Burslem Drive also needs upgrading. If the 
minister were to drive through this area, he would see that a lot of work needs to occur there. This area has 
enormous potential. It is not far from the city. It is an area in which we could provide a great deal of employment 
and low-cost housing as it is close to public transport and all those things.  

Why am I speaking to the minister in his capacity as Minister for Water? It is because the hold-up is related to 
pipes. Two large water main pipes that have a regional servicing function run underneath the Albany Highway 
road reserve. These pipes are 600 centimetres and 800 centimetres in diameter. I am no expert in these things but 
it strikes me that they must be monster pipes. A great deal of water must flow through them. However, they are 
located only 60 centimetres below the ground. One of the pipes is located beneath the verge on Albany Highway 
and the other is located underneath the kerb. These pipes were originally laid in the incorrect location and at an 
incorrect depth by the then state water agency. I am not holding the minister responsible; this happened some 
80 years ago and whoever is responsible has long since moved onto their greater reward. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Is that the incorrect depth to today’s standards or 80 years ago? 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Probably to today’s standards, and therein lies the problem. The water main pipes are 
fragile, due to not only their shallow depth, but also their age. As I have said, the pipes were laid 80 years ago 
and the advice that I have been given is that the pipes have a potential life span of 100 years; so we still have 
20 years left on the clock. However, as the minister correctly points out, they probably would not meet the 
standards of today. I think that we need to look at the consequences of what would happen if these pipes were to 
rupture today. There would be a major disruption to water in the regional area and traffic movement on Albany 
Highway would be brought to a halt. 

The Water Corporation has indicated that it does not have any plans to bring forward any works to upgrade and 
correctly locate these pipes. These works are required for these significant projects to go ahead, but Water Corp, 
in consultation with Main Roads, does not have any immediate plans to do that. I am told that when the City of 
Gosnells last consulted on this matter, it was given a figure of about $10 million to carry out the required work to 
relocate the pipes. The city has looked at other options, such as capping the pipes to protect them. Because of the 
fragile nature of these pipes, no work requiring compaction can be undertaken in the area and therefore the road 
cannot be widened, nor can any other such work happen, thereby reducing potential development in the area. 

The difficulty is that this pipe services an area much wider than the City of Gosnells. This pipe is core to the 
water service in the area, and it seems unreasonable to expect the ratepayers in the City of Gosnells to have to 
meet the cost of relocating the pipe when it was laid in a way that the city had no control over or influence on. 
But this is a vital area that needs redevelopment and I call on the minister to have a very close look at this 
problem to see whether he can find some way to bring forward some capital works, firstly, to allow this 
redevelopment to occur; secondly, and most importantly, to ensure the safety of the area so that we do not face a 
tragedy if the pipe ruptures; and finally, to bring the area up to standard. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Water) [9.22 am]: I thank the member for Forrestfield for 
giving me some notice of the grievance. It has caused my staff some problems because they could not find much 
correspondence from the City of Gosnells on this particular topic. My staff also contacted the Water 
Corporation, which found it difficult to find the information on its files. In fact, the note that I have is that the 
inquiries directed to the Water Corporation failed to reveal any correspondence or consultation on the matter, 
although the member has indicated that the City of Gosnells has consulted with the Water Corporation and 
provided the member with an estimate of $10 million for the upgrading or relocating of the pipes.  

Mr A.J. Waddell: That was a couple of years ago. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The member also mentioned a discussion about capping as another option. 

Mr A.J. Waddell: Yes. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: As I mentioned to the member a little while ago, I was involved in a study in the 
Maddington area about five years ago. I acknowledge that it is probably a great opportunity for not only the City 
of Gosnells, but also the state of Western Australia to develop a probably very underutilised area—that is, an 
area in which there is the railway line and Albany Highway, which contains car yards and other such things. The 
main shopping area is close by, but unfortunately it is not close enough. 

Mr A.J. Waddell: Yes. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The issue is how we better utilise the wasteland between where the shops are and the 
road and the railway station. Ideally, the station needs to be where the development is. Looking at it from a 
planning point of view—with my planning hat rather than my water hat—there is tremendous potential for infill 
development, including houses and greater density townhouses, to fully revitalise an area that is very close to the 
City of Perth. It is arguably a very good place to develop.  
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Until the member for Forrestfield mentioned this grievance, I was unaware of the issue with the water pipe—an 
asset built 80 years ago. As a former Main Roads engineer, I know that all the services are provided in the Main 
Roads reserve and indeed a 600 millimetre cover on a pipe is not too bad; it can get worse! Over time the road 
has been upgraded; Albany Highway was not always as wide as it is now and as we widen a road with a three 
per cent cross fall the table drain is moved further down. It may be that when the pipe was laid 80 years ago that 
the cover may have been one metre. It may be that the cover has diminished with the widening of Albany 
Highway over time. Obviously the pipes are older than the cover. I will make some inquiries on the member’s 
behalf to see what can be done about the Water Corporation’s normal program, but if there are no problems with 
the 600 millimetre and 800 millimetre pipe servicing the community and the surrounds, there will be no need for 
it to bring works forward. However, if I put on my planning and developer hat, I know that there is potential to 
rezone the land near the shopping centre. Looking at how both Armadale and Midland have been redeveloped, a 
business case could be easily made to put together the finance for an entity like the Midland Redevelopment 
Authority, or LandCorp, to look at the area holistically. It may be that the dollars stack up in terms of the cost of 
bringing forward any relocation of those pipes. 

In my experience working with developers who want something done to services, it is normal for the developers 
to pay for the works, including movement of existing services. If the services are in place and are working — 

Mr A.J. Waddell: This is just going to extend the road over the area. A developer is not going to be involved in 
that. It is about creating infrastructure for the development. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Without seeing the plans for the road realignment, I will get my staff to get them for me 
and will discuss the matter with the Water Corporation—it is an area that I have an interest in—to see what we 
can do. We already have a very large capital works program for the next four years. It is $3.3 billion. There is a 
fair bit of pressure for a lot of projects to be included—with pressure from all members of Parliament, both in the 
metropolitan and country areas, to put forward their projects. 

This is an exciting project. I do not know what the time frame would be, but I guess that not only the pipe but 
other bits of infrastructure that will need to be done. 

I will just refer to my notes in the remaining minute because there was something reasonably interesting in here 
about the outline development plan and where it is at. I have been advised that the plan the member for 
Forrestfield mentioned, the outline development plan for the Maddington town centre, which is part of a broader 
strategy for revitalising the town—which is a good idea—is, according to my notes, yet to be finalised. The 
member is probably saying that the stumbling block in finalising the plan is — 

Mr A.J. Waddell interjected. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: An outline development plan can still be finalised, saying that we still need to move or 
cover the pipe. However, I do not know what the $10 million was for. If it is for greater cover on or movement 
of the pipe, it obviously depends on how long and how far back it has to go while still maintaining the gradient, 
unless it is a pressure pipe. That is what I have been advised. The approval will ultimately be given by the 
Minister for Planning and the Western Australian Planning Commission, but I undertake to make some inquiries 
on the member’s behalf to see what we can do.  

CAPE LE GRAND NATIONAL PARK — ECOTOURISM ENTERPRISE 

Grievance 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Eyre) [9.29 am]: I thank the minister for taking this grievance. He obviously has a very 
busy day. Our thoughts of course are with those people in the south west who have been subject to those very 
severe fires in the last 24 hours or so.  

My grievance is about a very exciting ecotourism enterprise project operation in a compatible site within 
Cape Le Grand National Park. I am very supportive of this proposal. It is a park that is 50 kilometres east of 
Esperance—about a three-quarters of an hour drive. A concept that has been outlined for some years is to 
establish family and budget cabins, luxury chalets, reception, gallery, shop, cafe, conference room, caravan park 
and camping ground, on-site manager’s residence and playground in the park. The nature of the site and profile 
of visitors of the park lend themselves very much to an eco-focused development in harmony with our beautiful 
environment of Esperance. The Department of Industry and Resources found that 46 per cent of Australians were 
interested in staying in a secluded luxurious resort in a natural environment. There are currently 100 000 
interstate visitors to Esperance each year, and this suggests a potential market for this ecotourism enterprise of at 
least 46 000 visitors annually from those people who would already be visiting Esperance. 

The process of this development was put forward by Starfish Business Solutions, Gresley Abas Architects, 
Indigenous Business Australia and also a very significant private Indigenous interest. This project would 
obviously benefit from the employment of Aboriginal people who would manage part of this ecotourism project. 
The process was that a compatible operations notice for a proposed commercial tourism operation at 
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Cape Le Grand National Park was applied for. I refer to a letter of 13 December 2010 from the director of parks 
and visitor services, Mr Peter Sharp. The proposed commercial tourism activity and proposed commercial 
accommodation developments went to public comment as part of a process of establishing a compatible 
operations notice. All these were taken on board, and on 25 August 2010 the Minister for Environment approved 
commercial tourism activities and commercial accommodation departments in the Cape Le Grand National Park 
as being compatible with the purpose for which the national park is managed, pursuant to section 33A of the 
Conservation and Land Management Act 1984.  

That is all good, although I contend that this site within the park is not the best site. In October 2009, the 
Minister for Environment and the Minister for Tourism jointly announced the very good Naturebank program to 
identify and prepare suitable sites within parks that could be developed to provide high-quality ecotourism 
accommodation. The department’s preliminary site evaluations suggest that the preferred site to conduct further 
assessment is at New Island Bay. The Department of Environment and Conservation and Tourism Western 
Australia will now proceed to evaluate this site to establish whether such facilities can be considered at this site. 

The Lucky Bay site is internationally renowned. All the international promotion and recognition has been done 
on Lucky Bay. There is already a caravan park of 40 sites in the Lucky Bay area. The proposed site for this 
project is in and around and between the caravan park and the headland facing within a protected bay facing 
south east. Many things suggest that Lucky Bay is the best site. It already has road and power access; it has been 
developed already. Additionally, significant work needs to be done on the existing caravan park. That location 
makes a lot of sense. However, New Island Bay has been chosen and suggested by the Department of 
Environment and Conservation. Why? New Island Bay is totally inaccessible at this stage. Development of all 
power, roads and all other facilities into an area of New Island Bay would be needed. The bay itself is west of 
Lucky Bay and faces directly into the Southern Ocean. It is an exposed area and is not, I believe, the preferred 
site for international, interstate and family visitors. 

I do not know how this site was chosen. If we were looking for a tourism experience similar to Kangaroo Island, 
which has very high yield, high international tourism, and a high tariff of $900 upwards, then, yes, New Island 
Bay would be the choice—like Kangaroo Island in South Australia—but we are not looking for this in this 
concept. What we are interested in in Esperance is providing a whole range of accommodation facilities within 
the pristine environment. There is already a caravan park, as I have suggested. It needs upgrade and 
development. The Lucky Bay ecotourism development study shows rental accommodation units have been sited 
to the south east of the bay to achieve a level of seclusion and separation from the rest of the development, 
minimising the impact on the day-to-day seclusion and separation. Units are arranged either side of an existing 
walkway. I suggest that the minister reassess the site in the Cape Le Grand National Park for this great 
ecotourism project. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Environment) [9.36 am]: I thank the member for Eyre for 
giving me some notice of his grievance this morning. He has spoken to me about it on previous occasions. I have 
been listening to the member speak. He is obviously a local and knows the area well. His contention is that New 
Island Bay is not the preferred site. I think it is reasonable for me to perhaps have another look at that, because 
the notes I have received from the department indicate that the site that the Department of Environment and 
Conservation has chosen is the result of lots of consultation with the community, and the community are 
supportive of this location. If that is the case, certainly it is worth me having a look at how it was assessed. 

I know the member is supportive of the Naturebank program. Indeed, Cape Le Grand National Park is one of the 
national parks that I have not been to, but I have heard so many terrific reports about it. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: I must take you down there some time. It is iconic. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I understand it is sensational. I know lots of people who have been there.  

The government is committed to this Naturebank program. Some areas around the state have been looked at for 
the possibility of private sector involvement in these very iconic developments that appeal to certain members of 
the community. Cape Le Grand National Park is one of these. Indeed, royalties for regions funds are available to 
support this, as the member said, in a joint venture between the Department of Environment and Conservation 
and Tourism WA. I have been told that Cape Le Grand National Park was nominated as part of the Naturebank 
project.  

In relation to the points that have been raised, I advise that the Lucky Bay site was not overlooked, discounted or 
ignored on the assessment of sites suitable for their Naturebank project. New Island Bay was assessed, along 
with three other sites in Cape Le Grand National Park, which included Lucky Bay, and New Island Bay was 
deemed to be the most suitable for a Naturebank development. From what the member has said, it is probably 
worthwhile for me to find out on what basis, and I can do that. Lucky Bay includes 24 caravan bays, 15 tent 
sites, ablutions, toilets, a camp kitchen, seasonal ranger accommodation, beach access for vehicles and 
pedestrians and two small day-use areas. Therefore, it is quite a good facility, obviously. 
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Dr G.G. Jacobs: This wouldn’t push that out of the way. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I understand that.  

In the 2011–12 financial year, the Department of Environment and Conservation commenced planning to 
determine the most suitable visitor facilities for day-use and camping at Lucky Bay as part of a broader master 
plan for the whole national park. Landscape architects began a site and visitor analysis, which led to the 
development of a preferred concept plan, including estimated development costs. This will inform funding 
decisions for upgrading infrastructure. We have a plan to upgrade facilities at Lucky Bay. The member 
mentioned that there is a need to upgrade facilities and a plan is being undertaken at the moment. 

The Naturebank program is designed not to replace existing accommodation or camping facilities but to offer a 
different experience. Is the member suggesting that people could get both at Lucky Bay, with the Lucky Bay 
caravan park and a separate eco-village nearby? 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Yes, between where the caravan park is now and the headland. Basically, the area within there 
could accommodate both the luxury chalets and the family chalets. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Would there be a gap between the two or would they be joined? 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Pretty much joined. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Obviously, whether that is what people want is something to consider as well. 

The notes I have before me state that a pre-feasibility study conducted by a consultant recommended that a 
Naturebank development offering a different experience to guests would be feasible at New Island Bay and 
recommended further assessment of the site. That assessment is underway at the moment. 

Public consultation via a planning process to determine the compatibility of an eco-tourism development in Cape 
Le Grand National Park was undertaken, as the member said, in December 2009. My notes state that many of the 
44 responses to that consultation process expressed strong support for the facilities at Lucky Bay to remain under 
DEC management. Therefore, there is no issue about the Lucky Bay DEC caravan park at the moment. I 
understand that is the member’s position as well.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Yes. I’d just like to say that of the 44 submissions and 46 issues that were examined, 21 of 
those fell outside the compatibility process as not relevant.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I understand that the Shire of Esperance is very supportive of the eco-tourism project. 
The shire and others made submissions to the consultation process, and on 13 September 2010 they were advised 
of the decision to progress the assessment of the New Island Bay site. I am also advised that DEC staff consulted 
directly with the Esperance Nyoongah native title working group and the Esperance Regional Tourism 
Association about the proposal at New Island Bay, as well as presenting at the Esperance Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry’s annual conference in March this year. There is a strong commitment; there is an additional 
$4.8 million in DEC’s budget under royalties for regions for a number of parks. Money is available.  

What I can undertake to do, though, member, is ensure that I am confident about the consultation process put in 
place—before I became the minister—to look at the four options that I have been advised were looked at. I will 
look at what the selection criteria were, what points system they rated and why New Island Bay was preferred 
over Lucky Bay. I undertake to have another look at that. Given that we are at the pre-feasibility stage, it is not a 
problem. Member, I am very happy to have another look at that. 

BUS STOP SHELTERS — CITY OF STIRLING 

Grievance 

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Nollamara) [9.44 am]: I thank the minister for taking this grievance because I 
understand it is late notice. The minister will have noted that this morning I tried to submit a petition from local 
residents about this issue. I have been contacted by a number of residents who are concerned about the lack of 
bus shelters being installed and maintained in the City of Stirling area. Currently, there appears to be a gridlock 
over whose responsibility it is to maintain bus shelters.  

The Minister for Local Government may wonder why I am talking to him about this matter. Ostensibly, bus 
shelters are the responsibility of local government, but the City of Stirling has argued that they should not be and 
has been, I suppose, in negotiations with the Western Australian Local Government Association, the Department 
of Local Government and the Public Transport Authority about this. The City of Stirling decided on the record at 
council in March 2008 that it would cease the practice of installing bus shelters or hardstand facilities at bus 
stops until such time as responsibility for this infrastructure is defined. I can tell the minister that the 
commonwealth Disability Discrimination Act was the genesis of that decision.  

This resolution is still current; therefore, in the electorate of Nollamara and the whole of the City of Stirling, as I 
understand, no bus shelters have been built or fixed for more than three years. Some minor maintenance has 
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occurred and Adshel—which is a private company—shelters have been built. We have contacted WALGA and 
the Department of Local Government which say that they are working on a position about whether bus shelters 
should be a local government or PTA responsibility. The Minister for Local Government needs to intervene to 
ensure a resolution is reached about the respective responsibilities of local government and the Public Transport 
Authority, especially considering that areas in Nollamara and other places have not had upgrades or new shelters 
since 2008. 

As I said, this is distressing for many residents. I recently met with Dorothy, Linda and Norma on Chesterfield 
Road. They were standing in some shade behind the bus stop; thankfully, they had some shade. That is a big 
issue for many elderly residents in the area who want to catch buses; they are suddenly confronted with standing 
in the full sun or rain, but the full sun is a particularly big difficulty for them. Dorothy has just had some skin 
cancer treatment, so clearly there is great concern about sun exposure. Bus shelters are required as part and 
parcel of how we deal with our environment and how we ensure that public transport meets people’s needs.  

The point is that currently bus shelters are a local government responsibility and the City of Stirling is not 
carrying it out. The genesis of this issue was, as I understand, a WALGA memo in 2007 on the Disability 
Standards for Accessible Public Transport 2002 that was sent to the City of Stirling and other councils. That got 
the City of Stirling to look at those standards and called into question its capacity to fund and comply with the 
required disability standards. Bus stops are considered to be provided by local governments; therefore, it is their 
responsibility under the Disability Discrimination Act. The Department of Local Government, in response to a 
WALGA letter about this responsibility, stated it considered that the provider is whoever is responsible for 
constructing and maintaining bus stops, which is usually, but not always, local government authorities. The City 
of Stirling’s argument is that the PTA puts up the posts to establish where bus stops are and the provision of a 
shelter is a separate issue in that it needs to pay for that to comply with the Disability Discrimination Act. The 
difficulty is that because of this no new shelters have been put up; for the last three years we have been bogged 
down. I am not aware of whether this is happening in other councils, but given that it is a general issue between 
the PTA and the City of Stirling, it seems to me that it could be an across-the-board issue for all of Western 
Australia.  

Page 7 of the “2010 Public Transport Bus Stop Site Layout Guidelines” states — 

Discretionary Infrastructure 

Bus shelters, seating and rubbish bins are discretionary infrastructure and are the responsibility of Local 
Government. Where provided, compliance with the PTA’s Bus Stop Layout Guideline is mandatory. 

Page 1 of the guidelines states — 

Following extensive negotiations between the PTA and the Western Australia Local Government 
Association … representing the needs of all Local Governments in Western Australia, the PTA has 
accepted limited responsibility for ensuring compliance of the immediate bus stop area to the Disability 
Standards. It is intended that under this arrangement, the PTA will be responsible for upgrading the 
immediate boarding area and up to one metre of connecting pathway to an existing footpath. The PTA 
is not responsible for items that improve the amenity of the area for local residents; this typically 
includes the provision of discretionary infrastructure such as bus shelters, seating and rubbish bins 
which have traditionally been provided by Local Government. 

Because of the deadlock on this issue, the good residents of the City of Stirling do not have any new bus shelters, 
and the argument is continuing. Despite our best efforts to try to resolve the differences between the City of 
Stirling, the Western Australian Local Government Association and the Public Transport Authority, we have not 
been able to get anywhere. Despite what the Public Transport Authority is saying, the City of Stirling continues 
to uphold its ban on the installation of bus shelters on the basis that it is protecting itself from possible litigation 
brought under the Disability Discrimination Act 1992. It believes that state government funding is required to 
comply with the standards of the Disability Discrimination Act 1992. 

I request the Minister for Local Government to investigate how wide this issue is, because I do not believe it can 
be only the City of Stirling. How can the Department of Local Government ensure that this matter is resolved? 
The roadblock seems to be WALGA working on this project. As I understand it, some funding was made 
available through WALGA to do this, and it has not been completed; as a result, we have not had any new bus 
shelters constructed in the City of Stirling since March 2008. 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury — Minister for Local Government) [9.51 am]: I thank the member for 
Nollamara for her grievance. I appreciate her understanding about the late notice; my office has been in touch 
with the City of Stirling this morning and we have tried to get some answers but, of course, because of the late 
notice and the fact that it was early in the morning, I am limited in what information I can provide to the member 
this morning on the current situation with the City of Stirling, but I assure her that as soon as I get some 
information, I will get back to her. I am also aware that the member for Scarborough has raised this matter with 
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the relevant minister. I will just say that, as Minister for Local Government, I can only intervene if the City of 
Stirling strays outside the act. Local governments are autonomous bodies and it is up to each local government to 
make its own decisions. However, each local government is different, and I know from my own experience in 
Bunbury that the local government there has X amount of dollars in its budget to provide for X number of bus 
shelters on a rolling program every year. 

I am advised that maintenance of bus shelters is the responsibility of local government. As I said, local 
governments determine their own outcomes and determine what they do; the local council signs off on those 
decisions. As I understand it, the Public Transport Authority is responsible for the location of the bus shelters; it 
determines the sites after undertaking community consultation and seeking community input on safety issues. 
However, it is the responsibility of local governments to erect and maintain bus shelters and the paving around 
them. The PTA has a grants scheme to assist with the costs of construction. 

I need to verify this, but I understand that the PTA used to provide money to assist with the construction of bus 
shelter hard stands; local governments had to apply for that funding. My advice from the office of the Minister 
for Transport is that the PTA launched a bus stop accessibility works program in June this year; I think the 
member for Nollamara alluded to that. Under that program, the government has allocated a sum of 
approximately $3 million per annum to the PTA to upgrade the network of approximately 13 000 bus stops to 
meet the disability standards for accessible public transport under the Disability Discrimination Act 1992. 

The PTA is responsible, as I understand it, for administering that program and has developed guidelines to help 
local governments and the community understand what — 

Ms J.M. Freeman: Minister, do you understand that they will fund 100 per cent of that upgrade, or only 50 per 
cent? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I am not aware of the exact quantum; that is what I am trying to find out, but I am 
aware that we have made available $3 million per annum to meet disability access standards. I will try to find out 
more information for the member. 

As I said, I have had only limited time, as the member understands. The member for Nollamara made the point 
that the City of Stirling is trying to protect itself against litigation; I understand it has been spending a bit of 
money on legal fees. 

A member interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Scarborough, you are not in your seat!  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Can I also suggest to the member for Nollamara, on Hansard, that one of the ways she 
could do this would be for her, the member for Scarborough or whoever, to front up to the question time at the 
beginning of a council meeting and ask the question: where is it at with that? How many bus shelters are there in 
the locality? 

Ms J.M. Freeman: Minister, by way of interjection, they have got all that. What they’re saying is that it’s not 
their financial responsibility, it’s the state government’s financial responsibility, and that’s why they’re not doing 
it. They’re saying, “We won’t do it because it’s state government”. An agreement needs to be made on that. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I know; I am going to try to work it out for the member. But as I understand it, PTA 
provides the money and it is its responsibility to maintain the shelters. It is also its responsibility to actually erect 
the bus shelters, so it has to allocate the money for a start. I suspect there is advertising on bus shelters, and it has 
to be asked who the advertisers are and whether they pay money; if not, do they contribute to the construction of 
the bus shelters? Instead of paying money, do they contribute to the costs; and, if so, where is that money 
allocated? Does that money get paid back into the maintenance of bus shelters or not? These are the questions 
that anybody in the community could go and ask the council to verify, and put the council under pressure. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: As I said on record, some of the maintenance is done by the person who advertises, but this 
is about the erection of bus shelters and getting them to comply. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Yes. There should be a program for where the bus shelters are going to be provided. 
The PTA helps out with the location, safety and standards, and provides $3 million a year, across the state, to 
bring them up to disability access standards. I will try to find out as much information as I can for the member, 
and make it available to her as soon as I possibly can. 

NEW ZEALAND APPLES 

Grievance 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Darling Range) [9.58 am]: Before I start my grievance, I pass on my thoughts to the 
people battling the fires in Margaret River and the surrounding areas; it is a very sobering thought, especially 
given the fires in February this year in Roleystone, Karragullen and Kelmscott. 
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My grievance is to the Minister for Agriculture and Food with regard to apples—more specifically, New Zealand 
apples. Large parts of my electorate, particularly Karragullen, Pickering Brook and Roleystone, are big fruit 
growing areas and have been for 100-odd years. Many of the growers started out as migrants to Australia; they 
cleared the land and grew fruit, and over the last 20 years the challenges have become harder than ever for those 
communities. Often as the families grow, the kids do not want to stay and they move out; that is another issue I 
am trying to deal with in Pickering Brook, as many families want to subdivide, get out of fruit growing and retire 
on their properties. The apple industry in the hills has experienced a number of scares over the years; codling 
moth, fire blight and apple scab are three of the main things the industry has tried to keep out of Western 
Australia, and it is a big task for the Department of Agriculture and Food to keep bans in place to prevent them.  

Western Australia is quite interesting because we have a natural border and our isolation gives us a bit of a 
buffer from the bringing of fruit and other products into the state—the general cost of freight to get it in has an 
impact. However, through that process there is always an open door for a trade process with other countries, 
hence this New Zealand apple problem. Before taking my seat as a member of Parliament, I was a baker. I used 
to buy tinned apples, and quite a number of cartons of them, every week. It was always interesting that the 
Australian-grown fruit was around $20 a can whereas the imported fruit from China or New Zealand always 
came in at around $5 a can less. Therefore, it was a hard sell on the local baker to think about where he would 
buy his fruit from, because by the time he puts it in a pie and bakes it, the taste is pretty much down to the spices, 
not the fruit. Trying to grow fruit has always provided a hard challenge for every industry.  

In August this year the federal government let the first 12 containers of apples from New Zealand come in. The 
biggest concern about them was the parasite that was found, and that was a very high risk for us because in the 
processing of the apples the parasite could get out further. I understand that a different way of processing them 
has been found, but from my perspective and from that of growers, our concern is that there could be another 
attack of parasites from apples grown in another country. I know we live in a world of free trade, but there has to 
be some sort of protection put into place for our fruit. Western Australia is unique in its process; we do not have 
a lot of these problems with our fruit. Every time we open the door and let fruit from another country come in, 
the process causes risks to our good clean security of fruit, and food in general, in Western Australia, which is a 
most important thing. I understand government is trying to work between the two processes, but if we put high 
standards in, we have to ensure that those high standards are placed on trying to keep diseases out, because our 
fruit has to stay pristine and the security of our food is very important.  

I am wondering whether the minister could possibly enlighten us about what the Western Australian government 
is doing to help keep Western Australia secure and to keep our food industry as clean as it is today. 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Blackwood–Stirling — Minister for Agriculture and Food) [10.02 am]: I thank the 
member for Darling Range for the grievance and repeat his comments that we wish the people of Margaret River 
the best in the challenge they face with what they are going through with the fires down there. In the first 
instance I want to highlight that the responsibility for imports and managing the biosecurity of our national 
borders rests with the federal government. It makes the ultimate decision that the standards that have been put in 
place are sufficient to meet the high biosecurity standards that we expect in Australia. I think we are very lucky 
in two senses. We are lucky in the sense that not only is Australia a natural biological island as well as a physical 
island, but also Western Australia is actually a biological island and therefore we have a better chance than most 
places to keep out a lot of these diseases. In terms of the access of New Zealand apples specifically into the 
Australian market, some extra requirements have been put in place on the standards expected from Biosecurity 
Australia—that is, only commercially mature fruit will be able to be imported. It will also need to be washed by 
high-pressure water sprays and brushed in the packing shed to remove any surface contamination, leaves and 
trash. Also, growers in New Zealand will have to ensure that they are registered and apply sufficient in-orchard 
controls for fireblight, European canker and leaf-curling midge, including ongoing monitoring, spraying and 
pruning. That said, we are aware that some early shipments still had some issues and were in fact rejected. I 
guess there are two things that we can run from that. One is that we might think that the fact that they have been 
rejected should give us some confidence in the processes. But it also — 

Point of Order 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Mr Acting Speaker, I seek your direction. I do not know whether it is against standing 
orders for a member to put a grievance and not listen to the first two minutes of the response to it. It shows what 
a mockery is being made of the democratic process in this place. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Thank you, member, there is no — 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: Further to the point of order — 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Oh, you’re back now! 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: I am. I apologise, but as government Whip, I got a call that the opposition wants to suspend 
standing orders, so I have to organise numbers. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER: I want to know what standing order the member for Bassendean was referring to. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: You know you have a duty to your electorate—the one you inherited in good shape. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler: It was a bit like you in The Sunday Times photo, member for Midland.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Member for Midland? 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler: Bassendean. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Let’s not get into debates about parliamentary standards, member for Kalgoorlie.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, I am on my feet. I call the member for Kalgoorlie — 

Mr M.P. Whitely: I wouldn’t go there if I were you. Sorry, Mr Acting Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Kalgoorlie and the member for Bassendean! I call the member for 
Kalgoorlie for the first time. I call the member for Bassendean for the first and second time. There was no point 
of order. 

Grievance Resumed 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I highlight that we can have some confidence that at our national federal boundaries, some 
issues have been picked up, and I think it is a good thing. It also highlights the importance of ensuring that we 
have a robust process. I strongly call on the federal government not to be complacent about the biosecurity 
boundaries at our borders. It is the first and probably the most significant step in ensuring we are able to maintain 
market access of our product into certain destination markets, and also that we do not compromise the integrity 
in terms of diseases and so on for many orchards in Australia and indeed in Western Australia. The state 
government is certainly not complacent in its response. The Department of Agriculture and Food works very 
closely with industry, and with Fruit West in particular, to look at not only where these incursions might come in 
and what we might do as a state to strengthen our capacity to maintain biosecurity standards in Western 
Australia, but also some of those other things we can do to help out our producers, namely with both the 
productivity and competitiveness of our apple producers in Western Australia. I highlight three things in terms of 
our operating arena. One is the development of new, high-quality and unique apple varieties. We know that in 
Western Australia the Pink Lady apple was one of those great successful outcomes. It is probably “the” apple as 
far as world standards go and it came out of Western Australia, indeed out of Manjimup in my electorate. Second 
is the importance of highlighting productivity gains. There are some new high-density approaches to orchard 
plantings. Third is export market development and the opportunity that presents with the comparative advantage 
that Western Australia has being located so very close to a high population to our north. As far as the new 
varieties of apples are concerned, I highlighted that in the past the Pink Lady was one of our successful varieties. 
In 2012 we will release at least one new variety of apple. We have to wait until we get to a point at which we can 
put enough out onto the marketplace—we will test it in Western Australia. This will give our growers an 
advantage of having a new product, which is a high-quality product, out there differentiating itself from the rest 
of the marketplace. I was very lucky to eat one of those apples just recently, member for Darling Range, and I 
was very impressed with it. Having had the early opportunity to taste the potential new variety that will come out 
next year was fantastic. I do not want to be presumptuous about the name of the apple, but I would probably call 
it shiraz because of the colour of it. I thought its deep red colour lent itself to a link with wine, which is also one 
of those great products from the south west.  

In terms of improved productivity, which is the other operating space of the Western Australian government 
through the Department of Agriculture and Food, we are working very closely with producers on new high-
density planting systems that offer the opportunity for high yields of good-quality fruit, particularly early in the 
life of the orchard. Support is also being provided to apple producers who are looking to move their orchards to 
an approved organic production system. Again, that is another opportunity for them to exploit a market segment 
that is growing in many areas. That is again a focus of this government through the Department of Agriculture 
and Food and its good work. We should not underestimate the importance of looking at export markets. They are 
very important for Western Australia from a whole agricultural production perspective. We do not have a large 
population and we can very quickly saturate our domestic market with any product we produce; therefore, we 
need to look at the export space. I think this is a huge growth opportunity and we have a renewed focus on South 
East Asia in particular. The Department of Agriculture and Food has done a lot of work in the Association of 
South East Asian Nations region. We have developed an ASEAN fresh market strategy and through this we have 
led growers and marketers into Singapore to develop not only a close understanding of those marketplaces, but 
also an understanding of the networks in that marketplace. A visit by senior officials to Malaysia and Thailand is 
planned for 2012, which is another step in supporting our local growers in Western Australia to get that 
comparative advantage. Although we do not have direct control over biosecurity at a national level, which is the 
federal government’s responsibility, we understand the impact that those decisions have on our growers in 
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Western Australia. We understand the importance of maintaining a stringent biosecurity system. We are focused 
on that very strongly in Western Australia. This state government has put in and strengthened a focus on our 
borders, which is important, and of course looking at those other aspects of new varieties to give them a 
comparative edge, improved productivity to help competitiveness in the marketplace, and a strong focus on 
export markets.  

I thank the member for Darling Range for the grievance. He is a strong advocate for his electorate. He has talked 
to me on a number of occasions highlighting issues in his electorate. That is important as a strong local member.  

MANSLAUGHTER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2011 

Returned 

Bill returned from the Council without amendment. 

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON DELEGATED LEGISLATION 

Forty-sixth Report — “City of Gosnells Waste Local Law 2011 and  
Shire of Derby/West Kimberley Waste Services Local Law 2011” — Tabling 

MR J.M. FRANCIS (Jandakot) [10.10 am]: I present for tabling the forty-sixth report of the Joint Standing 
Committee on Delegated Legislation entitled “City of Gosnells Waste Local Law 2011 and Shire of Derby/West 
Kimberley Waste Services Local Law 2011”. 

[See paper 4247.] 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I rise to speak on this report with some sense of frustration. I will indulge a short amount 
of the house’s time to explain why the committee has come to the view to recommend disallowing these local 
laws. I also make the point that it was good to see that the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation 
unanimously supported recommending the disallowance of these laws primarily because they failed the 
commonsense test, amongst other reasons. If ever there was an example of mission creep by local councils, this 
is a great one to look at. If ever there was an example of “nanny statism” gone mad, this is another great example 
to look at.  

The committee takes issue with the unreasonably prescriptive nature of many offence provisions within these 
waste local laws. To give one example, it is an offence to keep the lid of a bin open, even if the bin is empty and 
perfectly clean, at any time except when depositing waste or cleaning the bin. The City of Gosnells Waste Local 
Law 2011 provides an offence for this, with an infringement notice penalty of $75.  

Mr A.P. Jacob interjected. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: It is not funny; it is out of control.  

The committee is of the view that the prescriptive offence provisions capture an unreasonably broad scope of 
conduct, creating offences that otherwise law-abiding citizens may inadvertently commit, and criminalise 
behaviour that does not cause harm. To give a few examples: a person who keeps their bin in a position visible 
from a street or public place—for example, in their carport or behind a picket fence—and who does not obtain 
approval from the local government, commits an offence. A fly in, fly out worker or shift worker who does not 
place their bin in a particular position by a particular time on collection day may commit an offence. A person 
who temporarily moves a bin from the premises or marks a bin, for example to play street cricket, commits an 
offence unless this conduct has been approved by the local government.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: How un-Australian!  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Absolutely un-Australian, member.  

These offences attract an infringement penalty notice of $150 or a fine not exceeding $5 000 if prosecuted in 
court. In the committee’s view, waste local laws should be drafted to more directly reflect the objectives of the 
local law rather than being unnecessarily prescriptive.  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: Are you binning their laws?  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I am binning their laws, absolutely!  

Mr M.J. Cowper: It is rubbish.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: It is rubbish. As I said, it is not actually funny. It is ridiculous that ratepayers’ money is 
used on these things.  

The committee concluded that offence provisions in the two waste local laws offend the committee’s terms of 
reference 3.6(a) and 3.6(b) in that they are not authorised by the empowering provisions of the Waste Avoidance 
and Resource Recovery Act 2007, were not contemplated by Parliament when legislating this act, and have an 
adverse effect on legitimate expectations beyond giving effect to a purpose authorised or contemplated by the 
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empowering act. The committee recommends that the City of Gosnells Waste Local Law 2011 and the Shire of 
Derby/West Kimberley Waste Local Law 2011 be disallowed.  

I do not want to take up too much time. I know there are other members in this place who are interested in this. I 
will go through some of the causes for concern. Hopefully it will make perfect sense to everyone. The committee 
took issue with the following offences in the City of Gosnells Waste Local Law 2011. Clause 2.3 states — 

An owner or occupier of premises shall—  

… 

(b) at all times keep the lid of each receptacle closed except when depositing waste or 
cleaning each receptacle; 

(c) except for a reasonable period before and after collection time, keep each receptacle 
on the premises and located — 

(i) behind the street alignment so as not to be visible from a street or 
public place; or 

God knows what that will cost some people. By nature of house design, some people will have to spend money 
on screening just to stop a bin being seen! I am all for clean streets and presentable neighbourhoods, but really, 
do we need to fine people for not doing this? The clause continues — 

(ii) in such other position as is approved by an authorised person; 

(d) within a reasonable period before collection time, and no later than 6:00 a.m. on the 
designated collection day, place each receptacle on the verge (or other area as 
stipulated by an authorised person) adjoining the premises as close as practicable to 
the street alignment of the premises so that it does not obstruct any footpath, 
cycleway, right-of-way or carriageway and positioned facing square to the 
carriageway with the handle facing away from the kerb line. 

I do not know about other members, but I do not know any other way of putting a bin out on collection day. I 
suspect that if I put my bin too far away from the kerb, if I put my bin out on Friday mornings after the rubbish 
collection truck has come and picked it up in the City of Cockburn where I live in Atwell, and I suspect that if I 
put it around the wrong way and, when I came home, my bin had not been emptied, I would probably have no-
one to blame but myself. I suspect most people would probably only make that mistake once. I do not know if 
we necessarily need a fine to tell us how to put bins out.  

An owner or occupier of premises shall not deposit or permit to be deposited in a receptacle certain prescriptive 
listings. I guess if I filled my rubbish bin with a couple of bricks and some engine blocks out of the old ute from 
the last rebuild, if the truck could not pick it up and I came home and found it still sitting there, it would 
probably be my fault as well. In all seriousness, I understand there should be limits on what can be put in certain 
bins for a number of reasons. I know some reasons were touched on yesterday when debating the container 
deposit legislation. I understand that we have to put guidelines on it. I suspect the best way to do that is probably 
to place a sticker on the bin to say this is what can go in this bin and this is what cannot go in this bin. 

Mr A.J. Waddell: But you can’t mark a bin!  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: That is right; I am getting to that—a person cannot mark a bin.  

A member of the committee put a pretty sticker on their bin to make it look a bit more beautiful. I am not quite 
sure how that clause impacts stickers that say, “Keep a lookout for kids” in 50-kilometre-an-hour zones which 
some people put on their bins. I suspect those stickers would now be illegal if this law was to go ahead. There is 
no substitute for commonsense. Clearly, some people do not quite see it this way.  

Clause 2.7 of the local law states — 

(1) Where a receptacle is supplied … a person shall not, unless approved by an authorised 
person — 

(a) damage, destroy or interfere with a receptacle;  

(b) mark or disfigure the receptacle in any manner other than by placement of a street 
number or other property identifying mark; or 

That is why those 50-kilometre-an-hour warning zones would not quite fit it. Continuing — 

(c) remove a receptacle from any premises unless permitted by this local law. 

Another particular concern when it comes to the commonsense test was the fine for cleanliness of a bin. I am 
sure other members of the committee will go into this in a bit more detail. Who is the judge of whether a bin is 
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dirty or not? If it is so dirty that it creates a public health risk, that should be the test, but to say someone will be 
fined because their bin is not clean—I probably have not cleaned my bin for about a year. Friday is my collection 
day in the City of Cockburn. Probably about half the time, when I get home, my bin lid is open because it was 
left open by the rubbish truck when the bin was put down. Probably about once a month every single bin on my 
street is lying down, as it gets windy in Western Australia, as we all very aware in the past 24 hours. If I lived in 
the City of Gosnells and, through no fault of my own, my bin was lying on the ground when I got home, I could 
well face a $75 fine. It is just absolutely ridiculous—no-one leaves their bin lid open on purpose! I would be 
curious to find out, through a legal test, the situation if the driver of the rubbish collection truck puts the bins 
down in such a way that all the lids were open. Is he responsible for leaving my bin lid open? Is the City of 
Gosnells going to fine their own rubbish truck drivers? I do not know. I acknowledge that other local councils 
have similar laws that have slipped through to the keeper, and I am sure that other committee members also 
acknowledge this; however, we have to draw a line in the sand somewhere. I do not mean to pick on the City of 
Gosnells and the Shire of Wyndham–East Kimberley, but I will make this comment for all local councils out 
there: beware of mission creep; beware of making laws that are just plain dumb, unenforceable and do not pass 
the commonsense test.  

In closing, I want to thank the other committee members—I will not go through them by name—and the 
committee staff. This one was a bit of a no-brainer, and it was good to see everyone agreeing on something. It is 
good to be on a committee where everyone agrees on most things. I suggest to our colleagues in the Legislative 
Council that it might be in everyone’s interests that they accept the recommended disallowance by the Joint 
Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation and send a little reminder to not only these councils but all 
councils that they should probably think a bit outside the box when they are writing local laws.  

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [10.22 am]: I also rise to comment on the forty-sixth report of the Joint 
Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation. The member for Jandakot indicated that this was a no-brainer, a 
drop-dead easy decision; and certainly it appeared to everyone on the committee that this failed the 
commonsense test and much mirth and merriment was made of laws that simply made no sense. But perhaps the 
chilling fact in this is that this law was only drawn to our attention due to other minor drafting errors in the law. 
Our committee staff did not see a problem with these laws. The City of Gosnells did not see a problem with 
these laws. Through all of the various successive tests and checks, the commonsense test was not applied to 
these laws until it was brought to our attention and we said, “Hang on a second, this doesn’t make any sense!” 
And there was quite a robust discussion on how we could in fact disallow these by-laws under the terms of 
reference of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation; because I think there is probably an 
argument that these laws are legally made and that the City of Gosnells has the right—as other local 
governments have—to pass laws of this nature. We have empowered them to do so. We have empowered them 
to do so by including overly broad powers within the Local Government Act. I believe that giving local 
governments those broad powers is not necessarily a bad thing, but if we do that we need to do so with a sense of 
oversight, knowing we have the ability to review these things and say, “We don’t know what’s going on in your 
heads, but in our minds that has gone too far and that fails the commonsense test. We are not going to authorise a 
law of that nature.” I have made this call before, but I again call on the government to look at the terms of 
reference of some of our standing committees and to give us greater oversight of these things. As I said, it was a 
struggle to find the appropriate terms of reference by which we could knock this one off.  

The City of Gosnells just happened to be in the crosshairs at the wrong time. When it was first suggested that we 
had a problem with this law, the city honestly could not understand what our problem was. It could not see why 
we would have a problem with a law of this nature. In fact, the council said, “We need these laws in order to 
maintain the health and safety of our community.” It said the city needed to be able to fine someone because they 
had left their rubbish bin lid open. In the hearing, we put it to the City of Gosnells that its own dump truck 
drivers would probably be offending this law and they would be the people mostly responsible for creating the 
fines. That was a fact that had not really occurred to the councillors, because in their minds they were not 
creating laws about issuing a fine for every bin that is left open. In their minds, they were not about fining 
someone for having a dirty bin; they were concerned about flyblown carcasses being dumped into bins. They 
were generally concerned about the health and safety of the community. That was their objective. So they crafted 
a law that dealt with that one in 10 000 or one in 100 000 event that they were concerned about. When we asked 
the council why it did not simply create a law about the one in 100 000 rather than the broader law, it simply had 
not occurred to it. In its mind, the council was going to exercise discretion; it was not going to fine the average 
person because their bin was facing the wrong way or the lid was left open. However, the reality is that the law 
would be on the books; and if it is on the books somebody can come along and say, “There is the law; you have 
broken the law. You are now responsible.” There is a consequence.  

All too often we hear the argument: we will use discretion and we will do the right thing by people. Then, every 
so often, we hear about the exception. We hear about the copper who is sitting at the bottom of a steep hill with a 
radar gun or a Multanova clicking off fine after fine. I am sure when we brought in legislation about speed 
cameras, we said that people would use commonsense and use them only in dangerous areas. But, eventually, 
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somebody works out that the law is the law. For example, if someone does not come to a complete stop at a stop 
sign, they have not stopped; the fact that they are only travelling at one centimetre an hour means they have not 
stopped. The law is the law and they will get a fine! We have to be very careful about that, and how proscriptive 
these laws are, and not simply trust the good nature of people to use their commonsense and not implement poor 
decisions. Unfortunately, commonsense is not a defence in the law. We cannot simply say, “Come on, everyone 
does that.” It is not an excuse to say that everyone’s bin lid is open. If the law says a bin lid must be closed; it 
must be closed. It offended the committee that somebody was trying to bring in laws of this nature, and we 
decided to draw that line in the sand. The City of Gosnells was unfortunately the one in our crosshairs when we 
decided to draw the line in the sand. I challenge members here to look at the local laws that currently exist in 
their own electorates. I think they would be incredibly surprised by how proscriptive and oppressive some of 
these laws are. The reality is that we are simply relying on the fact that they are not being enforced, and it is 
about time that we reflected the real intent in legislation and not really what we hope would happen. On those 
comments I shall sit down.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Before we continue, member for Murray–Wellington, we have 
already had one incident this morning with mobile phones. The Speaker has already spoken this morning about 
mobile phones in the chamber. You can have them on silent; but you are not allowed to have them on a loud 
noise. That is the second warning today, and I think the Speaker, perhaps in question time, will be calling people 
to order—the next person today.  

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Nollamara) [10.30 am]: I did have my mobile phone on silent. I also have my iPad on 
silent, but it seems my iPad has a setting so that when I touch —  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, are you talking about the committee report?  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I am, but I am just trying to clarify that it was my iPad that went off. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I am just trying to find the relevance in your statement.  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: The relevance is: what is the intent and what is the objective? My intent and my objective 
was not to cause any disruption in this house, and my intent and objective was upheld by — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, I will sit you down if you do not talk about the report!  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. 

I also rise to speak on the forty-sixth report of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation, entitled 
“City of Gosnells Waste Local Law 2011 and Shire of Derby/West Kimberley Waste Services Local Law 2011”.  

Before I begin my comments, I would like to thank the staff for assisting, especially Suzanne Veletta, who, as 
the member for Forrestfield has outlined, had to deal with the committee raising issues that were sometimes 
difficult, given the breadth of the Local Government Act. I would particularly like to thank the City of Gosnells 
and the Western Australian Local Government Association, both of which came in for public hearings, although 
they were, at first, very defensive. I will tell members why they were defensive: it was because, frankly, they 
said they had the same laws “as everyone else” on this issue. If members look at local laws of the Cities of 
Joondalup and Swan and the Town of Bassendean—I certainly know the City of Stirling has the same laws—
they would see that they are not dissimilar to those of the City of Gosnells. I know that to be fact because 
WALGA has been working with the Department of Environment and Conservation for the past 18 months on 
developing local waste laws that will be the generic starting point for local government. That was outlined to us 
in the public hearing, and when WALGA gave us a copy of what it was considering as its model—I will go to 
issues of model law in just a moment—it looked exactly like what we were looking into in this inquiry.  

The member for Jandakot has outlined to members why we found those local laws to be in breach of our 
standing orders and the intention of the act, and the committee report outlines the legal principles of the 
establishment of good government and how not to set laws—local or otherwise—that actually encourage 
breaches; laws that, by their enactment, encourage people to act outside of the law, not intentionally, but because 
they are not commonsense. Because of the way this local law was worded, it put in place all of these absolutely 
mandatory provisions—it read “shall”; not “people should make every reasonable attempt to comply”—on those 
people who put the stickers on their bins to remind people to slow down, or people who did not get their bin out 
by 6.00 am. There was no way that a reasonable person could comply with the law. If a reasonable person whose 
intent is to comply with legislation and act in a lawful manner cannot do so, then we are making bad laws. That 
is what we were trying to say to the City of Gosnells. In evidence, Mr Perkins, to his credit, stated that he had 
been working in this area for a long time, including 1985 and 1986 when the mobile bins were introduced—all 
of these sorts of provision had been written into the local laws since about 1985—and that he had got himself 
caught in a mindset. He was saying, “We’ve got problems with crows, and if a bin is open they will take things 
from the bin.” I said, “Yes, but if there is nothing in the bin and the bin is open, people have still not complied 
with the law. They have still broken the law.” He said, “Yes; I hadn’t been thinking about it in that way, and I 
understand what you’re saying.” 
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As the member for Forrestfield outlined very well, the committee was trying to say that people need to look at 
their objectives and outcomes—what is the local law trying to achieve? The local law’s aim is to provide a 
healthy, safe, clean environment for waste management, and that should be done in a way that is respectful of the 
property that the council provides its residents. The residents pay rates for that service, and they want that done 
so that ratepayers’ money is not wasted and the property of the City of Gosnells is not unduly damaged, such as 
making sure that when the bin is pulled off the side verge, it is placed where the property of the city can be 
properly looked after.  

Frankly, we did not intend to disallow these laws. In the first instance we contacted the council, told it our 
concerns, and asked it to reconsider its laws because they were too prescriptive and not commonsense, and they 
made people unintentionally break laws. The laws did not achieve the council’s objectives and they really 
needed to go back and look at them. The council said it did not understand what the committee was asking it to 
do. The committee told the council to ask its elected members—the people on the ground—to talk to the 
ratepayers and ask them what they would like this law to achieve. We said to the council to ask its councillors 
whether they understood what the piece of law meant and whether they realised what this law would do to their 
ratepayers. I could be wrong, minister, but it does seem that often council officers come in and say, “This is how 
it’s written everywhere; this is what’s done; this is what’s required; this is what we need; we need a penalty, 
otherwise we can’t issue warnings; we can’t say to people how things go; this is what we need.” Councillors say, 
“Yes, it doesn’t seem right.” My view is that if it looks bad and smells bad, it usually is bad. But councillors feel 
like they have neither the authority nor the expertise to deal with these matters. The committee was saying, “This 
is stuff that is on the ground; as a city council, waste management is your core constituent work. This is what 
you do.” 

Mr G.M. Castrilli: There is a disconnect with the community.  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: We told the local government that it is doing it well, but it has to stop doing it in a 
manner that is prescriptive and basically ordering people around; it should bring people along. This also goes 
back to the container deposit legislation; the message is to bring people along. Some American states pay 
incentives for having less in a bin or having less bin pick-ups. They are providing an economic incentive to 
waste management behaviour, not imposing penalties.  

In closing, I want to talk about model laws. The committee was told that this local law was the model law and 
that all the councils were doing it. But these model laws are not truly model; they are laws that are just used by 
all of them. This is an issue for the Minister for Local Government; if WALGA and the Department of Local 
Government were to put model laws before us, those model laws would lay before the house. We would all 
know what was intended by the model laws. At the moment, WALGA has an almost pro forma system—
one council does it, then the next council follows, and then the next council, and then they might tweak it a bit. 
As the member for Forrestfield said, when something arises the committee might look at it and say, “Hang on—
this makes no sense. It subverts people operating properly in the community, as they want to. Frankly, it is a 
ludicrous set of propositions.” The committee has been told, “Well, you’ve let other pieces of law through; why 
have you suddenly decided to pick on us?” The City of Gosnells was a bit aggrieved about that. But it could be 
done differently. If WALGA and the Department of Local Government were to lay the local laws before the 
house, the delegated legislation committee could scrutinise them under our terms of reference, and then the 
councils would get proper, good guidance. They often ask us for guidance, but we cannot provide it because that 
is not our role. If WALGA put proper model laws before Parliament, instead of the pro forma laws that it seems 
to have, we would be in a better position to assist councils. Frankly, they must get frustrated. This would be 
frustrating for the City of Gosnells, which suddenly does not have an operating waste management law; it will go 
back to its old one, but this has operated since 1985.  

MR P.T. MILES (Wanneroo) [10.39 am]: I am also a member of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated 
Legislation. As outlined in the report, “City of Gosnells Waste Local Law 2011 and Shire of Derby/West 
Kimberley Waste Services Local Law 2011”, we found this local government law a bit excessive. The 
commonsense rule should always be applied, as it was during my brief time on council. This is crazy local 
government stuff. All of a sudden we would start to have rubbish police. The council hoped that behind every 
rubbish truck would be a ranger vehicle so that it could fine residents as it pleased and increase revenue. The 
council wanted to fine people $75 for not closing their rubbish bin lids. Residents can place their bins out on the 
verge providing they have placed them in the correct spot. Some councils want people to place their bins on the 
left or right-hand sides of their driveways depending on the agreement. People can get fined for not putting their 
bin in the right place. We know that the City of Wanneroo did that about 18 months ago to some residents in 
Alexander Heights. Residents of a seniors’ village were each fined $50 for every single one of their bins. The 
local councillor at the time, Maureen Grierson, became involved. Some members in this house know Maureen 
very well. At 80 years of age, she was not about to let those fines stand. When 50 bins from those units are 
placed on the verge, they may not be exactly a metre part. That was one of the rules; bins had to be a metre apart 
to allow the grapplers to come in, pick up the bin and empty it.  
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We also heard that the bin lids need to be closed. One of the questions I posed to Mr Perkins in the hearing was, 
“Do your drivers make sure all the bins are closed once they have left that street?” He said, “Yes”. I found it 
very remarkable that he would say that after a driver has gone down a street, all the bins are left shut. We put it 
to him that that would not be the case. The member for Southern River, who lives in the City of Gosnells, said 
that his bin is often left open; I hope that he contributes his $75 on a weekly basis! Residents are no longer 
allowed to use their bins to play softball, soccer or whatever they want to use their bins for. As kids we used bins 
for sport. We had metal bins and then moved to the plastic bins. We used to get in trouble from our parents 
because we used to destroy the metal bins. The big green plastic bins are ideal. These days we can go into stores 
or online and buy stickers to put wickets on the front or side of our bins so that they can be used on the driveway 
or even on the road, if the road is capable of taking a small cricket pitch.  

To me, the backup should always be the elected members. The member for Nollamara touched on it very well. 
The administration of local government and/or government will always be highly technical and will contain 
jargon and legal aspects right down the line, so training of councillors needs to be at a certain level. But I am not 
fussed about that sort of training. The bottom line is that, as the member for Nollamara said to the minister, they 
should go back to a councillor and say, “This means that we will fine anybody who leaves their lid up or who 
leaves their bin in front of the house instead of down the side or at the rear of the house.” That is why we elect 
local councillors. The administration is just like public servants in government. They are not the government. 
The members of Parliament are elected people and councillors are elected people. They are the ones who sign off 
on these laws, not the administration. Administration was put up to have an argument. It is true that at the public 
hearing the council staff were absolutely gobsmacked that we challenged some of the rules and laws that they 
put up.  

The Shire of Derby–West Kimberley used the local laws that the City of Gosnells put through and took out all 
the actual infringements and put up the law as it was. Therefore, a ranger could come around and someone 
accused of an infringement would have to go to court and justify to the magistrate why they should not get fined 
$5 000 or more. This is absolutely crazy nonsense coming out of local government. This house and especially 
the government need to look at establishing a standing committee focused only on local government. I agree 
somewhat with what the member for Forrestfield said. We get lots of these. We get hundreds of local laws every 
year through the delegated legislation committee. We cannot scrutinise every one minutely. We have to pick out 
some and do the best we can. If we were to establish a standing committee on local government, we could look 
at further infringements held at the local government level. The delegated legislation committee does not look at 
all their charges and fees. We know that they are charging more than they should be on some of their fees, but 
we do not have the capacity to get in there and bring them to book.  

Through Minister John Castrilli, we have been making some minor amendments to local government laws over a 
couple of years; that is good. We are tweaking the laws as we go and trying to bring them into a more modern 
style. There are more amendments to come over time. I do not want to chuck out that law completely. I think 
amending as we go is the right thing to do. However, there needs to be some control on some of the by-laws 
coming out of local governments. We have seen laws that provide that residents are no longer able to park their 
boat or caravan in front of their house. A gentleman in Wanneroo was doing up an old car, but because it was not 
licensed he was told that he had to have it in a garage or behind the house. He could not do that so he had to get 
rid of his hobby. He had the car on his front lawn. It was still on his property, but it was in view of the street. 
That is an example of local law getting out of control.  

The member for Girrawheen said it quite rightly earlier when the member for Jandakot was talking: a lot of this 
stuff is un-Australian. Most people come here because of our freedoms and our open spaces, but local 
governments get tied up in their minute area and forget about that. Fortunately, in this state is a standing 
committee that can now and again recommend to the other house to disallow local laws. To have a standing 
committee focused purely on local government would allow us to vet that in a stronger and more detailed way. I 
recommend the report for everybody to read. It is not a very large report. I ask one of the attendants to get one. I 
know that the member for Southern River is doing that, because the City of Gosnells will be on the phone to him 
as soon as the day is out.  

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND JUSTICE STANDING COMMITTEE 

Ninth Report — “Western Australia’s Readiness for the 2011–12 Bushfire Season” — Tabling 

MR A.P. O’GORMAN (Joondalup) [10.48 am]: I present for tabling the ninth report of the Community 
Development and Justice Standing Committee, titled “Western Australia’s Readiness for the 2011–12 Bushfire 
Season”.  

[See paper 4248.] 
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Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Before I start, I comment on the fires that we are experiencing down south and extend 
our condolences, if that is appropriate, to those people who have lost their possessions and houses. Hopefully, 
that fire will be under control by the end of the day or sometime earlier and we will have no further loss of 
property.  

This committee began the inquiry after community discussions that followed the tabling in Parliament of “A 
Shared Responsibility: The Report of the Perth Hills Bushfire February 2011 Review”, which is commonly 
referred to as the Keelty report. The committee was concerned to report to Parliament before the beginning of the 
2011–12 bushfire season on whether the main agencies were better prepared than during last year’s season and 
how many of the Keelty report’s 55 recommendations have been implemented. Following the Keelty report, the 
Premier told Parliament that the vast majority of these recommendations can and will be readily accepted by 
government. According to the latest stakeholder briefing available to the committee and the work of the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet’s Keelty report implementation group, only nine, or 17 per cent, of the 
Keelty report’s recommendations will be completed by the start of this year’s bushfire season on 1 December 
2011.  

The committee heard that subsequent to the Keelty report all senior staff from the main agencies are participating 
in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet implementation group. In light of this, the police commissioner 
said in evidence, “I can say that, yes the state will be better prepared to deal with bushfires this summer.” The 
committee was also given similar assurances on preparedness by both the new Fire and Emergency Services 
Authority chief executive officer, Mr Wayne Gregson, and the Department of Environment and Conservation 
director general, Mr Keiran McNamara. This evidence from senior staff given to the committee is consistent in 
that Western Australia is better prepared for the forthcoming bushfire season than it was last year. 

However, the committee also heard evidence from the United Firefighters Union of Western Australia that the 
union was concerned about a number of issues, and those issues went to staff training. To quote the United 
Firefighters Union — 

We are concerned with the training levels provided to our middle managers; it is not up to scratch. The 
station officers … get trained up and then they go on the trucks and receive very little training for the 
rest of their career. If they seek to get promoted to the next level as a district manager, who are the ones 
who get directly employed with the interagency fires, they do it without any formal training. 

Further to this, I refer to the lack of staff and to the evidence of the united union of firefighters — 

… before this week, appliances are getting decommissioned as we are leading into the [bushfire] season 
because they have not got enough staff. … Because they have not resourced the fire service correctly 
over the last years, they are having a hard time getting those guys on those trucks all the time because of 
family commitments. … and they cannot get enough people and they do not want to pay the overtime to 
get the people who are willing to come. 

And referring to equipment — 

…at the basic level we do not have enough radios for firefighters. If you look at the Police 
communications, they seem to be able to be in contact with individual officers anywhere at any time. 
We are lucky to have one radio or two radios for a full team…. we cannot track them. We believe that 
every firefighter should have his own radio to be tracked at all times, but that has not happened. 

The union’s statements about poor training for FESA were recently backed up by the new CEO who was 
reported as saying that FESA staff needed more training and that “he was gobsmacked at some of the 
inadequacies within fire and emergency services” and “was astounded at the lack of training”. 

The union made further proposals about additional staff and equipment resources needed in Perth and has 
suggested that on extreme and catastrophic fire days all FESA staff should be notified and, to again quote the 
union’s evidence, “should have them sitting on appliances [ready] to respond”. The union concluded its evidence 
with a proposal that the state’s fire services would be effective and well coordinated only if their control was 
brought under one agency. 

Further to that, yesterday, and after the committee had finalised its report, the union provided the committee with 
some information about other state services. For example, Tasmania has a single fire service, which was 
amalgamated in 1979. It has professional and career firefighters; volunteers in small rural towns; retained 
volunteers with similar equipment; and all training is provided by Tasmania Fire Service. Queensland Fire and 
Rescue Service has a single commissioner and two organisational arms—career and retained volunteers, and 
rural fire. Queensland Fire does all the training. The document provided lists the processes in place in each state. 
The union is pushing the view that one agency should be responsible for fire. 
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The union also discussed inadequate information technology equipment on fire engines. Unlike the WA vehicles, 
the state’s fire engines have no global positioning systems on board, as the existing mobile data terminals are 
being replaced. According to the union evidence, their Victorian counterparts have the ability to print out from 
their control centre into their trucks a map as well as having an electronic system and radio guidance to attend 
fires. 

To again quote the union’s evidence, FESA — 

… fire crews have to use a road map to find the fire. At the beginning of last year, I believe, they 
stopped producing road maps, so FESA actually had a bit of trouble trying to get road maps for the fire 
crews. As funny as it sounds, it was quite a serious thing, … that the organisation has not kept up with 
technology and allowed that to happen. 

I refer to the lack of fire stations with two fire engines and pump stations. To quote the union’s evidence again, 
in my electorate — 

Joondalup has a fire engine, a light tanker and a medium tanker. We are saying they need the extra fire 
engine, which gives them an extra four people and also that extra response. ... we had a Joondalup fire 
engine respond to Kelmscott [bushfire], so there was no [fire engine remaining] in Joondalup. That is 
quite dangerous. If you look at the area around Carabooda, it is not a lot different to the areas around 
Kelmscott. ... In any small fire starting there, the time response to get from Duncraig up to the 
Joondalup area, the fire becomes major and we have another major problem. 

On the lack of petrol tankers, the committee was also told that every fire station used to have its own diesel 
pumps but that FESA now relies on public fuel stations to get fuel using a fuel card. To again quote from the 
United Firefighters Union — 

I attended a chemical spill in the basement of a warehouse in Fremantle; we were there for some eight 
hours trying to evacuate the fumes from the building. The fire engine ran out of petrol twice, and the 
card we had would not work. I had to go and beg the attendant at the petrol station to allow us to fill the 
fire engine to go back to the incident. He was not the owner and he said, “I can’t do anything unless you 
have an authorised card.” 

On the lack of earthmoving equipment, the committee was told — 

FESA does not have its own earthmoving equipment. It is absolutely absurd that we have to try to rely 
on begging, borrowing and stealing it from either local government or CALM, or trying to get a 
contractor in. There is skill in putting in firebreaks in a fast manner, and so you need someone who has 
experience in doing those sorts of things. FESA should have its own earthmoving equipment in reserve. 

On the lack of progress by local government, 21 or nearly 40 per cent of the Keelty report’s recommendations 
were addressed directly to the Western Australian Local Government Association or generally to local 
government. WALGA’s chief executive officer sits on the State Emergency Management Committee and is 
currently involved with the DPC implementation group and working groups. The committee found that WALGA 
seems to have made less effort to comply with the Keelty report’s recommendations than have state government 
agencies such as FESA and DEC. WALGA is particularly concerned about the impact on its members’ insurance 
coverage if they take action on the recommendations. WALGA is more concerned about what the insurers will 
do than it is about life and property in local government areas. To quote the evidence from the CEO of 
WALGA — 

Our insurers have asked us to be very cautious about picking up or taking on any responsibility without 
first ensuring that there are no liability issues … everyone accepts and appreciates the need for having 
better communication and education, so that is not an issue. However, there is a concern that if there is 
any transfer of responsibility, there may then be liability issues. The insurer’s legal firm … has 
undertaken a very detailed assessment of liability issues in this report. 

The other concern of WALGA is that, although its members have an interest and a willingness to implement the 
Keelty recommendations, it does not have the resources or the funding to implement some of them. 

Everybody knows that this has been a very wet year and the weather was also addressed in the Keelty report, 
which, according to my notes, indicated that evidence it had received from the Western Australian regional 
office of the Bureau of Meteorology provided data to suggest that the Perth Hills and the immediate area are 
undergoing significant climate change when viewed over a 30-year period. 

The Department of Health report “Health impacts of climate change: Adaptation strategies for Western 
Australia” notes that there will be more bushfires and that in the south west the number of days with a 
temperature over 35 degrees will increase from the current average of 27 by a range of one to 20 additional days. 
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Information from the Bushfire Cooperative Research Centre suggests that for much of Western Australia there 
will be above normal fire activity because of the likely re-emergence of a La Niña weather pattern. 

I will move on to talk about some of the report’s recommendations. To more accurately reflect the nature of 
evidence given by witnesses and to build upon the recommendations of the Keelty report, the committee has 
addressed the progress on all of those events when implementation is not anticipated before the forthcoming 
bushfire season. It is anxious that the inquiry recommendations articulate a framework for continuous 
improvement for bushfire seasons to come. To restrict our recommendations to this year’s season may signal a 
lack of urgency to finish the good work initiated after the Keelty report was tabled.  

The committee’s report recommends urgent changes to the Emergency Management Act 2005, the Bush Fires 
Act 1954 and the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984 to ensure a more effective response from the 
state’s main firefighting agencies. The report’s 21 recommendations included the following: the Minister for 
Police and Emergency Services and the Minister for Environment report to Parliament by December each year as 
to the state of readiness of the main state government agencies tasked with fighting bushfires; the Minister for 
Emergency Services introduce by the 2012–13 bushfire season psychological testing of all FESA career staff and 
bushfire and rescue volunteers; and the Minister for Emergency Services ensure that a whole-of-government 
equipment register of the firefighting equipment held by FESA, DEC and local government authorities is in 
place for the 2012–13 bushfire season. A further recommendation was that in implementing the Keelty report’s 
recommendation 42, the Ministers for Emergency Services and Environment jointly report to Parliament by May 
2012 on the likely impacts on, and implications for, the future bushfire operations of the state government of the 
drying climate in the state’s south west region. The next recommendation is that the Minister for Emergency 
Services commission an independent report to Parliament by June 2012 on the best practices in other 
jurisdictions to increase the rate of residents who are likely to be affected by a bushfire who properly prepare 
their properties before the bushfire season. 

There was also a recommendation about WebEOC, which is a program that runs during an event. Every aspect 
of the event is recorded on the web. It seems to be a relatively cheap mechanism for recording some of those 
things. Recommendation 14 states — 

The Minister for Emergency Services ensure that FESA has the funds to implement the installation and 
use of WebEOC for use during the 2011–12 bushfire season and immediately put in place common 
protocols with the Police and DEC to record significant events during a bushfire. 

The committee was very strongly of the opinion that all agencies should be on the same wavelength. They 
should get the same information at the same time. The police have WebEOC in place. I believe DEC is also in 
the process of introducing WebEOC. We think that FESA should be brought online with WebEOC rather than 
looking at any other type of web-based facility to record information about incidents. 

The final recommendation I will mention, recommendation 5, states — 

The Minister for Local Government have urgent discussions with the Western Australian Local 
Government Association … as to why they are not supporting the full implementation of the 
recommendations addressed to local government in the Keelty Report. The Minister ensure that by May 
2012 WALGA and its member councils have the resources to fully implement the recommendations. 

It is important that WALGA, as one of the agencies that supports the bush fire brigades in our community, 
actually grabs the Keelty report with both hands and runs with it, but to be able to do that and to allay the fears of 
its insurers, the government should provide some resources to WALGA to undertake those recommendations as 
per the Keelty report. 

I thank the committee staff, Dr David Worth and Ms Jovita Hogan, for their effort on this. This was an additional 
inquiry that we thrust upon them while we were still doing a housing inquiry. Both of them have performed 
admirably and have managed to pull together this report in a very short time with very little additional resources. 
I also thank the other members of the committee: the member for Ocean Reef, who is the deputy chair of the 
committee; the member for Morley; the member for Girrawheen; and the member for Pilbara. All the committee 
members worked very hard on this report. I congratulate them on being able to get this report out before the start 
of the 2011 bushfire season. Once again, as I said, it is unfortunate that we are delivering this report this morning 
against the background of a major bushfire in our south west. We hope that is brought under control as quickly 
as possible and that there is no further loss of property and that those people in the south west get back to their 
normal living habits. I commend the report to the house. 

MR A.P. JACOB (Ocean Reef) [11.04 am]: I would like to make some comments on the report as the deputy 
chair of this inquiry. Because I ran out of time when speaking about the inquiry’s housing report the other week, 
I begin by acknowledging Dr David Worth and Ms Jovita Hogan for their excellent work in pulling this report 
together. They have done an outstanding job in bringing this report together in such a short time. Any critique of 
the process or the content of the inquiry which may follow in no way reflects on them. 
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In speaking to this report, I wish to acknowledge that much of the Margaret River community is currently 
tackling this very issue on the ground. Many Western Australians continue to be faced with the very real risk 
from one of nature’s wildest forces as I speak. About 10 years ago, I had the opportunity of working at the 
coalface in tackling bushfires at the Carramar fires, where many homes were lost, and also at the Nowergup 
fires. I have seen the amazing dedication that both our career firefighters and volunteer firefighters bring to their 
role as well as the work done by all the other important roles that are required in the management of these high-
stakes situations. I have also seen firsthand the effects that these incidents have on the community that they 
impact and how many residents often rise up and show the very best of human spirit in these circumstances. As 
we address this report, I would again like to acknowledge and thank those people who are on the ground right 
now working to save property and ultimately lives in the south west and working to try to contain one of the 
more terrifying forces of nature. 

In speaking to this report, I was very sceptical about this particular inquiry from the outset. Mr Keelty in his 
report admits that even he could have done with more time. He held almost 50 hearings with almost 100 
witnesses over three months. We were initially going to have only four hearings on the first terms of reference 
that came through. This was only extended to six at my request, specifically to include the union, whose 
comments, I think, gave the most to the inquiry. We also sought to pull this whole inquiry together in only a 
short handful of weeks. Indeed, I bring to the house’s attention that this is the seventh such report in Western 
Australia in the past seven years.  

The Keelty report was tabled only three weeks before the commencement of this inquiry, yet this inquiry’s terms 
of reference had the audacious premise of seeing how many of Keelty’s recommendations had already been 
implemented. These are recommendations for which Keelty had given government two years to report back on 
their implementation. But here we as a committee were saying, “It’s been three weeks. What have you done?” I 
am concerned that we are sailing dangerously close to saying, “Forget Keelty. Here’s how we think we should be 
doing it.” When the local public recommendations in the Keelty report are taken out, the state government is 
already more than one-third of the way through implementing Keelty’s recommendations. Ultimately this 
inquiry has found that the government is doing quite a good job in progressing the recommendations of the 
Keelty report. I encourage the government to continue to focus on the timely implementation of these reforms. 

The last thing that we needed, I believe, was another review. What we actually need is some clear air while the 
government implements the very good roadmap that has been provided to it by the previous six inquiries. I again 
point out that the government is making very timely progress on the implementation of the recommendations of 
the previous six inquiries. In fact, many of those inquiry recommendations were already almost all the way 
through implementation. Another inquiry in the middle of this implementation process, in my opinion, only 
serves to confound the process. 

Whilst I acknowledge that the chapters of this report have been structured to reflect the terms of reference, the 
recommendations before us today are wildly outside the inquiry’s terms of reference. Even at a fundamental 
level, the premise for this inquiry was to look at the preparedness for the coming fire season, yet out of 21 
recommendations that were brought down, only one, recommendation 14, complies with that premise. I would 
say that recommendation 10, which is the WebEOC one, is quite a good recommendation, but again I believe 
this is already well down the path of being implemented, and it should be able to be implemented for the coming 
fire season. I strongly hope that it is.  

The rest of the recommendations can, in my opinion, be more or less summarised as a rehash of the Keelty 
recommendations, with slightly curtailed time frames. I do not disagree with the overall intent and direction of 
this report and, as such, I do not have any intention to produce a minority report. However, with the exception of 
recommendation 14, I do not think that this report has come up with anything particularly new or even 
constructive for the upcoming fire season which was not already well known to us all and well down the path of 
being implemented, and which had not been already picked up in the previous six reports. I encourage the 
government to continue to focus on the implementation of the Keelty report. It is my hope that this committee’s 
inquiry will not be too much of a distraction as the government continues to progress Keelty’s important 
recommendations in a timely manner. 

In closing, we are all very aware that the fire season has already come upon us, and my thoughts and prayers go 
out to the Margaret River community and to the more than 400 emergency service workers and volunteers on the 
ground right now, trying to tackle these fires. It is my hope that the focus will continue to remain on ensuring 
that our emergency service workers and volunteers are well resourced and equipped to tackle the challenges 
which are before us right now and those which will most likely arise over the coming bushfire season. 

Debate interrupted. 

[Continued on page 9860.] 
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MARGARET RIVER BUSHFIRES — PRESCRIBED BURNS 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [11.10 am] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the following motion to be 
moved forthwith — 

 That this house expresses its grave concern at the severe fires occurring in the Margaret River 
area, and enables the Minister for Environment to explain his role in relation to these fires and 
especially to answer the following questions — 

(a) when was the minister first told that prescribed fire burns in this area were to 
be undertaken; 

(b) did the minister inform anyone that prescribed burns should not have been 
undertaken on, or in advance of, hot windy days; 

(c) when was the minister first told that the prescribed burns in Margaret River 
had broken containment lines; 

(d) did the Department of Environment and Conservation communicate with the 
Fire and Emergency Services Authority with regard to the prescribed burn; 

(e) when were the incident controller and deputy incident controller appointed; 

(f) at what point was Mr Gregson first informed by DEC that the fire had 
breached containment lines and was out of control; and 

(g) when did FESA take over control of the incident?  

The fires in Margaret River are very, very serious. They follow a series of very serious fires and the state 
Parliament should have a debate on this issue. It is appropriate for this to be the forum in which the minister 
responsible for the agency that started the fire is held accountable. I hope I do not have to develop at length a 
case for the suspension of standing orders; if the government were to propose that we debate the motion on 
matter of public interest rules, the opposition would be very happy to proceed on that basis. I think the house 
would agree that having the debate under MPI rules would be much more convenient and would lead to a much 
more sensible debate, rather than me having to make a case at length for a suspension of standing orders. Such a 
debate would inevitably be punctuated by various points of order designed to try to keep me entirely to that issue 
and not mention anything to do with the substance of this serious issue, which has resulted in a significant loss of 
property. 

I pause at this point to ask whether the Leader of the House might agree to a debate on this issue under MPI 
rules. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I can tell you that I think what you’re doing is disgraceful at this particular time, when we’re 
trying to save lives and property, but rather than prolong this and the time that Parliament will take, I will agree 
to it. Ideally, I would have said 15 minutes each side to get your message across. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I think the Leader of the House will find that we will agree to MPI rules; that is, a standard 
debate of half an hour each side. We are all used to that, and this serious issue demands that sort of attention. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Well, you sit down and I’ll address it. 

Mr M. McGowan: Will you agree to it? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Yes, I’ll agree to it; you sit down and I’ll do it. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: Thank you. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Amendment to Motion 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [11.14 am]: I have already explained that the 
government feels that this is a bit of a disgraceful move on behalf of the opposition—this stunt—when we have a 
serious fire down in the south west. It is disgraceful. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! Member for Girrawheen! 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The government will agree to the request from the opposition along those lines, so I 
therefore move — 

That the following words be inserted after “forthwith” — 

, subject to the debate being conducted under the time limits applying to a matter of public 
interest  

Amendment put and passed. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion, as Amended 

The SPEAKER: Members, as this is a motion without notice, it will need an absolute majority for it to succeed. 
The question is that the motion, as amended, be agreed to. 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

Motion 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [11.15 am]: I move — 

That this house expresses its grave concern at the severe fires occurring in the Margaret River area, and 
enables the Minister for Environment to explain his role in relation to these fires and especially to 
answer the following questions — 

(a) when was the minister first told that prescribed fire burns in this area were to be undertaken; 

(b) did the minister inform anyone that prescribed burns should not have been undertaken on, or in 
advance of, hot windy days; 

(c) when was the minister first told that the prescribed burns in Margaret River had broken 
containment lines; 

(d) did the Department of Environment and Conservation communicate with the Fire and 
Emergency Services Authority with regard to the prescribed burn; 

(e) when were the incident controller and deputy incident controller appointed; 

(f) at what point was Mr Gregson first informed by DEC that the fire had breached containment 
lines and was out of control; and 

(g) when did FESA take over control of the incident?  

I absolutely reject the assertion by the Leader of the House that it is somehow inappropriate for the opposition to 
move this motion. Parliament is the centrepiece for accountability of government. If the government thinks, the 
day after 10 houses and nine cottages have been lost in a fire in Margaret River, that it does not have to be held 
accountable, it is dreaming. The government will be out there responding to questions from journalists, but its 
primary responsibility is to answer questions in this house. This is the first institution to which ministers are 
accountable, so it is entirely appropriate for us to move this motion to provide a vehicle for the minister 
responsible for the agency that started the fire to answer questions.  

Let me repeat those questions: when was the minister first told that prescribed fire burns in this area were to be 
undertaken; did the minister inform anyone that prescribed burns should not have been undertaken on, or in 
advance of, hot windy days; when was the minister first told that the prescribed burns in Margaret River had 
broken containment lines; did the Department of Environment and Conservation communicate with the Fire and 
Emergency Services Authority with regard to the prescribed burn; when were the incident controller and deputy 
incident controller appointed; at what point was Mr Gregson first informed by DEC that the fire had breached 
containment lines and was out of control; and when did FESA take over control of the incident? 

There is a context here that the house and the minister need to be reminded of. In December 2009, 37 houses 
were lost in the Toodyay fire. We have debated that fire on a number of occasions and it is clear from the report 
by the director of EnergySafety that the fire was started by Western Power equipment. The government has 
refused to accept proper liability for that, which means that residents of Toodyay who have lost their properties 
have had to undertake substantial legal action and negotiations. In January this year, 10 houses were lost at Lake 
Clifton, and in February this year, 71 houses were lost in the Perth hills fire. Within the last couple of years, we 
have had both the worst and the second worst fires for property damage in the state’s history; now we have a fire 
in Margaret River, in which at least 10 houses and nine cottages have been lost. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: That’s not right. The worst fire was in Dwellingup in 1961. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I am talking about the worst fires for property damage. 

Since those fires, we have had the Keelty report, which showed that FESA’s management of those fires was an 
absolute debacle. The Keelty report made significant recommendations, and it would appear that the government 
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is only one-third of the way through implementing those recommendations. All along, the government’s 
approach has been characterised by complacency. If we go back to 21 October 2009, the Premier told the 
house — 

In February this year I requested the Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet to 
undertake a review of Western Australia’s bushfire preparedness and to report to cabinet on the 
findings. I also committed that I would table the report, making it available for the public. The review 
found that Western Australia is well placed to respond to bushfires, with well-established plans and 
arrangements and strong relationships between the agencies and organisations involved. 

That is what the Premier thought in October 2009. Then we had fires in Toodyay, Lake Clifton, the Perth hills 
and Margaret River, and in between we had the Keelty report showing that the Premier’s assertions in October 
2009 were completely without foundation and demonstrated dangerous and disturbing complacency within the 
government. We have to remember that, as further evidence of the complacency within the government, the 
government had to be dragged into establishing the Keelty report. When I first called for an inquiry into the 
Perth hills bushfire review I was attacked by the Premier for daring to call for an inquiry. When the inquiry was 
established, the terms of reference precluded an examination of the Fire and Emergency Services Authority’s 
performance. It was only that Mr Keelty was so stubbornly independent that he went outside the terms of 
reference and looked at FESA’s performance. Therefore, we would not have had the inquiry but for opposition 
pressure, and we would not have had the full inquiry that we got but for the independence of Mr Keelty. Now, so 
far, we have had the government only implementing one-third of the Keelty recommendations. We are heading 
into a very dangerous bushfire season and two-thirds of the recommendations are not yet implemented. In charge 
of the relevant government agencies we have the Minister for Emergency Services and the Minister for 
Environment. I do not want to be excessively partisan in this debate, because right now there are people fighting 
a very dangerous fire—right now there are people at risk—but I want to make what I hope is a sober 
observation: ministerial leadership or lack thereof really does count. The environment portfolio is not a junior 
portfolio; the emergency services portfolio is not a junior portfolio. Ministerial leadership of these very 
significant portfolios actually counts in terms of outcomes for the people of Western Australia. The minister is 
the person responsible. This is the prime accountability forum in the state of Western Australia. The Minister for 
Environment has a duty to answer the questions that the opposition has put and to give a full account of what his 
agency has done with regard to this fire. He is the person, this is the forum and this is the time to answer these 
questions. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: So you think by springing all of these questions on him at literally a few minutes’ notice is 
enough time for to him be able to answer all those questions adequately?  

Ms M.M. Quirk: He has already been to the media.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: He has not spoken to the media; he has not given those answers yet. He has not been asked 
those questions. 

Dr A.D. Buti: He’s a minister. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I would have thought that a minister confronted with this sort of catastrophe in his portfolio 
would have spent the last evening and morning getting right across every single detail knowing that Parliament 
was sitting and knowing that he would be accountable. Any competent minister would have knuckled down and 
would have burnt the midnight oil to get across this issue, because that is exactly what a minister should do. He 
should be hands on. He should have been meeting with his departmental people. He should have got this 
information. He should have the answers to not only these questions, but also many others. I add to what I think 
the minister should be talking to us about, because he has boasted on a couple of occasions at question time 
about the prescribed burning program of the Department of Environment and Conservation. For example, on 
8 November he said — 

In terms of the south west overall, the Department of Environment and Conservation has managed to 
complete or begin 74 burns over a total area of 32 300 hectares since 1 July, and that will go through to 
7 November. This government is very committed to prescribed burning, and supporting DEC’s capital 
funding to make sure that we meet our target of 200 000 hectares a year. 

Let us understand that what has happened is a result, it would appear, of a prescribed burn and the remainders of 
that prescribed burn flaring up and causing serious property damage and continuing serious risk to the people of 
Margaret River. I think the minister should explain to us whether there has been such political pressure on DEC 
to undertake and complete the prescribed burning program that it has been taking too many risks. That is a very 
serious issue that we need to understand. Was the department trying to meet political commitments on prescribed 
burning and therefore running up too close to the very dangerous weather that was forecast? The minister needs 
to explain now. 
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I conclude by saying that on behalf of the state Parliamentary Labor Party, and I am sure on behalf of all 
members of the house, I extend our deepest sympathy to those people in the Margaret River who have been 
affected. The other thing I want to say is that every member of this house appreciates the work of individual 
firefighters and the commitment and bravery that they show in doing their work. Finally, every member of this 
house will have deep concern about how this fire will proceed during this day. This is not a time for rabid 
partisanship; this is a time for the minister to be accountable to the principle of accountability forum that this 
state has. The minister’s first duty in accountability is to this house and this is a very serious issue that demands 
his attention to that accountability. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [11.26 am]: This is a very appropriate issue to raise before Parliament. 
The motion, as it has been presented, asks very specific questions that the Minister for Environment should have 
the answers to if he has been doing his job properly and if he has indeed ensured that he has been updated and 
briefed appropriately over the last 24 hours or so since the fires, which we understand were part of a prescribed 
burn, went out of control. The questions listed and the required answers are important and serious. The Leader of 
the Opposition has highlighted some key issues that go to the core of the minister’s role in overseeing the work 
of his department. It is astounding that the Leader of the House objected to this motion coming before the house 
for debate this morning. The government has had the opportunity in the last number of hours of Parliament 
sitting this morning, and even during last night’s private members’ debate, to update the house on what was 
occurring and indeed to highlight what the minister was doing. The Leader of the House, as Minister for 
Emergency Services, and the Minister for Environment, as overseer of the department that is at the core of this 
particular emergency, had the opportunity this morning during brief ministerial statements to come into this 
house and briefly update Parliament on the latest news on the emergency in Margaret River. Both ministers 
failed to do so. Therefore, given the fact that this is an emergency in the south west of our state and given that we 
are still unaware of the total damage that has occurred and is occurring, why would the government not take the 
opportunity to inform the house, as per the standing orders and the business of the house? That did not happen. I 
was astounded that last night during the debate, as news emerged of the developing tragedy of property loss and 
damage and the alarm of communities in the south west at the fire, the minister did not excuse himself from that 
debate. He had the opportunity to do that. He should have excused himself from last night’s debate to ensure that 
he was well briefed in an ongoing capacity about the emergency as information became known. The fact is that 
the minister remained in the chamber last night and did not take the opportunity this morning to highlight to this 
house the updated information. As I said to the minister when he left Parliament last night and he asked me if we 
were continuing with the container deposit legislation, “If I were you, I would not be in this place; I would have 
left hours ago.” We had already granted a pair for the member for Vasse, whose electorate encompasses the 
affected area in the south west. Had we been approached by any minister, of course we would have ensured that 
a pair was granted for the relevant minister to attend to this emergency, as we did this morning with the Premier.  

In the interests of transparency, the minister should have the answer to these questions. If he is across this, he 
should have the answer to these questions. The questions that have been asked should be able to be answered by 
the minister today. As this emergency unfolds, as we find out more about what has occurred, and is occurring, in 
the south west, this house, along with the community of Western Australia, needs to be absolutely confident, as 
we now are in the bushfire season, that lessons have been learnt from the Keelty report and its recommendations 
are being delivered and also the lessons of the fires mentioned by the Leader of the Opposition have been learnt 
from. All of us understand that the communities of Western Australia now face severe bushfire risk. The 
Minister for Environment, as the minister responsible for the Department of Environment and Conservation, has 
to be well and truly across all the issues with his department. We are asking questions this morning directly 
related to the minister’s role in regards to his department. They are important questions that should be answered 
and should be able to be answered by the minister today, if he has ensured that he has been appropriately briefed. 
I know the minister did not attend the state emergency meeting this morning, which I understand the Minister for 
Emergency Services and the Premier attended; I question why the Minister for Environment did not go to that 
meeting. We would have offered a pair to him for that.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Because he had to answer your grievances; that is why.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: We would suspend grievances. This is an emergency — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You cannot have it both ways.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: The minister could simply say, “I am unavailable to take these grievances simply 
because this is an important matter directly related to overseeing the department.” This is an important matter. 
The lessons must be learnt from the Keelty report and the fires we have experienced over the past two years. 
These questions must be answered. It is important these questions are answered. I think the minister should and 
can answer them in a direct and appropriate fashion. I would hope he is able to do so over the next hour while 
this debate is maintained.  
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MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [11.32 am]: The opposition rises today, and at this time, because, as the 
previous two speakers have said, the government has had an opportunity to give this place information about 
what is happening and what is occurring. The government has not taken that opportunity. We also rise because 
people have lost their homes and their livelihoods. People are puzzled. In recent communication with someone in 
Margaret River, they said that it was chaos—they do not know what is going on. It is the Minister for 
Environment’s obligation to answer these questions. It is his obligation to answer questions, such as: once a fire 
was lit, did the department have the means at hand to control those fires and to put them out in the event they 
were unable to be controlled? We brought this matter to the house today because — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: That is not one of the questions in the motion.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: You should listen! This is your problem, you never listen! You talk, talk, talk and never 
listen!  

Several members interjected. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: This government has demonstrated over the past three and a half years its incapacity to learn 
lessons from the past. It has demonstrated a lack of candour. We all accept that the elements are beyond our 
control. We all accept that catastrophic days, when the winds are blowing in all directions and the weather is 
very hot, are not things within the government’s control. What is within the government’s control is being frank 
with the community and being frank with those who have lost their houses and their livelihoods. If we go back to 
the Boorabbin inquiry, if we go back to the Keelty report and if we go back to the major incident reviews at 
Toodyay, we see that the government was dragged screaming and shouting before it would give answers. It 
showed a complete lack of candour. I have about a three-foot pile in my in-tray of freedom of information 
requests I have made in relation to all those inquiries because the government would not be frank with the public 
and would not be frank with those who lost their houses. It seems to me that there are major questions that need 
answering immediately. We have listed those in the motion. We are giving the minister the opportunity now to 
answer those questions. This is a classic case in which we have had to provide that opportunity because the 
minister has not done so.  

We were rudely interrupted in tabling our Community Development and Justice Standing Committee report by 
this motion. I commend the committee’s ninth report to all members of the house. The very issues that are raised 
in the committee’s report are live, and ones that the Minister for Emergency Services and the Minister for 
Environment need to respond to today. A lesson we have learnt on this side of the house is that one of the key 
features in all these emergency management situations is that there must be good information sharing, there must 
be inclusion of all stakeholders and there must be good communication. We had a situation last night in which 
the communication was disjointed; it was not happening. The much-vaunted state alert system was advising 
people after their houses had burned. What an awful way to re-victimise a victim. All these things need to be 
addressed. Fundamentally, why was this prescribed burning occurring at this time in any event? I suspect it was 
because, as our committee found, only one-third of the Keelty recommendations have been implemented and 
there was some political pressure put on, as the Leader of the Opposition said, to get the levels of prescribed 
burning up, so they did so in risky situations. These are all things that we need to hear from the minister.  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Minister for Emergency Services) [11.37 am]: I will say first of all, and 
reiterate, that I think this is a grubby, grubby thing that the opposition is doing today. We have a fire that is still 
not under control. Twenty-odd properties have been either burnt or badly damaged and 400-odd firefighters are 
at this moment fighting those fires in the south west, yet the opposition wants to use this forum for its own 
politically motivated end.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: You can hold a media conference but you cannot talk to the Parliament! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Mr Speaker, I have not held a media conference; none of us has. The Premier — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Has the government held a media conference? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The Premier has simply explained to the media what happened — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: So explain it to the Parliament! What is wrong with that?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We will do. I think he said very little more than what has basically been on the news so 
far. I have to say that the media have been very good, particularly the ABC, in reporting conditions in the 
south west and about where people need to take certain action. Let me say one thing: the Leader of the 
Opposition says one thing but does another. He says that we have to express our tremendous admiration to our 
firefighters and everybody else down in the south west fighting these fires, but that is not part of the motion. If 
we can take the questions in the motion to one side for the moment, certainly the minister will answer those 
questions. He will not be able to answer them right now, but the opposition does not ask him to answer them 
right now; not this minute. He will do that at a later stage today, I am sure, once he has perfect information on it 



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 24 November 2011] 9853 

 

because he does not want to mislead the house. The actual motion we are debating that the Leader of the 
Opposition moved, apart from asking the Minister for Environment to answer those questions, is — 

That this house expresses its grave concern at the severe fires occurring in the Margaret River area.  

There is not a word about our firefighters.  

Amendment to Motion 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I move — 

To delete all the words after “house” and substitute — 

acknowledges the excellent work being done by firefighters and other emergency service 
workers in relation to the fires occurring in the Margaret River area.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: So why aren’t you going to express our grave concern? You are deleting that we express our 
grave concern? Aren’t you concerned about it?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Don’t you support the firefighters?  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Of course I support the firefighters! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Why didn’t you put it in your motion? 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I put it in my speech. I concluded my speech with exactly that observation. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: You weren’t interested in that; you were just interested in some dirty little political grubby 
trick that we have seen time and again. I would have expected that from one or two members opposite, but I did 
not expect it from the Leader of the Opposition. I did not think he would sink that low to use this opportunity for 
grubby political purposes when at the moment we have over 20 properties that have been either completely burn 
out or severely damaged. 

I can inform the house with great delight that the two people who were lost in that area when on a bushwalk and 
could not be found—they actually live in my electorate, I am told—have now been found and are safe and 
sound. They have been taken to Margaret River, where they will be transporting themselves back up to Perth.  

Mr M. McGowan: Good news.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That is good news, so why do we not wait and see exactly what happens? The fires are 
still not under control. Either the fires are under control or they are not. It is no good saying that 80 per cent of 
the fires are under control and 20 per cent are not, because some of that 20 per cent could suddenly jump the 
road and we could get more spot fires and so forth. The general information I am telling members — 

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: What would the member know—living in Swanbourne! This is a very serious issue, but 
once again we have members of the opposition making puerile political interjections, which we normally get 
from the member for Girrawheen, who, I have to say, was the worst minister in the previous government. She 
would never ever front the media! I think that that member used her position on the standing committee, which 
had terms of reference that it went right outside of. I listened very carefully to the comments of the member for 
Ocean Reef — 

Point of Order 

Mr J.N. HYDE: Standing order 92 reads —  

Imputations of improper motives and personal reflections on … 

Including members of the Assembly — 

are disorderly other than by substantive motion. 

Perhaps one of the reasons the tone of this place has been going down recently is that such comments, such 
aspersions, are made by the speaker on his feet that are clearly in breach of standing order 92.  

The SPEAKER: Members, I am not going to make a ruling on that particular point of order at this stage. I am 
going to ask the Leader of the House, the Minister for Emergency Services, to return to the substance of this 
motion.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.N. Hyde: He has just implied a member has misused her position on a committee!  

The SPEAKER: Member for Perth, I just indicated to you what I am going to do. I have asked the house to 
return to the motion. I have asked the Minister for Emergency Services to do so. Member for Perth, I am going 
to formally call you to order for the first time today.  



9854 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 24 November 2011] 

 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I agreed on behalf of the government for the suspension of standing orders to go ahead on 
this basis; otherwise, we would have had a lot of puerile comments made in trying to convince the house why we 
should suspend standing orders. This is not the time to debate this issue in detail because we have 400-odd 
firefighters on the ground down there and people are losing their homes. We are more concerned about trying to 
preserve life and property.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: You’ll answer these in a press conference, but not in this place!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: And we will answer these questions! Of course we will answer these questions!  

Ms M.M. Quirk: When?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: When it is appropriate to; when the minister has enough information. I would not suggest 
that the minister gets up in any way—he might even be accused of misleading the house by giving something 
that is slightly inaccurate.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: So isn’t he going to speak in this debate? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He will be. He will be speaking directly after me.  

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He will be speaking after the Deputy Premier, but he certainly will be speaking on this 
issue.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: How long are you going to give him?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will not be speaking much longer. We may not even take our full half-hour. That is the 
contempt we have for this particular stunt that the Leader of the Opposition has pulled today. That is the 
contempt we hold you in. I think that the public will realise what you are doing here today, in playing on the 
misery of those poor people who have lost their properties and not even putting, in your substantive motion, any 
praise for our firefighters, our emergency services and our other agencies that are battling those fires and trying 
to deal with the heartache of those people who have lost properties and who have had to be evacuated and so on. 
Nothing in the Leader of the Opposition’s motion said that! His only concern was about the fires! There is 
nothing about the people involved. There is nothing about the people who are affected by the fires, and nothing 
about the people trying to fight those fires. We have nothing but admiration on this side of house for our 
tremendous firefighters, both career and volunteer firefighters, and, indeed, all of our other agency people who 
are working very hard in the Margaret River area desperately trying to not only control those fires but also help 
the people who have been affected.  

The amendment that we are talking to at the moment is in actual praise of those people, and perhaps the next 
person on the other side of the chamber who gets up might want to agree with the amendment that I put forward. 
I hope they will. It will be interesting to see whether they vote against it.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Of course we’re not going to vote against it; of course we’re going to support the amendment. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think our volunteer firefighters would be very upset — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: The important thing is that we have a debate and the questions are answered! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We have had no debate this morning. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Not from you! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Do you call that a debate? 

Mr E.S. Ripper: No; we haven’t had anything from you. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: All you have done is make accusations! The Leader of the Opposition said he did not want 
to be party political about it, but that is exactly what he has done. He did so rather than wait, even until this 
afternoon when we would have more information to give members. The weather is changing; the winds are 
changing. We are updating as quickly as we can. I can tell members that everybody is working very, very hard 
on it in that way. I assume that every member in this house will agree with the amendment that I moved.  

I just want to say one more thing before I sit down, and that is to commend the member for Ocean Reef for the 
comments he made this morning in relation to the Community Development and Justice Standing Committee 
report. I think it was very brave of him, but it was very honest of him. It really showed up that certain members 
on that committee maybe had their own agenda in mind, rather than the actual terms of reference they were 
given originally; and, indeed, I have serious concerns at why, within three weeks of the Keelty report, there had 
to be another inquiry. Being a bit of a cynic these days, I have to say it was done for political purposes.  
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DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Deputy Premier) [11.47 am]: The original motion before the house is an 
absolute disgrace and is crass politics at its absolute worst. Here we have a major fire — 

Several members interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Absolute crass politics—and members opposite should all be embarrassed and ashamed of 
themselves, because I can tell members opposite that if I was on their side of the house, that is how I would be 
feeling. 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills, I formally call you to order for the first time today. Member for 
Armadale, you should put the brakes on as well. I formally call you to order for the first time today.  

Members, I would like to hear the Deputy Premier. At this point, I have been unable to hear anything he said. 
My comment is directed to members on both sides of the house.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: At this very moment we have a fire burning out of control threatening a large number of 
houses and people’s lives in the south west. We have 400 firefighters down there trying to get control. We have 
the Premier of the state, and the local member as the Minister for Transport, down in the south west trying to do 
their absolute best to be across the situation to support the local communities and our fabulous people down 
there who are risking their lives fighting a fire. And what are you lot doing? You come in with the blame game. 
This is not about finding out what is going on. This is not about supporting our firefighters. This is totally about 
the blame game: Whose fault was it? Who did the wrong thing? What did they do wrong? Members opposite are 
starting the witch-hunt already when they have no idea what has happened down in our south west. Sure, it is a 
prescribed burn that has got out of control. Sure, questions have to be answered. All those things will come when 
this event is over. The critical thing we have to do now is to look after the houses and the lives of people who are 
trying to prevent further damage and to prevent loss of life. For the other side to come into this house with 
questions relating to who was told first, when did it happen, who knew, tell us about the prescribed burns, is an 
absolute disgrace! At this stage we have our Premier down there trying to assist those communities who are 
fighting the fire and resolving the tragic loss of property that has occurred, and of course the bushland and the 
animals and flora and fauna with that bushland. The Premier is down there representing this house—not just 
representing the state government—in trying to provide support and looking after the interests of those people 
down there. The opposition is indulging in grubby politics by bringing stuff like this into this house. Those 
questions will be put before those people who were involved. Perhaps down the track someone will be found to 
have done something wrong. So what? That is not important now. What is important now is what we as a 
Parliament do to support those people who are risking their lives fighting fires. 

Government members: Hear, hear!  

Dr K.D. HAMES: That is why we should all strongly support the amendment to the motion moved by the 
minister.  

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Environment) [11.50 am]: Firstly, I support the 
amendment; it is a good amendment to the motion. Secondly, I am disappointed that the opposition has brought 
this on so early while the fire is being fought. We are expecting 65-kilometre-an-hour gusts today. It is a 
dangerous situation, and I think the last thing the public of Western Australia needs is to be distracted by a 
blame-game debate.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Minister, can I just interject for one moment to give an update on the situation? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Certainly. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: The member for Girrawheen may not be interested, but I am sure the house would be. I have 
just had information that some areas of the Department of Environment and Conservation fires that were under 
control have now become uncontrolled—they have flared up again—and whereas there was a partial evacuation 
of some suburbs on the periphery of Margaret River, it is essential that that evacuation is now compulsory. 
Things are very serious down there. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I thank the Leader of the House for that interjection. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: That’s why we’ve raised it. 

Dr K.D. Hames: What you’ve raised is who is to blame!  

Mr W.R. MARMION: Like the Leader of the Opposition, I extend my deepest sympathy to the people who 
have lost their houses. Everyone in this house expresses their sympathy, and I think we all acknowledge the deep 
concern we have for their wellbeing into the future. Indeed, the state government is putting in processes to look 
after them, and, as members know, a community centre has been set up in Margaret River. I extend my sympathy 
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to all those people. I also want to say that I appreciate all the work that has been done by DEC staff, the Fire and 
Emergency Services Authority staff, the volunteer fire brigade, the local government fire brigades and all the 
volunteers who are fighting the fire and putting their lives at risk in a very difficult situation in dangerous 
conditions.  

I have been kept regularly updated, and I will actually answer some of the questions, if the Leader of the 
Opposition likes; so I will be generous there. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Be accountable; that’s all I ask. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I do not want to give exact times because they obviously need to be verified, but I can 
actually give some answers to those questions. Since the Leader of the Opposition has raised the issue, I can give 
the house a bit of an update on the current situation—I was going to during question time anyway.  

As I said, I was regularly updated all day yesterday—yesterday morning, yesterday afternoon, yesterday 
evening—and very early this morning. Last night I spoke to the director general specifically about the fire. My 
immediate priority is to address the fire; all resources are addressing the fire, and I do not want them to be 
distracted. Tomorrow might be the right time to go through and look at the actual circumstances and resources 
around the incident. The emergency bushfire situation is current for the local communities around Ellen Brook 
Road, including people in the Kilcarnup, Prevelly and Wallcliffe subdivisions in the Shire of Augusta–Margaret 
River, and that started yesterday morning—Wednesday, 23 November. I am advised that about 1 800 hectares of 
bush has been burnt—that has been well publicised. Regrettably, initial information appears to indicate that up to 
20 homes and businesses have been destroyed or damaged. I cannot give a better breakdown until the police and 
FESA are able to get into the affected area and make a more accurate assessment. I can confirm that the bushfire 
is a result of an escape from a prescribed burn in the Leeuwin–Naturaliste National Park that commenced on 
6 September. I can advise the house that the state emergency coordinating group, headed by the Commissioner 
of Police, Karl O’Callaghan, was activated immediately to ensure that emergency services resources were 
rapidly and appropriately deployed, and that a high level of coordination between key government agencies 
occurred.  

There is a question about why we were burning in this weather. This prescribed burn, as I mentioned, was 
commenced by the Department of Environment and Conservation on 6 September. Prescribed burns have 
continued intermittently in this area when conditions allowed. As people know, before a controlled burn the 
experts trained in this area have to address a lot of criteria. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Minister, are you actually saying that the fire has been burning since 6 September? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: No; of course not.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: No? So what are you saying?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: The areas that were being burnt were started on 6 September. The Leader of the 
Opposition knows how a controlled burn works. It is set out over a time frame and if the weather is such that it is 
too wet, it may not get finished; so, when the conditions dry out, the department goes back to it and keeps going 
back to it until it is finished. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: When was this prescribed burn that actually caused the fire lit? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: My understanding is that the controlled burn—I am not going to get into it. I know what 
the Leader of the Opposition is trying to do. He is trying to get me to say something, and then when we further 
check the records I will be out by one hour or 30 seconds or two minutes and, like the opposition did with the 
Minister for Education, it will become a big issue.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Members! Minister for Agriculture and Food! Member for Cockburn! Leader of the 
Opposition, you have asked some questions of the Minister for Environment and he is attempting to answer 
them. But there are other members in this place who are having conversations between themselves or across the 
chamber who are not helping this particular process at this point. If the Minister for Environment wants to take 
interjections from the Leader of the Opposition, I will accept that, but I am not going to accept other people 
having ongoing conversations while this particular motion is in front of the house. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I can advise the Leader of the Opposition that the prescribed burn was completed—this 
is what I have been advised—on 21 November; however, it does appear that a remaining unburnt pocket of bush 
within the burnt area in the national park caught alight and embers, fanned by strong winds, escaped the 
containment lines causing the fire to spread rapidly. That is the issue around the fire. I will not go on to talk 
about prescribed burns.  
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In terms of the resources deployed, FESA has deployed 155 personnel, including additional resources to assist 
firefighting operations. There are a total of 27 metropolitan fire appliances and 20 career fire and rescue service 
firefighters. DEC has deployed 250 personnel, 25 trucks, eight machines, and an aerial fleet, including water 
bombers and helicopters from across the state. There are also 92 volunteers from the Fire and Rescue Service 
Western Australia, local government bush fire brigades, and the State Emergency Service. The bushfire is 
currently being managed by the Department of Environment and Conservation’s incident controller, with the 
support of the Fire and Emergency Services Authority’s deputy incident controller.  

I wish to assure the house and the community that the state government is doing everything in its power to 
ensure its response to this emergency incident is maintained, and that we continue to support the impacted local 
communities during what is a very, very difficult time for the people down there. Our priority focus is to put out 
the bushfire, stabilise the impacted communities, and provide all the necessary assistance to ensure their safety 
and wellbeing. All assets of the state government have been directed to provide assistance to communities in the 
impacted area, in particular to those who have lost their homes and personal belongings. Again, I would like to 
take this opportunity to thank all the FESA and DEC staff, all the people fighting the fires and all the community 
service volunteers for their great efforts in fighting this fire. As I said, the fire is in a situation today of high 
temperatures and strong winds gusting to 65 kilometres an hour. We must concentrate on putting the fire out, and 
I am happy to keep the house updated as more information comes to hand.  

MR D.T. REDMAN (Blackwood–Stirling — Minister for Agriculture and Food) [11.59 am]: I stand to 
respond to a couple of comments in a short time. In the first instance, like other members who have spoken, I 
express our deep concern for those who have lost houses and those who are still engaged in fighting the fires, 
both the volunteers and all those involved with government agencies. I know that a number of people have not 
yet had the chance to see whether they have lost their houses. Very deep concern still exists in the Margaret 
River shire. The Minister for Emergency Services might even have an update on that.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: I inform the house that apart from the problems down in the south west, a bushfire 
emergency warning has been issued for people in the eastern part of Martin in the City of Gosnells. The fire is 
burning between Versteeg Grove and Feldts Road. There is a threat to people’s lives and homes. Our firefighters 
are fighting fires on many different fronts.  

Mr D.T. REDMAN: To pick up on the point that the Deputy Premier made, to move this motion now is 
absolutely inappropriate. This fire is still going on. It is a very, very serious matter. The point that the Leader of 
the Opposition made about not wanting to make this a partisan point is absolute rubbish. The Leader of the 
Opposition raised a range of questions and the Minister for Environment will respond to those in good time. I 
want to make a couple of points. No doubt some of the points the Minister for Environment made were a bit of a 
surprise to the opposition. The first point that the minister made was that this prescribed burn started on, I think, 
6 September. I am sure that the member for Mandurah, a former Minister for Environment, knows the process 
that is gone through to conduct a prescribed burn. Before a prescribed burn takes place, an assessment is done 
and the areas that will be burned are determined. Rigorous processes are worked through before a burn takes 
place. In paragraph (b) of his motion, the Leader of the Opposition asked — 

Did the minister inform anyone that prescribed burns should not have been undertaken on, or in 
advance of, hot windy days? 

That really makes light of the comprehensive processes in place for managing these issues in government and 
government departments. That point is a standout to say that the Leader of the Opposition is in here to use —  

Ms M.M. Quirk: There is one out of control at Denmark too. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: As I understand it, it is not out of control. Prescribed burns are presently happening in 
Denmark and about 30 kilometres south of Nannup. People work through a very, very clear process. I do not 
want to make excuses about what has happened here or downplay the seriousness of this issue. In good time 
judgements will be made about the decisions that were made. Quite rightly, the Minister for Environment and the 
Minister for Emergency Services will work through that process. I think we need to reserve judgement on the 
facts of this, rather than stepping up here and now to get answers at this early stage.  

The other point to make is the value of prescribed burns. In Western Australia our prescribed burning program—
although from time to time we have had concerns about it perhaps not going to the length it should—has 
protected us from some of those very, very serious issues that we have seen in the eastern states. Some 
comments in the Keelty report also highlight the fact that there is value in prescribed burns. Again, I do not make 
excuses for what is happening in Margaret River and the decisions that sit around that; those issues will come to 
light in time. This government quite rightly has a responsibility to look at those issues, and it will. We have a 
prescribed burning program. It is not an exact science but it puts a measure of protection in those south west 
communities, in particular, and other areas in the state where fuel loads pose a huge risk to not only property but 
also life. This government does not take lightly the importance of maintaining a prescribed burning program 
around the state. We acknowledge the importance of a prescribed burning program in the protection of life.  
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Again, I highlight that whilst I do not make excuses for what happened here, judgements will be made. It is 
important that we are very, very measured about how we respond with strategies in place to protect communities. 
I certainly feel for those people who have lost houses. It is also my intention to visit there tomorrow. Again, we 
will get a full understanding of some of the details around that. In my opinion, raising this issue in the way it has 
been raised is inappropriate. The very partisan way it was tackled is totally inappropriate. This government will 
respond appropriately and our minister has our full support in working through those processes in a very 
measured and considered way.  

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton) [12.04 pm]: I would like to make a few comments on this motion. First, I, like 
the other speakers, wish good luck to the volunteers and the Fire and Emergency Services Authority and 
Department of Environment and Conservation people fighting the fires. I also give my condolences to the people 
affected in not only Margaret River but the wider area. I also note that leavers’ week is coming up. Leavers in 
their thousands are planning to go down to that area. We have to concentrate on getting the fire under control and 
defeated before they go down. Indeed, in some perverse way it could have been a lot worse. I condemn the 
attempt by members opposite to politicise this issue at this time. We should have our Minister for Emergency 
Services and Minister for Environment addressing the issues out there where life and limb are under threat.  

Several members interjected.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Instead the opposition has them in here. The Minister for Environment answered a legitimate 
question and gave members an update—fully reasonable. The questions asked were basically trying to assess the 
nature of the burn and other activities, which cannot be done now because we do not have the facts. As the 
Minister for Agriculture and Food said, and as members opposite know because they put them in place, there is a 
rigorous, vetted process for controlling a prescribed burn. First, there is a plan by the Conservation Commission. 
Then a program for prescribed burning is ticked off by the Conservation Commission. Then there is a rigorous 
check process that is gone through. That is obviously what DEC did. It might have got out of hand, but we have 
to wait for the results to assess it. We will come to it. The priority for us now, if members opposite really care 
about the damage done at Margaret River, is to allow the people in charge, including the ministers, to address the 
issue at hand—that is, to address the fires and threat to life and livelihood—rather than for the opposition to 
make cheap political points. I might add, when I came to this house, my first speech was indeed about the need 
to address the build-up of fire —  

The SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston and Minister for Agriculture and Food, I stood on my feet before 
and made this comment but I will make it again. I have given the call to the member for Riverton. I have not 
given the call to either of you to engage in conversation. I formally call both of you to order for the first time 
today.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: When I came to this house, my first speech, other than my maiden speech, was about WA’s 
bushfire threat. That was the subject of my response to the Premier’s Statement in March 2009. I asked members 
to imagine a huge bushfire, such as this one, in the Leeuwin–Naturaliste area in the south west at the height of 
the summer holidays. Thousands of holiday-makers and local residents would try to evacuate along narrow 
roads, which we are seeing. I raise that because the data showed an extreme level of burnable material in that 
area. There is also a lack of access roads, a huge build-up of houses and a large number of people who are not 
familiar with forest fire conditions. That is what we have. When we came to government, we had this issue at 
hand. I raised it and the then Minister for Environment responded properly. She committed to reviewing, 
expanding and meeting the controlled burning targets. Clearly, something has gone amiss. We will get to that 
once we have put out the fire. I urge members opposite to remember that the high level build-up of burnable 
material from which we now suffer occurred on their watch. They will be held accountable for it.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: I gave most of you an opportunity to pull up in your comments. Member for Albany, I 
formally call you to order for the first time today. I think that everybody in here recognises the sensitivity of the 
issue with which we are dealing. I hope that you do. I do not know whether you have completed your comments, 
member for Riverton. 

Dr A.D. Buti: Sit down; you are a disgrace!  

The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Armadale, I formally call you to order for the second time today. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: In the meantime, I suggest that we allow things to cool off and allow the ministers to get on 
and do their duty to address the emergency we face. Then we will come back to this house to address the results.  

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [12.10 pm]: The opposition will be supporting the amendment moved by 
the government and I want to put on record our support for those emergency services workers and firefighters 
who are out there around Western Australia fighting these fires. I also want to put on record that we have, as the 
original motion said, grave concerns about this particular fire and that I think it was a reasonable thing for this 
Parliament to move a motion. The second thing that I want to put on record is that it is entirely appropriate for 
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the Parliament to seek answers from the government about a dramatic event such as this, particularly in light of 
what happened earlier this year in the Perth hills. Fire is a big issue in Western Australia and people want 
answers. If Western Australians want answers, it is entirely appropriate, in fact more than appropriate, for the 
minister responsible for the department involved to have come into the Parliament last night to make a statement 
about what was going on and to come into the Parliament first thing this morning to make a statement about 
what was going on and everything involved. In many ways the opposition has been forced to this position, to 
raise this issue in the way that it has, because of the failure of the government to come before the house and 
address these issues. For people to allege that somehow it is inappropriate for the Parliament to raise these issues 
denies the history of Westminster parliaments around the world in which issues of public moment out there, 
including in wartime, are debated immediately. Those members who do not understand that need to go and learn 
their history about Westminster parliaments because that is exactly what goes on, including in the most dire of 
circumstances of wartime. For the opposition to come here, to raise this issue and to seek answers from the 
minister who failed to provide a statement to the Parliament is more than sensible and more than appropriate and 
members opposite should have ensured that their minister came in here this morning to explain to the people of 
Western Australia what was going on.  

The minister said that he would answer the questions, and government members have said it was outrageous that 
we put these questions into the motion. The first three questions were entirely within the minister’s capacity to 
answer; they were entirely about his state of knowledge. The next set of questions is about issues that I think 
Western Australians would like an answer to. The opposition has asked the minister about three things in his 
capacity to answer, and he did not answer those three questions. It is about his state of knowledge at various 
times in the past day—in the past day! Surely, a person involved in an incident of this magnitude in the past day 
should be able to answer three questions about the events of that day. That is all we asked the minister to do. 
Surely he could answer the next set of questions if he had been briefed. The minister said that he had been on the 
phone to various people; surely he would be able to answer those very straightforward and simple questions. If 
the government did not want this motion to come before the house—which any government could have predicted 
would; any sensible government would know that this would come before the house—the minster should have 
stood this morning and provided a short ministerial statement thereby answering these questions. 

Mr C.C. Porter: Do you think these are sensible questions?  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I would say to the government — 

Mr C.C. Porter: Do you really think these are sensible questions? 

The SPEAKER: Order, Attorney General! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: As some other members have said — 

Mr C.C. Porter: Do you think them sensible? 

The SPEAKER: Order! Attorney General, the member for Rockingham has the call. He is not interested in your 
interjections, it would seem. I am formally going to call you to order for the first time today. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: When the minister in charge of the agency, the Minister for Environment, admits the 
agency has had some involvement in this, he needs to show some leadership. Showing leadership involves a 
range of things. First of all, if I were the minister, I would have gone down there. Secondly, as I have indicated 
before, the minister should have immediately made a statement to the house. Thirdly, if I were the Minister for 
Environment and in this minister’s situation, I would not have remained in the house during a debate about 
container deposit legislation, about campsites at Lucky Bay and about pipes on Albany Highway. I would have 
given those issues to another minister to handle and gone out and made sure that I was entirely across the issue 
and shown leadership—leadership to those people out there fighting the fires, so they understood their minister 
was across the issues and was, hopefully, on the ground dealing with those issues. I would have done that rather 
than remain in the house to deal with Lucky Bay campsites, pipes on Albany Highway and container deposit 
legislation—as important as those matters are. All I am saying is that the minister has a responsibility to show 
leadership on this issue. I think the minister’s performance in the past day shows that he has not. I think it more 
than appropriate that the opposition seek answers on behalf of the people of Western Australia.  

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [12.15 pm]: The government’s position on this 
matter would appear to be that it is not appropriate for the Parliament to debate the biggest news of the day in 
Western Australia; it is not appropriate for the opposition to ask the government questions about one of the most 
serious issues affecting the community of Western Australia on the day that is actually happening. The 
government’s response has been very, very revealing of its character. Surely the government did not think that it 
would come to question time when 10 houses and nine cottages have been lost and not face some questions from 
the opposition. Surely the government’s position was not to be that at question time it would say that every 
question from the opposition on this is an outrage because it is out there fighting a fire. Surely it is not the 
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government’s position, when it goes to a press conference and a journalist asks the question like this, to abuse 
the journalist for daring to ask a question about government accountability. Surely that cannot be the position of 
the government. 

I invite government members to read the Hansard of my speech when it comes out and then reflect on whether it 
was right for the government to be so rabidly partisan in its response. The motion I moved simply had the house 
express its grave concern at the severe fires occurring. That was a vehicle for a proper, restrained debate and the 
government did not rise to the occasion. I am especially disappointed in the Deputy Premier, who in the absence 
of the Premier, should have shown some leadership and some statesmanship on this matter. I expected what we 
got from the Minister for Emergency Services and the Leader of the House—that is just his normal course of 
action. However, what should have happened is that the minister should have come in here and made a long 
ministerial statement and that would have given the opposition a chance, under the standing orders, to respond. 

If members think about my speech, I made two points that might be described as “potentially political”—two 
only! I asked whether the government had taken unjustified risks with the prescribed burning program. That is a 
very important question that I am sure will be debated at some length in the aftermath of this. The second thing I 
said was that ministerial leadership counts. Ministerial leadership does count in emergency circumstances. Why 
do members opposite think there has been so much praise for what Anna Bligh did during the Queensland 
floods? Not only did her government deal with the operational issues confronting the state during those floods, 
she communicated par excellence; and we have not had that from the minister! 

The government has gone on and on about the questions contained in the motion; namely — 

(b) did the minister inform anyone that prescribed burns should not have been undertaken on, or in 
advance of, hot windy days; 

That question is about government policy and the minister told us that this particular fire was lit on Monday, 21 
November, when the forecast was already out for hot and windy conditions later in the week. It is a very valid 
question to ask why that fire was lit on that day and what government policy was with regard to that matter. 

The minister has answered one and a half of the questions that were asked. I will say that the minister’s tone has 
been better than the tone of the rest of the government, but he has not actually answered the questions. The 
government’s character has been revealed—contemptuous, arrogant and dismissive; that is what it has been. 

Amendment put and passed. 

Motion, as Amended 

Question put and passed. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND JUSTICE STANDING COMMITTEE 

Ninth Report — “Western Australia’s Readiness for the 2011–12 Bushfire Season” — Tabling 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [12.20 pm]: The demands on the committee to complete this report in the 
short time we had to produce it were significant. I thank committee staff—principal research officer, Dr David 
Worth, and Ms Jovita Hogan—for their diligence and for assisting us so ably. I also thank my colleagues: the 
chairman, the member for Joondalup; deputy chair, the member for Ocean Reef; the member for Pilbara; and the 
member for Morley. I acknowledge the open way in which they approached the task of considering issues of 
immense public importance. 

I think it is of significance that the report is a unanimous one, despite the accusation levelled at the time of the 
establishment of this inquiry that it was a political exercise and would serve no useful purpose. Having had some 
exposure to the area of emergency services for some years, I was heartened by the way in which the key agencies 
approached their very difficult and challenging task. In our hearings there was little evidence of the ego, turf 
wars and blame shifting that has characterised the relations between key agencies in recent years. The committee 
found there was a genuine goodwill to get things right. I think, however, after the extraordinary events in 
yesterday’s Margaret River fires, that relationship will be tested, and many in the Fire and Emergency Services 
Authority could be forgiven for being angry at the way this fire occurred. It is a question we will be pursuing 
with vigour. 

Reflecting on the circumstances that led to this inquiry, I expect, however, support and adequate oversight of 
future endeavours of FESA by the Minister for Emergency Services and that will be forthcoming in the future. I 
think that the agency interoperability problems characterised in recent major incident reports were compounded 
by a lack of effort on the minister’s part to address the elephant in the corner of the room. 

In terms of the future, our report has found that less than a third of Keelty’s recommendations have been 
completed. It is worth looking at appendix 9 of the report, which sets out what still needs to be done and by 
whom. It is also clear from the evidence we received that career firefighters have ongoing concerns about the 
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level of training that they and volunteers have received in recent years. They were also concerned about 
firefighter numbers and the equipment deficits. 

I need to remind members that the Minister for Emergency Services has wilfully ignored these legitimate 
concerns. He has slandered the secretary of the firefighters’ union in this place and refused to meet with the 
United Firefighters Union to hear directly from them. Although we understand that water bombers are an 
effective tool in our firefighting effort and we all welcome the investment by government in this equipment, the 
committee found that there are times when, because of prevailing weather conditions, any response from the air 
is not feasible. The day of the Perth hills fires was one such occasion when the air capabilities of the Department 
of Environment and Conservation and FESA were pretty well grounded. Our report reflects that, given this 
limitation, it is dangerous if undue reliance is placed on this capability being routinely available. 

One of the most astounding pieces of evidence that came out of the inquiry was the fact that during the Perth 
hills bushfire there was no running sheet recording key events and decision making. Afterwards this had to be 
reconstructed. I understand part of the reason for this was a lack of common IT programs. One of our 
recommendations is that the WebEOC program be available to all key agencies this season so that this 
fundamental problem can be overcome. In this context, members will recall there was considerable speculation 
about the timing of the convening of the state emergency management group meeting by the Commissioner of 
Police, Karl O’Callaghan. The lack of clarity and prevarication about this matter was due in part to the lack of a 
decent and comprehensive running sheet recording these key events. 

Despite some optimism of better working relationships between FESA, police and DEC, it is apparent that key 
stakeholders are not embracing their responsibilities. Local government is a key player and it is clear from 
appendix 11 of the report that in many local government areas there is a high risk of bushfire this season. I note 
that ironically Augusta–Margaret River is one of the local government areas listed as being at high risk. Local 
government appears to be paralysed into inaction by concerns and fears over legal liability and insurance 
implications. Sensible recommendations from Keelty, such as increasing the number of green waste roadside 
collections to encourage property owners to clear their properties more frequently, are being resisted. If it is a 
matter of money or resources, the government needs to have discussions with the Western Australian Local 
Government Association as to how this might be accommodated. 

Similarly, it is clear that the centralised approach to addressing the Keelty recommendations has had the effect 
that some agencies are sitting back and waiting to see what directives come out of the Department of the Premier 
and Cabinet. That is very much reflected in the answer given in this place on 8 November 2011 by the Minister 
for Planning, who said — 

My understanding is that the government’s response to the report is being coordinated by the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet from a whole-of-government approach. The Department of 
Planning is part of that process and is working with other agencies, such as the Fire and Emergency 
Services Authority and the Department of Environment and Conservation. 

Members will note from appendix 9 that recommendation 4 of the Keelty report was to give legislative effect to 
planning for bushfire guidelines, but that is not well advanced. Likewise, recommendation 3 to transfer 
responsibility for declaring bushfire-prone areas to the WA Planning Commission seems as though it is being 
resisted because it claims it does not have the expertise or resources to undertake that role.  

The inquiry found that more joint training exercises need to be conducted. That is essential. I am told that there 
were some surprising teething problems at a joint training exercise conducted on 8 November. It is important 
that basic shortcomings are identified, so that operational effectiveness can be maximised well in advance. 

One of the most important issues that needs to be addressed by government is the demand for comprehensive 
information on fuel load to be readily available on a statewide basis. This is a pressing matter, but it has been 
assessed by witnesses to the committee as resource intensive and a large task. With record numbers of properties 
being lost in recent years it could be argued that this information is vital in informing not only the planning and 
risk assessment processes but also impressing upon private landowners and local government where additional 
measures will need to be taken. It is a false economy not to put more effort into this vital tool. 

On the question of resources, I draw members’ attention to appendix 7. It is worth noting the substantial amounts 
collected in various local government areas and comparing that with the expenditure under the emergency 
services levy. Whilst many of the areas have career stations that are funded out of the emergency services levy, 
there still seems to be a great disparity. I think there needs to be a greater transparency in how the emergency 
services levy is spent. 

The committee found a lack of clarity amongst the general public about what is meant by a “total fire ban”. This 
needs some attention in the weeks to come. I fully endorse the committee’s recommendation that there be a 
formal acknowledgement of the valuable work of volunteers through the development of a volunteer charter. On 
that note, I take this opportunity firstly to thank those who are currently fighting the elements, which are very 
unfavourable in the Margaret River–Prevelly region and secondly to thank in advance all our firefighters, both 
volunteer and career, and wish them godspeed for this year’s fire season.  
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MR I.M. BRITZA (Morley) [12.29 pm]: I rise to make a brief statement on the report before the house. Along 
with my colleague the member for Ocean Reef, I did not support the decision to undertake this inquiry; nor did I 
support its terms of reference, as I felt then, as I do now, that there were a couple of matters that simply did not 
warrant this demanding inquiry at this particular time, for four reasons. Firstly, the Keelty report had just been 
concluded and Mr Keelty himself felt that he would have sought more time to finalise his findings and 
recommendations, had he been able to do so. If he felt that he needed more time, why did we feel that we needed 
to conduct an inquiry in only the two to three months available to us? 

Secondly, I felt that we did not really hear anything significantly new that was not addressed in the Keelty 
report; therefore, we appeared to simply repeat the process, even though it was extremely enlightening and 
instructive for me. 

Thirdly, having to spend unnecessary time on this inquiry took valuable time and effort away from concluding 
our previous report on affordable housing, and preparing ourselves for our new major inquiry into the toll and 
stress that trauma creates for our front-line emergency workers. The added workload on our research staff was 
immense, and their ability to finalise and organise all that their profession required was testament to their 
dedication and commitment to the task at hand. 

Lastly, if Mr Keelty had given the government nearly two years to implement his findings, why was it necessary 
for us to try to get some answers in fewer than three months? That did not mean that we were in complete 
disagreement; otherwise, we would have brought down a minority report, but these four reasons were enough to 
give me caution and made me feel that the inquiry really had no legitimate and indisputable agenda, and caused 
me to have genuine reservations about its primary and principal motivation.  

Despite my absolute concerns and apprehensions, I was totally engaged in the inquiry and was captivated by the 
briefings, interviews and discussions we had with all the involved stakeholders. I was particularly taken with the 
evidence given to us by the Western Australian branch of the United Firefighters Union of Australia. Of all the 
hearings we engaged in, this particular hearing was, by far, the most profound, revealing, honest, frank and 
down-to-earth evidence I heard throughout the entire inquiry. I particularly recommend that members read and 
consider that evidence; certainly, parts of it should be implemented. Even though there may have been some 
differences of opinion, I am grateful that the committee worked amiably and extremely well, and I thought that 
that was terrific.  

The fact that our research staff, Dr David Worth and Ms Jovita Hogan, presented such an outstanding and 
complete report indicates the remarkable quality, experience and dedication they both possess. Their focus on 
every task they have to undertake on the committee’s behalf is worthy of commendation, acclaim and praise in 
the highest possible terms. 

MR T.G. STEPHENS (Pilbara) [12.32 pm]: The report before the house inevitably speaks for itself, but it 
comes at a timely moment, given the significant issues we face this week in respect of the fires in the south west. 
It is important to remind the house that, despite what has been said, this is a unanimous report and the 
recommendations were agreed to by all the members who participated in this inquiry. While this work was being 
undertaken I was simultaneously reading a book by Bill Gammage, The Biggest Estate on Earth — How 
Aborigines Made Australia. When one is involved in an inquiry like this and reading a book like that, one cannot 
help but see that we have placed ourselves at great risk on this continent as a result of the way we have attempted 
to manage the landscape. In some ways, this report fits in neatly with the lessons that can be learnt from that 
book. We occupy this continent as the successors of people who endeavoured to manage this landscape in ways 
that have become unfashionable in recent times. The strategies that were historically deployed in managing the 
landscape of this continent are strategies from which we can draw lessons—lessons that are rammed home quite 
forcefully when we are faced with the challenge of serious fires, as we are this week. Some of those challenges 
were highlighted during the earlier debate in this place.  

An important part of the way this state operates is to be reminded of exactly how the weather patterns work. We 
are reminded of the events of 1961, when a severe cyclone impacted the north of the state and delivered weather 
patterns in the south of the state that produced devastating and lethal fires, resulting in the distraction of 
emergency services personnel away from the then smaller population of the north of the state. We are now in a 
situation in which we have in the north increased population pressures and huge industrial investments of 
enormous consequence to the state and nation. This report is timely because it reminds the government of the 
challenges with which we are faced in Western Australia, and of the need to get on with the task of speeding up 
the response times of government agencies. 

I disassociate myself from the comments made by the second speaker in this debate; if those comments are to be 
taken seriously, some hard and solid work should have gone into a minority report rather than disingenuous 
disassociation from the majority of the recommendations, as if they are somehow unimportant. What we have 
seen today highlights the necessity for these recommendations to be taken seriously and for the work of 
government to be advanced to meet the needs of residents from the top to the bottom of Western Australia. 
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Fires in the southern part of the state typically occur simultaneously with weather conditions in the north that 
place those residents at enormous risk. That was the case in 1961, and it could quite easily be the case again in 
the future. Strategies need to be deployed to equip the state with the capacity to focus on both the north and 
south of the state simultaneously when faced with the horror of serious bushfires. 

The recommendations before the house as a result of the tabling of this report come at a very opportune moment, 
as the state faces serious fires in the Margaret River area; there has been loss of property but hopefully there will 
be no injury or loss of life. The recommendations speak for themselves, but it is regrettable that the current 
government has not moved as quickly as it should have to respond to these challenges. The task of this 
government is to have competent ministers exercising competent control over all aspects of government, 
including fire management and bushfire preparedness.  

It should not require every aspect of government to be pulled back into the control of one minister, specifically 
the Premier, as though there was only one focus of competence within the whole operations of this government. 
It seems, regrettably, that even in this area of the bushfires, the shots, almost exclusively, in response to this 
important issue are not being driven widely across government but rather inflicted upon government by a central 
control from the Premier. That means that the delays in responding to these challenges are becoming self-evident 
and I hope that this report speeds up the state government in its rapid response to the challenges with which we 
are faced. 

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 

Twenty-first Report — “Parliamentary Inspector’s Report concerning Telecommunication Interceptions  
and Legal Professional Privilege” — Tabling 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [12.41 pm]: I present for tabling the twenty-first report of the Joint Standing 
Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission. 

[See paper 4257.] 

Mr J.N. HYDE: This is a very important report and it is important that members of this house and those 
involved with the operations of the Corruption and Crime Commission are made aware of it. I wish to start my 
comments by informing the house that our parliamentary inspector commenced this inquiry in March 2010. It 
has involved a lot of work on behalf of the inspector and also the committee, and at the end of my comments I 
will come to issues surrounding the length of this inquiry. To put it in simple terms, the inspector has chosen to 
table his report with the committee. The inspector’s report ascertains that behaviour by the CCC was 
inappropriate in relation to handing on material that was obtained through telecommunications interceptions. 
Between 2 November 2006 and 15 May 2007, acting pursuant to a telecommunications interception warrant, the 
CCC monitors intercepted 10 telephone calls between Mr Brian Burke and his counsel, Mr Grant Donaldson, 
SC. At the time, the CCC knew that Mr Donaldson was representing Mr Burke in respect of the Smiths Beach 
investigation. The monitors who intercepted the telephone calls made written summaries of them available to a 
commission investigator. In November 2006, the parliamentary inspector discovered that typed summaries of 
two of the calls were provided by the commission investigator to Mr Stephen Hall, SC. A summary of one of the 
calls was provided by the investigator to another commission person. The two men were respectively the senior 
and the junior counsel assisting the commission in its private and public examinations concerning the Smiths 
Beach investigation. It is important to note that neither of the two men read the summaries, despite the 
summaries being provided. The Telecommunications (Interception and Access) Act 1979 authorised the 
communication of the TI information to Messrs Hall and Urquhart—Urquhart was the other person involved—
only if it was communicated for a permitted purpose, being a purpose connected with an investigation into 
whether misconduct under the Corruption and Crime Commission Act had or may have occurred, or was or 
might be about to occur, or was likely to occur, or for the purpose of a report on such an investigation. The 
parliamentary inspector states in his report — 

No assessment was made whether the communication was for any such purpose. In fact the 
communication was not for a permitted purpose. 

The inspector went on to write in his report — 

Nor was any assessment made by any person whether or not the communication might be inappropriate 
in the circumstances. In fact it was inappropriate. 

That is the opinion of the parliamentary inspector. Notwithstanding this, the parliamentary inspector concludes 
that there was no misconduct by any commission officer under section 4 of the CCC Act. Our parliamentary 
inspector maintains that the procedures used by the commission concerning the use of TI information protected 
by legal privilege were, and in some respects still are, inappropriate. The inspector states — 

This has been contributed to by what seems to me to be a serious misunderstanding by the Commission 
of its obligations in respect of TI information that is subject to LPP. That misunderstanding still 
persists. 
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The committee concurs with this view and that is why it has deemed to publish this report to the Parliament 
today. We also include in our report the response from the CCC on these issues. I think it is well understood by 
members in this place and by people in the legal community that not every conversation between a lawyer and 
his or her client will necessarily attract privilege and that this is a very complex issue. However, it is impossible 
for the CCC to determine whether intercepted material would be covered by legal privilege without a CCC 
officer first having listened to it to make this determination. The parliamentary inspector recommends that the 
CCC take a more measured approach to dealing with material that may be covered by legal privilege than has 
until now been the case. The parliamentary inspector also contends that, although the use of some information 
may be lawful in some circumstances, the CCC has not in the past properly considered the appropriateness of 
using privileged material in its investigations.  

I want to briefly relate back to the fact that this inquiry was started by the inspector in March 2010. Our 
committee fully understands the frustration expressed by the parliamentary inspector about the delays that he 
experienced in receiving responses from the CCC during this inquiry process. Of course, we are very much 
aware that for much of this period there was not a full-time Corruption and Crime Commissioner. Although our 
committee is pleased that a full-time commissioner has just been officially appointed, and we certainly have the 
expectations that delays experienced by the parliamentary inspector in this inquiry will not recur, the committee 
reiterates its support of the recommendations of Ms Gail Archer that the CCC Act 2003 be amended to allow for 
the appointment of deputy and/or assistant commissioners to whom specific functions may be delegated by the 
commissioner. As such, we have made a formal recommendation in this report that the act should be amended to 
allow for this.  

I would also like to briefly mention that we received a statement from the Corruption and Crime Commission 
today that it tabled in this house its report into the toner cartridge rip-off incident. Its report found that WA state 
and local government public officers paid at least $415 000 too much for toner cartridges and also received gifts 
from the Victorian company. The CCC chose to table that report directly in Parliament and not to the committee.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 9877.] 

REGIONAL SMALL BUSINESS OF THE YEAR AWARD 2011 —  
FLORESCENCE QUALITY CUT FLOWERS 

Statement by Member for Albany 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [12.50 pm]: It is my pleasure to inform the house that Albany lilium flower 
grower Florescence Quality Cut Flowers recently won the 2011 Regional Small Business of the Year Award and 
the Business Achiever Award at the WA Regional Small Business Awards night. This is the first time that an 
agribusiness has won the award. Owners Charles and Lee Reynolds are extremely proud of that achievement 
because it acknowledges that agribusiness is now not just seen as farming as it has traditionally been in the past. 
Florescence was established in 2001. In January 2004, Charles and Lee took over and turned it into the thriving 
and successful business it is today. It supplies one of the largest flower wholesalers in WA, Tesselaar, with the 
majority of its oriental lilium stock, and also to Albany and Great Southern retail outlets. Charles and Lee were 
taken by surprise when Florescence was announced overall winner given the quality and variety of finalists. 
Charles sees the win as not just for his business but a great win for the region, a great win for agribusiness, and a 
great win for his staff, who he describes as being fantastic and essential to their success. Charles and Lee plan to 
display the award in the Albany Chamber of Commerce and Industry building and the City of Albany council 
chambers as they strongly believe that this award was not just for Florescence; the public display is a great way 
to acknowledge everyone’s involvement in achieving this prestigious award. The reason for this success is the 
quality of people upstream and downstream from Florescence. Congratulations to Charles and Lee Reynolds, the 
magnificent staff at Florescence, their customers and their supporters in the region on a great achievement they 
can all be proud of. 

MULLALOO SURF LIFE SAVING CLUB — FIFTIETH ANNIVERSARY 

Statement by Member for Ocean Reef 

MR A.P. JACOB (Ocean Reef) [12.51 pm]: I draw the house’s attention to my Mullaloo Surf Life Saving Club 
tie, as this year the club is proudly celebrating 50 years of vigilance and service. The club has achieved Surf Life 
Saving Club of the Year for WA over three successive years and was recognised as the Australian Club of the 
Year in 2005. This success is built upon strong family foundations in which each family member can find 
something to interest them, regardless of age or ability. In the early 1950s, Tony Martin, the local policeman and 
eventually the club’s founding president and life member, was directly responsible for the idea to form the 
Mullaloo Surf Life Saving Club. Margaret Cockman, a noted local pioneer, recalls that Tony Martin, Jack 
Hastings, Ted Scott, herself, and a cohort of other young people often frequented the beach. In 1965 the 
Mullaloo Surf Life Saving Club was incorporated within the WA Surf Life Saving Association. 
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Mullaloo Surf Life Saving Club has since expanded in many areas. In 1991 the City of Wanneroo built a new 
facility that reflected the public need. The final extension in 2000 was jointly funded by the Joondalup council, 
the Lotteries Commission and the surf club. This building is now set to cater for a membership of 2 000 
individuals—an interesting challenge for the club over the next few years. Mullaloo Surf Life Saving Club 
continues to grow and is recognised as one of the premier surf-lifesaving clubs in WA, if not Australia. It is 
fitting that on its fiftieth anniversary three members were recognised with a national medal for their services to 
surf-lifesaving. It was my privilege to present these to club president Anne-Marie Widermanski and life 
members Steve Dargie and David Cronk. These medals were the first to be awarded to not only any Mullaloo 
members, but also to any Western Australian members. It is fitting that these people could be recognised on the 
club’s fiftieth anniversary function last Saturday night.  

MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES — PEEL REGION 

Statement by Member for Mandurah 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [12.53 pm]: I use this opportunity to raise a number of mental health 
concerns in the Peel region as highlighted in a letter to me from local Mandurah resident Mrs A. McKenna. 
I quote her concerns as raised in the letter — 

(1) There are still no 7 day a week Mental Health Services in the Peel region. No services exist at 
all on week-ends until the Mental Health Emergency Response Line come on board at 3 pm on a 
Saturday and Sunday. 

(2) There is a great need for a Step Down Facility and for an Assertive Community Team. 

The Step Down Facility is a step away from hospital into a residential facility where the individual is 
encouraged and assisted to become independant. 

The Assertive Community Team assists the recently discharged with daily contact and with 
medications etc. 

Our neighbouring city of Rockingham with a population of approx 90,000 has both.  

Mandurah with a record growth of approx 5% or 72,000 population has neither. 

It is perhaps still being regarded as the…“fishing village week-ender of old” rather than the second best 
liveable city with a burgeoning community. 

Both the Chief Psychiatrist and the Minister for Mental Health agree there is a need of these in the Peel 
region. 

In his reply to me of the 28th July 2011 Dr Davidson states…“the State Government recognises that the 
URGENT … priority in Western Australia is to improve the way in which individualised care is 
provided and co-ordinated for people …   

Similarly in her reply of the 25thJuly 2011 Minister Morton states…“rehabilitation is best managed in a 
rehabilitation facility or through a dedicated team and the Peel Mental Health Service has identified this 
as a need…unfortunately neither of these options are presently available in Peel and I agree with you 
that there needs to be more done in this area”. 

This is an important issue for people in Peel. We urgently need the services that Mrs McKenna has outlined in 
her letter; and we should have them, given our population growth and demographics.  

KING JAMES BIBLE — 400TH ANNIVERSARY 

Statement by Member for Southern River 

MR P. ABETZ (Southern River) [12.55 pm]: The year 2011 marks the 400th anniversary of the publication of 
the King James Bible, and I wish to commend the organisers of the recent excellent events at St Georges 
Cathedral to mark this important milestone. Although several English translations of the Bible were in use in 
1604, King James I of England appointed 54 scholars to work in seven teams on the translation. They took seven 
years to translate the Bible from the so-called textus receptus manuscripts. Seven of the scholars died during the 
translation period. The publication of the King James Version of the Bible was a momentous occasion, as it 
provided an English version of the Bible for use by ordinary people—although in those days not many could 
afford to buy one. A loose-leaf version cost 10 shillings and a bound version 12 shillings. The King James Bible 
was in universal use in the Church of England of the time, and widespread use among other groups. It is fair to 
say that the publication of the King James Version of the Bible helped shape British culture, and certainly shaped 
the development of the English language, as it set the standard for spelling. Over the years it has undergone 
minor editing to keep pace with the evolution of our language. Then in 1982 a total revision was published 
known as the New King James Version, which is in modern English. It has brought joy, hope and peace 
to millions of people around the world and was the constant companion of our forefathers who settled and 
explored this land.  
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TERRY MASSARA 

Statement by Member for Collie–Preston 

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie–Preston) [12.56]: I rise today to sing the praises of Collie businessman, 
Mr Terry Massara. Terry lost his father when he was 14 years old. One of seven children, he had to do it tough 
when growing up. Money was tight and Terry did odd jobs mowing lawns, delivering milk and whatever else he 
could do to help the family make ends meet. At 16 years of age, Terry started his first job at Coles. He moved on 
to work underground in the coal mining industry and from there branching out to buy a deli, starting a milk 
round and then purchasing the old Western Collieries building with some friends and redesigning and converting 
it into the very successful Banksia Motel. This venture whetted his appetite for business. He then founded 
Coalcliff Plant Hire, starting out with one machine and building the business up to 200 machines with an annual 
turnover of around $20 million, employing 65 mainly local people. Terry has also taken the time to start an 
Indigenous training program within the company. But of special interest is Terry’s commitment to the town of 
Collie. Terry was one of the first directors of Bendigo Bank, a strong advocate for the Collie Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry and, as a revhead, a member of the Collie Motorsport Group committee. Terry has never 
forgotten his humble beginnings. His priority is still his family and friends, and of course his home town of 
Collie. His mother Eileen is very proud of her son. A kind and generous benefactor, he has donated work valued 
at around $250 000 to the Collie Motorplex in the past 10 and a half years and tens of thousands of dollars worth 
of work to other local community groups. If someone is struggling and down on their luck, we can be sure Terry 
will help or find them a job and give them every opportunity to get their life back on track. Terry is always 
willing to help others, often puts others before himself and is a great counsellor to many of his friends. So many 
people come to him for advice or a chat to get things off their chest that there is a running joke—Tezza 1800 
helpline! Terry, the town of Collie salutes you. Thank you for your generosity. 

WANNEROO LIONS CLUB — FORTIETH ANNIVERSARY 

Statement by Member for Wanneroo 

MR P.T. MILES (Wanneroo) [12.58 pm]: I congratulate the Lions Club of Wanneroo, which this year 
celebrates its fortieth anniversary. The club was first established in 1971 with 22 charter members, including 
Wanneroo pioneers Ray Gardiner, Ernie Chitty, Derrick Gibb and Les Turner. Over the years the club has had 
some 150 individual members, some of whom still remain today. Although I am not a founding member, I have 
enjoyed being part of Wanneroo Lions Club for more than 28 years. The club has boasted two district governors 
and three Melvin Jones’ fellowship recipients. Until his death this year, Allyn Bryant was one of WA’s longest 
serving Lions Club members with 40 years’ service. Some of the club’s achievements have included screenings 
for eyesight, hearing problems, blood pressure and cancer; assisting a blind girl with specialised equipment; 
supplying the lifesaving clubs of Quinns and Mullaloo with surf equipment; purchasing a saddle for the Riding 
for the Disabled Association; working with St John Ambulance to purchase a first aid post; and purchasing a 
Hart Walker for a boy with cerebral palsy. Congratulations to all of the Wanneroo Lions, past and present, for 
these fine achievements. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY CHAMBER — MOBILE PHONE AND IPAD USE 

Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams): Members, before we begin question time today, I stay on my feet to 
speak about electronic equipment in this place, particularly mobile phones and iPads. I provide the instruction to 
you that if you are going to bring them in here and use them, they must be on silent mode. My previous 
instruction, particularly with respect to mobile phones, is that you cannot use them for anything other than SMS-
ing. Members must guarantee that iPads are on silent mode. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

MARGARET RIVER BUSHFIRES — PRESCRIBED BURNS 

830. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Minister for Environment: 

Before I ask my question, I acknowledge the presence of the students from Kyilla Primary School in North 
Perth, on behalf of the member for Perth. 

I refer to the bushfire currently out of control in Margaret River and to the minister’s department’s denial today 
that it was negligent in conducting prescribed burns that escaped control. 

(1) Is the minister confident that the Department of Environment and Conservation was not negligent in 
conducting the controlled burns? 



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 24 November 2011] 9867 

 

(2) Can the minister confirm, as he said earlier in the house today, that the prescribed burn lit on 
21 November caused the current fire situation in Margaret River? 

(3) Can the minister confirm that on Monday, 21 November, when the prescribed burn was lit, the weather 
forecast for that week included predicted temperatures for later in the week of 33, 36 and 36 degrees? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for the question. 

(1)–(3) I am confident that the resources and the actions that the Department of Environment and Conservation 
are taking at the moment in putting out the fire are adequate and that they are doing an excellent job. I 
am confident that what they are doing is following procedures. In terms of whether I am confident that 
they are negligent, we will have to look at that down the track in a full investigation. 

 The second question was about 21 November. Can — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Can the minister confirm that the prescribed burn lit on 21 November caused the current fire 
situation in Margaret River? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I cannot categorically confirm that, because that is what will be investigated. But the 
most likely probability at the moment is that that is what probably caused the fire. Can I confirm the weather 
forecast? 

Mr E.S. Ripper: On the day that the fire was lit — 

Mr W.R. MARMION: It is in the newspaper. Everyone knows what the forecasts are. DEC knows what the 
weather forecasts are, and it would have known what the weather forecasts were when it made the decision to do 
the continuation of the controlled burn. 

MARGARET RIVER BUSHFIRES — PRESCRIBED BURNS 

831. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Minister for Environment: 

I have a supplementary question. What involvement has the minister had in approving the risk-management 
policies for the lighting of prescribed burns? I assume the department has a policy about the circumstances in 
which it will run a prescribed burn. What involvement has the minister had in approving such a policy? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

I am not an expert on the actual detail of the policy. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Has the policy ever come to you? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Mr Speaker, the issue about controlled burns is that DEC has the resources. There are 
criteria that it looks that, and the criteria look at the status of the weather. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Did you approve those criteria? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I am not taking interjections, Mr Speaker; I am trying to answer this question. 

Some of the criteria involve forecasts of the weather, the actual condition of the material that is being burnt, and 
also the actual moisture content of the soil. I am confident that the people in DEC monitor the criteria. They do 
controlled burns, they update it, and its quality is improved, and I am confident that the procedures that it has in 
place are adequate. However, if indeed those procedures need to be improved, it is events like fires that we will 
look at, and they may be improved. 

The SPEAKER: Before I give the member for Darling Range the call, I acknowledge in the Speaker’s gallery 
the students from Nagle Catholic College. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: I presume they are from your electorate, Mr Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: They are not from my electorate, member; they are from Geraldton. 

MARGARET RIVER BUSHFIRES — STATUS UPDATE 

832. Mr A.J. SIMPSON to the Minister for Environment: 

Can the minister please update the house on the emergency bushfire situation in Margaret River? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

This is a fairly important issue, and I have some fairly important information to update the house on a number of 
other fires as well. As members will be aware, the emergency bushfire situation has been affecting Ellen Brook, 
and, indeed, the people of the Kilcarnup, Prevelly and Wallcliffe subdivisions in the Shire of Augusta–Margaret 
River. As I said to the house earlier today, the fire was started from a bushfire as a result of an escaped 
controlled burn from the Leeuwin–Naturaliste National Park that was initiated on 6 September. I am advised that 



9868 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 24 November 2011] 

 

the remaining unburnt pocket of bush within the burnt area, as I mentioned before, in the national park caught 
alight, and embers fanned by strong winds escaped the containment lines and caused the fire to spread. I 
mentioned that this morning. 

In terms of what is on the site, as I said earlier this morning, there are 155 personnel from the Fire and 
Emergency Services Authority, there are 250 personnel from the Department of Environment and Conservation, 
and there are 92 volunteers from the volunteer fire and rescue service, local government, bush fire brigades and 
the State Emergency Service, and the bushfire is currently being managed by FESA. I am advised, as I 
mentioned before, that the fire has burnt about 1 800 hectares, and at this stage 20 homes appear to have been 
affected by the fire. As I said, it is a tragedy, and my heart goes out to the owners of those homes. Indeed, I will 
be going down tomorrow, as part of my leadership role, to — 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Mr Speaker, it is very important, as a leader, to provide the resources, the motivation 
and everything that is required for the team to fight a fire. My experience, having been through two bushfires in 
the hills, and also, as the Minister for Environment, having followed up the Lake Clifton bushfire—I went down 
afterwards—is that the last thing that FESA and DEC staff want is the minister going down while they are 
fighting a fire. It is very appropriate that the Premier and the local member are down there to support the 
community. I will go down tomorrow to support my Department of Environment and Conservation staff.  

I want to give an update on the fire. Unfortunately, it has escaped the controlled limits and breached the 
southwest corner, has crossed the river and is burning in and around the Prevelly settlement. Intense direct 
suppression action is occurring. That is the latest update as at one o’clock today. A number of other fires, 
unfortunately, are burning throughout the state, including at Sheepwash, which is 19 kilometres northeast of 
Denmark.  

Mr M.J. Cowper: Nineteen. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I have “19” written here. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: Sorry, I thought you said 90. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: That fire escaped from a DEC prescribed burn and is being managed by DEC. Burning 
has occurred over the last several weeks until Monday, 21 November. Several hop-overs were contained late 
yesterday and last night but strong northerly winds have resulted in a further significant hop-over this morning. 
This is running uncontained and will likely continue south to the edge of adjoining private properties. It is likely 
to remain uncontained until a cool change occurs, which is expected tonight.  

Another fire has escaped from a DEC prescribed burn in Milyeannup, which is 30 kilometres south west of 
Nannup. DEC is managing it. Burning has occurred, again, over the weeks until Monday, 21 November. Strong 
northerly winds resulted in a significant hop-over yesterday, which is running uncontained. It is likely to remain 
uncontained until a cool change occurs, which is expected tonight. Additional multi-agency resources are being 
put on to this fire.  

A fire is burning near the Canning Mills Road east of Gosnells in Martin. This fire originated on a private 
property. The Fire and Emergency Services Authority is managing it and significant Perth hills district DEC 
resources—all available—have been committed. That fire is burning in Korung National Park and an adjoining 
subdivision. That has been declared a level 3 incident. Currently, an uncontained fire is burning at Eneabba near 
Rocky Springs Road and is being jointly managed by DEC and FESA. Another uncontained fire is burning at 
Three Springs on Burma Road Nature Reserve and a section of Brand Highway is closed. 

MARGARET RIVER BUSHFIRES — STATE ALERT SYSTEM 

833. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Emergency Services: 

I refer to the state alert system and the anger of some Margaret River residents who received the alert some hours 
after their houses had burnt down in the fires. 

(1) Does the minister now concede that the system’s effectiveness is seriously in question when on the last 
two occasions it was deployed, it failed to deliver timely advice to residents?  

(2) What was done to upgrade the system following similar complaints in the Perth hills bushfires? 

(3) How can Western Australians be confident that they will be alerted in plenty of time to defend their 
homes and protect their families in this upcoming fire season? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

(1)–(3) In relation to the state alert system, yes; I was made aware that some residents in the south west 
received the message after the fire had gone through their area. I was told that is a very, very small part 
and there was a bit of a blip there. Let me say first of all that the state alert system is only one of the 
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facilities used for advising people about fires and what to do. The Fire and Emergency Services 
Authority has spent an absolute fortune this year and worked tirelessly with the Department of 
Environment and Conservation, local governments, bush fire brigades and other agencies to try to get a 
message out to residents about exactly what they should do. If they see or smell smoke or see flames — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: That is why there is the headline “Chaos” on the front page of the paper.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Why does the member not listen? Why does she not give her mouth a rest for five minutes 
and listen for a change? Then she will get the answer. I am saying that FESA uses other methods to provide 
updates and encourages residents to use them. The ABC, as I said this morning, is providing a fantastic service. 
It gives out broadcasts on a regular basis to warn people and update people on dangerous situations and the way 
fires are coming. People can also go on the internet and look at the FESA website to see exactly what is 
happening. I think there is also a telephone number for people to use to find out more up-to-date information. 
Police and FESA travel around the areas and use loudspeaker hailers to warn people of fires that are coming.  

Yes, there was a hiccup with one particular area, which got the message when it was more focused for the outer 
area. They are always going to be a bit behind the eight ball. Rather than send the message only to a peripheral 
area, FESA will send it to that area and the one where the fire is at that time as an added bit of insurance to try to 
get people to evacuate quickly. It is unfortunate, but sometimes they will not have had the chance to send the text 
messages out to some areas. As happened in the Kelmscott–Roleystone area, one or two properties will suddenly 
get burnt because of the huge height of the flames and the speed of the fire because of the gusts of wind that 
come through. It is inevitable that we will not cover every possible angle, but FESA certainly does its best. We 
did not have the state alert system prior to a couple of years ago. It is an additional facility to help people. We 
will continue to improve it. We are one of the only states with a system that can be deployed so quickly. Other 
states are still looking at it. 

MARGARET RIVER BUSHFIRES — STATE ALERT SYSTEM 

834. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Emergency Services:  

I have a supplementary question. The minister did not answer my question about what has been done to look at 
the system since the Perth hills fires complaints; and does he stand by his claim in this place in March 2009 that 
WA leads the nation with this technology?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

What has the Fire and Emergency Services Authority done to improve the state alert system? FESA continually 
and consistently tries to improve the system that it already has. We can always do better in everything. 
Technology gets better as the weeks, months and years go by. That is what FESA is doing; it continually and 
consistently tries to improve the state alert system to make it better than it was the year before, and it will 
continue to do that. Do I maintain my claim that WA was leading the way? We certainly were at the time.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: But not anymore.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That is the member’s view and she is entitled to her opinion. If she wants to run down — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: You said, “at the time”.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I stand by my claim.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: That is what you just said.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Who rattled the member’s cage? I am talking to this member here; I am answering her 
question.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You are contradicting yourself.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member should wake up and listen to everything that is being said. I stand by what I 
said at the time. Certainly we will always try to continue to lead the nation in technology and firefighting 
abilities, as we do in other areas. 

HMAS SYDNEY II MEMORIAL 

835. Mr J.M. FRANCIS to the Deputy Premier: 

Can the Deputy Premier please advise the house of the support that the Liberal–National government has 
provided for the Mt Scott memorial to the lost sailors of HMAS Sydney II in Geraldton? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

I thank the member for the question. The member for Geraldton is absent from the chamber, but he is very well 
aware of what we have been able to do in this state to support recognition of the events that occurred 70 years 
ago during the Second World War. As members are aware, there is a memorial in Geraldton. A commemorative 
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event was held, supported by the Eventscorp regional scheme in conjunction with royalties for regions funding, 
to recognise the events that occurred with the sinking of HMAS Sydney II. The event hosted 2 000 visitors at the 
site to honour the crew of the vessel. The next component of that commemorative site has been added, which is a 
commemorative pool called the Pool of Remembrance. Given it is the time of the year when we recognise those 
who are lost in service when supporting this nation, it is fantastic that we were able to add that fifth element to 
commemorate that service.  

I am very aware of the actions on the member for Jandakot’s part. He had a picture of those members who were 
lost when HMAS Sydney II sank and he was able to display it in the Parliament in the members’ bar. I thought 
that was an excellent move on the member’s part. I was concerned to hear that some people were not happy with 
that; I do not know who they were, but it is very important that we recognise those who were lost at sea. 

Comments were made to the extent that it was inappropriate to have pictures of people who are deceased on the 
walls in Parliament. However, if that were the case, an awful lot of the pictures we see on the walls would have 
to be taken down. In fact, in our party room, there might be a few pictures that would have to be taken down as 
well. 

Mr Speaker, I think it is very good of you to make that photo available to make sure that people not only 
recognise the loss of all those sailors’ lives—645 sailors lost at sea—but also continue to remember their 
contribution to Australia. 

DRUG OVERDOSE DEATHS — POLICE PRESS RELEASE 

836. Mr M.P. WHITELY to the Minister for Police: 

I refer to a press release put out by police media on 18 November 2011, which states — 

Year to date, there have been 66 suspected drug overdose deaths, 14 of which are suspected to be heroin 
related. Additionally, there have been 52 reported deaths linked to the suspected abuse of prescription 
type drugs during the same period. 

Minister, the media report was somewhat ambiguous. I am asking whether the 66 suspected drug overdose 
deaths include the 52 deaths attributed to prescription drugs or whether the total number of drug overdose deaths 
in 2011 identified by the police on 18 November is 118? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

The member should have given me a bit of notice of the question. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr M.P. Whitely: It was in Saturday’s paper: this was put out by your own department on 18 November. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No; this was put out by WA Police and not by my — 

Mr M.P. Whitely: We are talking about either 66 or 118 people who died. Don’t you know? 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, you have asked the question and I believe the Minister for Police is 
endeavouring to answer it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Mr Speaker, I do not have the information with me. I do not think I have, unless I have it 
in my papers somewhere. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: I can’t believe that you don’t know. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will try to get the answer for the member before the close of business. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: But you should know. It was in Saturday’s paper. 

DRUG OVERDOSE DEATHS — POLICE PRESS RELEASE 

837. Mr M.P. WHITELY to the Minister for Police: 

I have a supplementary question. Since he became the Minister for Police, I have raised in Parliament the issue 
of prescription drug abuse at least eight times and at least three times directly with the minister.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: What is the question? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: The minister has done nothing. Fifty-two people have died. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: What is the question? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Fifty-two people have died! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, I am going to give you the opportunity to ask the question. 
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Mr M.P. WHITELY: It is a simple question, minister: how many more Western Australians are going to die 
before you either act or retire? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

I find that I have nothing but contempt for the member in the way that he put the question. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: I have nothing but contempt for you. You are useless and lazy. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Bassendean, I suggest you withdraw those comments. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I withdraw. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr M.P. Whitely: What! What! He doesn’t advance! One hundred and eighteen people die and he does not 
have to answer! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, I heard the Minister for Police indicate to this house that he is going 
to provide that information by the end of the day, if he can do that. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: He doesn’t even read police media release reports. You don’t even read the media reports 
from the police. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: It is either 66 or 118 people who have died; 52 of which I have warned you about and you 
have done nothing about it! You can’t pretend that you don’t know what is going on. I told you that would 
happen and it has happened. Fifty-two people are dead! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, you have had an opportunity to ask a question. You will have other 
opportunities in this place to ask questions and also to make grievances and a range of other possibilities that this 
Parliament provides. I understand where you are coming from. You need to understand where I am coming from 
as well. I formally call you to order for the third time today. 

AUSTRALIAN BUREAU OF STATISTICS DATA — WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ECONOMY 

838. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Treasurer: 

I refer to the Australian Bureau of Statistics data released yesterday. Will the Treasurer inform the house about 
what these statistics say about Western Australia and our contribution to the national economy and, more 
specifically, how these figures relate to bankruptcies and receiverships? 

Mr C.C. PORTER replied: 

I thank the member for the question. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You have the answer to my question now! 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I will get to you, member for Midland; because I do have the answer now. It is just a shame 
that the member did not have the question right! 

The recent Australian Bureau of Statistics data shows that the state’s gross state product grew by 3.5 per cent in 
2010–11. In actual fact—I will make a quick comment on this in a moment—it could and should have been 
better than that. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: It is below average. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: It is below its average; in fact, it is around about where it was in 2004. Of course, some 
economic circumstances prevailing now internationally did not exist in 2004, but I will come to that in a 
moment. The ABS data indicates that if Western Australia were a nation in its own right, albeit I am not 
suggesting that it should be, but if it were — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: The Premier is absent—it may be now is a good time! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: If Western Australia were a nation, it would be inside the top 50 economies in the world—
in fact, we would be forty-seventh. According to the media reports, which I think are fairly accurate, based on 
this information, if things continue the way they have been, Western Australia looks set to be a bigger economy 
than Ireland and, soon, Portugal. 
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Several members interjected. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: It is fair to say that there are upward and downward movers on the charts—just like the pop 
hits! However, what is very interesting about this is that when we look at that 3.5 per cent growth figure as 
industry gross value added, mining only contributed to the tune of 1.6 per cent. Other parts of the Western 
Australian economy are very strong contributors to growth. In fact, the ABS data indicates that all the other 
contributions from industry were mostly positive, with agriculture the exception; no doubt due to the droughts 
we had last year. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: It was down 36 per cent. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: What we have across the board is very positive growth to the economy. Another very 
interesting part of the statistic is that when we look at it on an expenditure basis—business investment is 12.6 per 
cent and household consumption 4.5 per cent; both very strong—the contracting figures show that construction 
work has increased, with a 58 per cent jump in engineering spending in the last three months to September. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Local content. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Indeed. It is showing that the growth is starting to filter through into the areas that we were 
hoping it would. 

One of the reasons that we could and should be better than this is the lack of infrastructure. The one thing other 
than prevailing economic circumstances that is preventing the state from growing at higher rates than that is 
infrastructure bottlenecks. At the same time that we are growing at 3.5 per cent and are 15 per cent of the overall 
economy, we spend well less than 10 per cent of the commonwealth spend on infrastructure in this state—well 
less, even though we are one of the most capital-intensive economies on earth. 

The very last part of the member’s question was: how does this relate to bankruptcies? Yes, the member for 
Midland asked a question about bankruptcies yesterday and I did have a little look at those figures. If we have 
that type of growth, it would seem counterintuitive that bankruptcies would be going up. I agree with that. There 
might be two explanations. One I offered yesterday is that the figures are not the best measure. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Tuesday—not yesterday. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: One I offered on Tuesday is that the figures are not the best measure and they are 
measuring churn rather than distress in the economy. One of the other possibilities is that the figures were not 
right! We have had a little look at those figures. Three things were put. First, that the appointment of receivers by 
secured lenders increased by 52 per cent for the first nine months of 2011, compared with the same period 
in 2010. That is basically correct. The problem there is that there is such a small number of appointments of 
receivers by secured lenders in WA—usually 150 to 200—that taking a nine-month to nine-month snapshot 
gives wild variations. But that figure is correct, albeit not a very good measure. Second, the member told us that 
WA now has the highest rate of mortgages and housing stress according to the National Centre for Economic 
Modelling—that is, WA at 14 per cent housing stress with the next highest being New South Wales at 12 per 
cent. Is the document I am holding up for the member the document those figures came from? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: It may well be.  

Mr C.C. PORTER: I will table it because it is interesting to note that this is the authoritative document and that, 
instead of showing that WA has the highest rate of mortgages and housing stress, it shows that WA has the 
lowest rate of mortgages and housing stress. I will table that. It seems interesting to me that the member for 
Midland would get it absolutely 100 per cent wrong in her first question in three months. In fact, WA has the 
equal lowest percentage of mortgages and housing stress at nine per cent. I table the document. 

[See paper 4259.] 

Mr C.C. PORTER: The third thing that the member for Midland said was that Western Australia was the worst 
state performer on bankruptcies with September quarter bankruptcies up by over 40 per cent. Now that data, it 
seems to me, was from the Insolvency and Trustees Service Australia and I will table that as well. WA did not 
have a quarterly increase in bankruptcies of 40 per cent. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected.  

Mr C.C. PORTER: The member’s question was this: why is Western Australia the worst state performer on 
bankruptcies with September quarter bankruptcies up by over 40 per cent? The shadow Treasurer does not know 
what a quarter is! Is a quarter three months or nine months, member? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Don’t you know? 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Funnily enough, the member is the one who does not know what a quarter is, and she wants 
to be the Treasurer of Western Australia. The almost forty-seventh largest economy in the world, and we want 
someone who does not know what an economic quarter is! 
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Mrs M.H. Roberts: It’s taken you two days to come up with this rubbish. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: It took you four months to get the question wrong! Four months—and she got two of the 
questions completely wrong. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! The Attorney General will return to the substance of the question. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Indeed, it was not merely that the member was not looking at a quarter; she was not 
looking, as the question suggested, at total bankruptcies, but at a very selective part of bankruptcies. When 
members of the house look at total bankruptcies and compare the 2010–11 financial year with the 2009–10 
financial year, bankruptcies were down 10.5 per cent, and total insolvency activity was also down by 9.8 per 
cent. Interestingly, when that is looked at even as a percentage of the total Australian economy—we are 10 per 
cent of the population and about 15 per cent of the total economy—and that data is compared, members will see 
that we do much better than almost all the other states. If members look at New South Wales, they will see that 
they are well above their population share in bankruptcies and insolvencies. The same with Victoria. We are well 
below our share of the national economy at 15 per cent, and we are decreasing as the economy grows. The 
economy is doing well. The benefits are starting to flow through to all income categories, to the types of local 
content industries that we want and also to small business. That has been, quite contrary to what the shadow 
Treasurer suggests, clearly reflected in the data that we would expect it to be reflected in. 

The SPEAKER: Attorney General, you suggested there was another document you were going to table. I 
presume it has already been taken by the attendant. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: It has already been taken. 

[See paper 4260.] 

ENERGY — RESIDENTIAL FEED-IN TARIFF SCHEME 

839. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Treasurer: 

I refer to the latest blow-out in the solar feed-in tariff scheme announced by the Premier yesterday. 

(1) Has the Treasurer received, and what is, the preliminary advice in relation to the cost of the blow-out? 

(2) Was the Premier correct when he said the blow-out was “nothing like $500 million”? 

(3) When did the Minister for Energy first advise the Treasurer of this emerging problem? 

(4) What responsibility does the government take for these failures? 

Mr C.C. PORTER replied: 

(1)–(4) The first part of the member’s question was whether I confirm the Premier’s assessment of the blow-
out. I remember what the Premier said yesterday. The second part of the member’s question was right. 
The Premier said that a blow-out or a cost increase for the feed-in tariff will be nothing like 
$500 million. That is absolutely correct; it will be nothing like that figure. 

Mr M. McGowan interjected.  

Mr C.C. PORTER: Perhaps if I just answer the member’s question. It is a complicated area. I will give 
members some background, and I will give a fair answer to the member’s question. I think we should start with 
the mechanics of the feed-in tariff. The feed-in tariff revolves around applicants making certain undertakings and 
the government making certain undertakings. The cost of that can be measured over the budget out years, the 
four years, but also over the period that those undertakings are made for, which heads out to 10 years. 

People undertake to have the photovoltaics installed, have the inverter capacity, and the government undertakes 
to buy from them the electricity they generate over what they use. That amount of money is obviously subsidised 
by the taxpayer. The total quantum of that subsidy over four years is one cost measure; over 10 years, it is 
another cost measure. The history of it, as the member would know, is that both parties made election promises 
that they would fund that subsidy to the tune of $23 million, which was the four-year figure. Originally, I think 
that was an election promise from Labor at a 40c gross feed-in tariff. When we came to government and had 
information from the Office of Energy, we changed that subsidy to a 40c-a-kilowatt-hour net feed-in tariff, and 
then we made another change. The reason we made that secondary change, which occurred around about 
21 May, was that the uptake to the scheme had been very, very strong. Without some form of cap, the cost above 
what was budgeted for would have been very, very large. Indeed, as it was, with the conscious decision that 
cabinet made to cap that system at 150 megawatts, the cost of doing that, which is to say increasing the capacity 
and setting a cap at 150 megawatts, around the four-year period was about $100 million. That was government 
policy: in excess, a conscious decision was made to increase it to $100 million. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: What was the 10-year cost of government policy?  
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Mr C.C. PORTER: I will get to that in a moment. What is interesting to observe is that we as a government 
came under immense criticism from the opposition for putting that cap on the system. The opposition’s position 
seemed to be that there was not a cap. What I can absolutely guarantee is that, as the subsidy was so generous, 
without a cap the applications would never have stopped and the costs would have been basically exponential. 
The opposition’s criticism of us at that time was that there should not have been a cap. Indeed, I think the 
shadow minister in charge in the other place put in a petition stating that the cap should be gotten rid of—which 
of course would have increased the cost.  

Over four years, at a mixture of 40c net kilowatt hour and 20c net kilowatt hour, we said the cost would be about 
$100 million—that is, give or take a few million, but, for brevity’s sake, let us say $100 million. Not only did we 
put a cap on the total quantum of 150 megawatts, we also had some other timing conditions; namely, people had 
to complete a correct and full application form by 30 June 2011 and prove that the energy system would be 
installed and connected to the grid by 30 September 2011 to get the 40c-a-kilowatt rate. Everyone else could 
apply after 1 July to 2011 for the 20c-a-kilowatt rate, but that the cap would be at 150 megawatts. 

The next part of the member’s question was: when did I become aware that there may have been a breach of that 
150-megawatt cap? I became aware shortly before the last Economic and Expenditure Reform Committee 
meeting, which from recollection was early November, but I would have to check that date. The advice that 
came from the Office of Energy in preparation for that last EERC meeting struck the Premier, our respective 
officers and me as likely being inaccurate; that is to say that the 150-megawatt cap and the number of 
applications received did not appear to us to be well counted. It may well have been that there was a breach of 
the 150-megawatt cap.  

Mr M. McGowan: Whose responsibility is that? 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Immediately, it is the responsibility of the Office of Energy, which administers the scheme. 
But the member’s question is this: over four years the scheme — 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I am answering the member’s question. Over four years this scheme was budgeted at about 
$100 million. Over four years, will there be a cost increase of that $100 million to $600 million—that is, a 
$500 million increase? Absolutely not. Over the 10-year period, the cost is roughly a $300 million program, 
based on the 150-megawatt cap and the mixed 40c and 20c feed-in tariff. The member’s question is: will that 
$300 million turn into $800 million? The answer is—absolutely not. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Will it turn into $500 million? Come on—answer that. 

The SPEAKER: The Leader of the Opposition! 

Mr C.C. PORTER: The final figure will depend upon an application-by-application audit by Treasury that is 
underway at the moment and that, frankly, will take some time. My view would be, based on my very 
preliminary observations, and the Treasury’s preliminary look at this, is that the cap of 150 megawatts was likely 
breached. How substantial was that breach? It was nothing like $500 million; it was nothing of that order. It is 
likely to be a moderate breach, but that will require a full audit. The information that the member has been 
receiving that either the four or the 10-year cost will be $500 million greater than what was budgeted — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: It is $500 million in total. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: That information is absolutely incorrect. The reason I know that is that we have had a very 
preliminary look at it. It will be nothing like that. We have gone through this audit process because I do not have 
faith in the preliminary information that we have been given. 

ENERGY — RESIDENTIAL FEED-IN TARIFF SCHEME 

840. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Treasurer: 

I have a supplementary question. What is the preliminary advice on exactly what the cost of the program will be 
over the 10-year period, and was the advice that was given to the Treasurer, which he has said he does not have 
faith in, given to him by the Minister for Energy? 

Mr C.C. PORTER replied: 

No. The costings originally were done by the Office of Energy. 

Mr M. McGowan: Who gave you the advice? 

Mr C.C. PORTER: It made submissions to — 

Mr M. McGowan: They go through the minister. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I can answer the member’s question. If he believes he has the answer — 

Mr M. McGowan: You’re not answering it. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 24 November 2011] 9875 

 

Mr C.C. PORTER: That information came from the Office of Energy. I do not think, and Treasury does not 
think, that that has been put together in an accurate, orderly and appropriate fashion, and that is why we are 
conducting an audit of that information. That does not seem to me to be an unreasonable thing to do. 

The next part of the supplementary question was: what is the preliminary estimate of any potential cost overrun? 

Mr E.S. Ripper: No, the total cost. 

Mr M. McGowan: The total cost over 10 years. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: What is the preliminary estimate of the overrun leading to a preliminary estimate of the 
total cost? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr C.C. PORTER: The whole point of running an audit is that we are coming up with that preliminary 
estimate. What I can say, member, is that it is nothing like that $500 million figure that the member has quoted. 

MENTAL HEALTH FACILITIES — SMOKING POLICY 

841. Dr J.M. WOOLLARD to the Minister for Health: 

The minister has said that he supports reintroducing smoking in mental hospitals. This will harm patients and 
lead to more aggressive behaviour. 

(1) Have costings been sought for legal cases against the state? 

(2) Each year a state is awarded the dirty ashtray award for its lack of action on tobacco control. Will the 
minister accept my dirty ashtray award for his support for reintroducing smoking in WA? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(1)–(2) There would have been a time when I had a dirty ashtray of my own. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: But you do love an award, though, Minister for Health! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I do like an award, yes. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am pleased to say that if the member gave me the dirty ashtray, I would no longer have a 
use for it. 

I do not think this state would be anywhere near likely to get a dirty ashtray award. This state government has 
done an enormous amount, as did the previous government, in reducing the incidence of smoking in this state. 
With the massive amount of work that this state has done in reducing smoking, it would be an absolute travesty 
of justice if the state that has the lowest incidence of smoking in Australia were to get a dirty ashtray award. 

Now I will get down to the specifics of why the member might want to give me a dirty ashtray award, and that 
relates to the issue of people confined in a mental institution being able to smoke. It does fall under my 
responsibility as Minister for Health, even though the Minister for Mental Health has responsibility for mental 
institutions. It has been stated by the Minister for Mental Health that she will take to cabinet a proposal to change 
what occurs for those involuntary patients. My understanding—I have not seen it yet as it obviously has not 
reached cabinet for a decision—is that it revolves around the fact that the mental health facility site will remain 
smoke-free for all voluntary patients. If a patient at Royal Perth Hospital wants to smoke, they are not allowed to 
smoke on the hospital grounds, but they can, and do, go off-site for a cigarette. People who are involuntarily 
detained at an institution do not have that opportunity. The proposal that has been put forward is that an 
enclosure be created outside that facility in the open to allow those patients who are addicted to cigarettes to 
have a cigarette. On the member’s comment that I support that proposal, I have said that that matter will come 
before cabinet and the government will make a decision on whether it supports that proposal. 

MENTAL HEALTH FACILITIES — SMOKING POLICY 

842. Dr J.M. WOOLLARD to the Minister for Health: 

I have a supplementary question. The minister did not answer the question about whether he has sought legal 
costings. Does he accept that this will harm patients who have a mental illness? 
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Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

I think I did answer that question. I do not think the minister was listening properly. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Don’t make her a minister! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I assure members that that was not a Freudian slip! 

I did answer that question in a sense. Why would I seek legal advice when the question has yet to be put? 

NORTH WEST STRATA PROPERTIES — INSURANCE PREMIUMS 

843. Mr T.G. STEPHENS to the Minister for Lands: 

I note that the minister is responsible for the issue of strata titles and properties. I refer to the recent excessive 
spikes in insurance renewals for strata titles above the twenty-sixth parallel as a result of last year’s cyclone 
events in Queensland. 

(1) Is the minister aware that a majority of insurance companies have increased premiums for strata 
properties in the north west above a value of $5 million by approximately 800 to 900 per cent? 

(2) Considering the vast unpopulated areas along the north west WA coastline, where cyclones can cross 
without causing much damage at all, does the state government endorse such penalties being applied to 
strata title owners in the region in a similar fashion to those that have been applied in the densely 
populated regions of far north Queensland? 

(3) Will the minister take immediate steps and negotiate with the major insurers to rethink this grossly 
unfair increase before it has a major effect on investment in the region? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

I thank the member for Pilbara for a very good question. 

(1)–(3) Yes, I am aware of that. In fact, just a couple of days ago I met with an insurance agent who provides 
those services, and we had a long and detailed discussion about this. My office is currently looking at 
how we might meet with some of the representative bodies of insurance companies to look at this issue. 
The member is right that, after the floods in Queensland, insurance companies have taken a look at 
issues in the far north of Australia and have decided that that might be an area in which they no longer 
wish to be involved. Obviously, we are very concerned about that happening in a state such as Western 
Australia, with a major development proposal for the north west. We certainly do not endorse it. In fact, 
I will be working very hard to ensure that we get a clear understanding of why that is occurring, and the 
government will work with them to ensure that that does not happen.  

We are currently looking at the building methods being undertaken for the apartments being constructed 
in Karratha through the Karratha City of the North proposal. High-density housing is being built in 
South Hedland at the moment, and there are hotel proposals for the waterfront in Port Hedland. There is 
a massive amount of construction going on. I would have thought that it would be very possible for our 
government to work closely with the insurance industry, firstly, to try to understand why it is making 
that decision and, secondly, to ensure that we — 

Mr P.C. Tinley: Why haven’t you? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I have. 

Mr P.C. Tinley: You haven’t told us what you’ve actually done; you’ve only told us what you might do. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Again, I am well and truly aware of it. I do not endorse it. 

Mr P.C. Tinley: The Minister for Environment is aware of a fire in Margaret River, but what’s he doing about 
it? 

The SPEAKER: Member for Willagee! 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: It must have been very disappointing to the member for Willagee when the Treasurer stood 
today and detailed how the local content in Western Australia seems to be increasing rapidly. That means that his 
load of rhetoric over months and months amounts to nothing. That is probably what he adds to the Parliament—
nothing. 

We have seen today a clear example of how a government governs and how an opposition opposes. The member 
for Pilbara has asked a valuable question. I am well and truly aware of it. It is a problem that I not only am aware 
of, but also will be actively involved in solving. 
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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 

Twenty-first Report — “Parliamentary Inspector’s Report concerning Telecommunication Interceptions  
and Legal Professional Privilege” — Tabling 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [2.49 pm]: Just briefly, I was touching on the issue of the toner rip-off report tabled by 
the Corruption and Crime Commission in Parliament today. If the CCC is tabling reports directly with the 
Parliament and not through the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, it is 
important that it be incumbent upon the government or the minister concerned to ensure that there is a proper 
response to the issues raised in reports. This report clearly states that WA state and local government public 
officers had paid at least $415 000 too much for toner cartridges. Therefore, we need to find out exactly what has 
happened in order to get back that $415 000 — 

The SPEAKER: Members! The member on his feet is delivering a report, and that could possibly have 
happened earlier today. I would like to be able to hear him, I am sure that Hansard would like to be able to hear 
him and there are other people in this place who might also like to hear the member for Perth. A little less 
conversation, please. 

Mr J.N. HYDE: We need to find out exactly what has occurred in order to get back that $415 000. We have set 
up a lot of time, money and oversight into the CCC; the CCC does a very good job in exposing these sorts of 
operations. It is then incumbent upon the Parliament and the ministers responsible to use that important 
information tabled directly to Parliament to find out what has happened to the money and what we will do to 
ensure that this does not happen again. 

I finish with the important report from the parliamentary inspector that our committee tabled regarding 
telecommunications interceptions and legal professional privilege by harking back and saying that this issue 
originally came to the inspector’s attention after a story was published in The West Australian about the phone 
conversations between Mr Brian Burke and his lawyer being listened to by CCC officers and then the summaries 
being passed on. The inspector made the comment in his report that after he had looked through the transcript of 
evidence at the criminal proceedings, it was revealed that the newspaper article was accurate in the respect 
indicated, and his inquiries further revealed that the calls were only ever listened to by commission monitors and 
not by investigators. 

IRON ORE AGREEMENTS LEGISLATION 
 (AMENDMENT, TERMINATION AND REPEALS) BILL 2011 

IRON ORE AGREEMENTS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2011 

Government Business Time Allocation to Member for Pilbara — Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [2.53 pm]: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the member for Pilbara to speak 
for up to half an hour during the time allocated for government business on Thursday, 24 November 
2011 in relation to the Iron Ore Agreements Legislation (Amendment, Termination and Repeals) Bill 
2011 and the Iron Ore Agreements Legislation Amendment Bill 2011. 

In preparing to move this motion to suspend standing orders, I had a conversation with the member for Pilbara 
and he told me that he is quite happy to make a speech of about five minutes on the substantive motion and he 
feels that will be enough time to make the contribution he needs to make to the second reading debate on these 
bills, in which case, we would have to take a vote that would obviously be passed and the motion would then 
simply drop off the notice paper.  

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [2.54 pm]: I thank the Leader of the House for moving this motion and I 
thank the Premier as well, because unfortunately the member for Pilbara could not be in this place on Tuesday 
and Wednesday due to unforeseen circumstances and was unable to make his speech on an issue of great 
importance to his electorate, which is of course the Pilbara. The Premier most graciously offered this opportunity 
for him to make a speech, which of course has now delayed the entire business of the Parliament of Western 
Australia. I hope, in light of all the effort that has been gone to for the member for Pilbara, that his speech is 
profound and worthy of the enormous effort that has been gone to by the highest leaders in the state to allow him 
this opportunity to make a speech. I am sure that all members will be listening to ensure that what he says is of 
such great importance that it is worthy of this opportunity. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Rockingham, I am in fact looking forward to giving the member for Pilbara the 
call; however, we first need to pass this motion.  

Question put and passed. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Pilbara! 
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Government Business Time Allocation to Member for Pilbara 

MR T.G. STEPHENS (Pilbara) [2.55 pm]: Thank you, Mr Speaker! I think the Leader of the House must have 
misheard me; I said I was going to speak for five hours!  

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: I would have thought it was more sincere if I had not been chucked out in the first place, 
but there we go, I am here. I do not want to speak at length on the Iron Ore Agreements Legislation Amendment 
Bill 2011 and the Iron Ore Agreements Legislation (Amendment, Termination And Repeals) Bill 2011, which 
are now in fact in front of the upper house. It was an unusual situation to find myself suddenly outside the house 
when I wanted to contribute to a debate. I might say that although it is the first time it has happened to me in the 
Assembly, it is not the first time it has happened to me in my parliamentary career. I once found myself outside 
the Legislative Council during the debate on native title and I had to supply all my speech notes to my colleagues 
to deliver my contribution on my behalf, and they even had my speech notes incorporated into Hansard. 

The expansion that is going on in the Pilbara at the moment, and has been going on for the last 10 years, is 
extraordinary by any standards. It is an expansion that will produce great benefit to Western Australia, and that 
benefit will be increased for the wider community of Western Australia as a result of the passage of this 
legislation that will see the increased flow of benefit to the coffers of the government of Western Australia. The 
briefings that have been provided to opposition members from the government and the resources sector have 
explained to us the changes that will occur and the way that these changes will open up enhanced prospects for 
the expansion of the major operations of the Pilbara associated with BHP Billiton and Rio Tinto iron ore 
operations. The prospects for expanded operations will now pass through a range of milestones that people will 
look to with great interest, because they are milestones that will be achieved only if the international market 
opportunities for iron ore to our major companies stay in place in ways that will continue to make the expansion 
of the iron ore industry’s ports and mining facilities necessary as a result of the strong customer demand. This 
week we have quite clearly seen some concern expressed in international markets, in particular with our major 
customer China, about whether that demand will stay as strong for as long as had previously been anticipated. 
Everyone will watch with great interest exactly what will happen to that market opportunity. However, the types 
of developments and changes to the way the corporations are proposing to operate in the Pilbara so that they 
become and stay the most efficient and productive operators in the mining and export of iron ore will position 
the state and those companies very well to be competitive in the international trading of iron ore. 

I could have delivered a long contribution to this debate other than for the fact that I was otherwise detained by 
presumably the ill humour that comes from extensive travel on the part of others!  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Hear, hear!  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Whatever it was that caused it, I felt like a mere innocent party! 

An opposition member interjected. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Did the member say “innocent bystander”?  

Mr P. Papalia: Collateral damage. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It is the member for Rockingham’s fault.  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Whose ever fault it was, I feel largely like an innocent party who suddenly lost an 
opportunity to speak.  

Mr M. McGowan interjected.  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: That is right. I will not delay the house any longer. The bills have passed and are being 
dealt with in the upper house. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: They will be next week.  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: They received notice. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: They can be dealt with next Wednesday.  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: There was an offer from the government that would have provided a delay; that delay 
would have caused an unnecessary delay in the appointment of the Leader of the upper House to the Agent 
General spot! I think that is the basic problem that would have been caused by waiting for my speech. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: That is an unfounded rumour, I’m told.  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Whatever the nature of the need to have the bill sent to the upper house and dealt with 
quickly, it was accommodated both by the offer from the leader here and by the — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: The urgency is because the revenue is already in the budget.  
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Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Be that as it may, the legislation had the support of the opposition and, as the local 
member of Parliament representing that region for now a long time, it is appropriate that my comments be 
recorded that we support the passage of this legislation. We note that it will produce some increased revenue 
benefits to the state. It, hopefully, will produce increased benefit to the people of the region that produces that 
wealth. For me, I cannot help but see, as I immerse myself in that region, many indicators that the health of the 
region is not secure. A healthy region is a region in which there is a well-integrated community connected firmly 
across all sections of the region and all age groups. In many ways, sometimes it is almost the contrasting tales of 
two cemeteries that tell the complexity of that region. When we drive past the Port Hedland cemetery we cannot 
help but notice that that community is well linked with generations of people who stay connected to that 
community. When we drive past the cemetery in Karratha we note that the graves number about 10 or 15 at 
most. That is the number for a very large community that is very slightly connected to that region, but not 
connected as securely as it should be; it is a community that comes in too quickly, leaves too rapidly and does 
not have the chance to take up the opportunities of intergenerational connection with a region that has great 
prospects.  

The passage of this legislation will produce benefit to the coffers of the Western Australian government, which, 
hopefully, will benefit the people of that region in the first place. That, of course, will be at the whim and 
discretion of the government of the day. If this government delivers upon its pre-election commitments in its 
agreement to form government, that will happen. If it engages in sleight of hand, there is a real risk that this 
opportunity from rapid expansion and increased flow of benefit that comes as a result of the passage of this 
legislation will not deliver the benefits the people of all sections of that community deserve. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2011 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 23 November. 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury — Minister for Local Government) [3.05 pm] — in reply: Before I was 
rudely interrupted by private members’ time, I had spoken for 10 minutes on chief executive officer 
remunerations. I referred to how, in its 2011 report, the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal stated that it considers 
a heap of issues when it determines CEO salaries. I also flagged that SAT’s intention in its next analysis is to 
explore further tensions between the upward pressure of CEO salaries and the second tier of specialist positions 
in local government and the limited capacity that smaller local governments have to pay.  

The actual remuneration allowances will be a matter for the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal to determine. SAT 
has very long experience in determining the appropriate levels of salaries, be they for local government or 
members of Parliament et cetera. In response to the queries from the member for Warnbro and the member for 
Cockburn, the 2011 report of the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal on CEO salaries included a schedule that 
shows what has been recommended. I think the member for Warnbro asked me to get a list of the bandwidths for 
local governments. I have done that and I table that report for the member, which gives a list of the bandwidths 
he requested. 

[See paper 4261.] 

Mr P. Papalia: Did you identify which councils are exceeding the bands, because that was the question? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: No; I do not have the information on the salaries paid. That list contains the 
bandwidths, because it is current for each local government.  

Mr P. Papalia: You don’t have visibility of which councils are exceeding the guidelines?  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I do not have a complete list. I presume I will have to ask each council, but that gives 
the list of bandwidths for each council.  

Mr P. Papalia: I may be able to help you out. I had some information in that regard.  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: As I understand it, nearly 40 per cent of local governments pay beyond the 
recommendations. SAT surveys local governments, and the results are on pages 5 and 6 of the report I just 
tabled.  

The member for Forrestfield also asked what type of allowances are included in a CEO’s salary package. The 
tribunal addressed this in its latest report. If it is okay, I will read an extract from it —  

Each of the following is considered an appropriate component of a CEO’s Total Reward Package.  

• Base salary  
• Annual leave loading  
• Associated FBT accrued  
• Association membership fees  
• Attraction/retention allowance  
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• Benefit value of provision of motor vehicle for private use  
• Cash bonus and performance incentives  
• Cash in lieu of vehicle  
• Fitness club fees  
• Grooming/clothing allowance  
• Health insurance subsidy  
• Private phone  
• Recognition programme benefits  
• School fees and child’s uniforms … 
• Superannuation  
• Travel or any other benefit taken in lieu of salary  
• Unrestricted entertainment allowance  

The report also lists an appropriate exclusion from the CEO’s total reward package. Those lists of exclusions 
are — 

• Airfare to home base  
• Appointment/relocation expenses  
• Computer provision  
• Entertainment allowance (business restricted)  
• Expense of office (business restricted)  
• Isolation/location allowance  
• Mobile phone  
• Professional development and library allowance  
• Rental subsidy #  
• Travel on business  
• Water/power subsidies #  

#The payment of these subsidies may be appropriate in some cases such as in remote locations in the 
state.  

The tribunal further stated — 

The payment of these benefits, where such payment is judged to be fair, not excessive and transparent, 
may be considered appropriate, but such payments should not be used to artificially inflate the 
employee’s Total Reward Package.  

The tribunal also indicated that it may review the list of exclusions in future if it becomes apparent that they are 
being used to top up the CEO’s remuneration. The member for Warnbro raised the issue of appropriate 
resourcing for the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal. SAT will put forward a case for increased additional 
resourcing to carry out its role and additional functions as part of the forthcoming budget process.  

Mr P. Papalia: Are you aware of the scale of that?  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: No, I am not. SAT is putting it forward for its budget process.  

On the issue of councillor fees and allowances, the member for Warnbro and the member for Mandurah 
wondered how SAT would determine payments for local government areas with widely different characteristics. 
I suspect that SAT will look at individual local governments on a case-by-case basis and take into consideration 
all the things we talked about previously. SAT would also consider the tensions between the CEO’s salary and 
that of second-tier specialists—that is, upward pressure from engineers and those staff—and the council’s ability 
to pay and the value of work being undertaken.  

Mr P. Papalia: Are you talking about councillors as opposed to CEOs?  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Yes, councillors’ fees and allowances. I think that the member for Mandurah also asked 
about growth councils. SAT currently considers growth and the additional responsibilities associated with that in 
CEO salary recommendations; so it takes that into consideration already. I am sure that will also be a factor 
when SAT reviews elected members’ salary bandwidths.  

I agree with the member for Warnbro and the member for Jandakot when they said that elected members make a 
very significant contribution to local government and to their communities.  

Mr P. Papalia: I am sure the member for Jandakot prefaced that with an attack on the Mayor of Melville.  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I do not think he did, actually. I thank both members for their comments because we all 
agree that a fair bit of work is done—maybe not by all of them but by a fair number of elected members. Like 
the members for Cannington and Cockburn, I believe that elected members’ positions should not be made full 
time, nor should there be a full-time salary; but they should be adequately compensated for the work they do and 
the cost of covering their contributions to society.  
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The member for Cannington is not here, but he contributed a very important new term to the debate, referring to 
“mission creep”. I agree with the member’s comments that we must get the management of local government 
right so that elected members are not required to work full time. He referred to the lack of clarity in some local 
governments on their purpose and direction, which is why I have mandated that integrated strategic planning 
over a 10-year period; councils can reconnect with their community. This should also address some of the 
concerns of the member for Cockburn about whether the activities of councils align with the desires of the 
community. The elected members should set the policy, vision and direction and the CEOs should be 
empowered—that is what their job is—to carry out that vision and direction. Only mayors, presidents and their 
deputies currently receive annual allowances. Councillors get attendance fees and expense allowances; and they 
can choose whether they receive that as an annual sum or a per meeting basis. As it stands, SAT is responsible 
for setting the annual allowances for mayors, presidents and their deputies, as well as the attendance fees and the 
expense allowances for elected members. I do not see that changing. The minister of the day will set the type of 
allowances that will be payable and SAT will determine the quantum of those allowances and fees. The member 
for Mandurah asked whether I had a view on what those allowances should be. I express no view on what those 
levels should be. I did not think about pay levels when I became a councillor in the City of Bunbury; in fact, I do 
not think there were any allowances paid back them. Things are different now; I acknowledge that, which is why 
I am proposing that SAT take on the role. The point of this amendment is so that these allowances are set by an 
independent body. 

The member for Forrestfield spoke about mayors and councillors using local government funds and facilities to 
campaign for state government. These people may have a high profile in their communities because of their 
elected position, but they cannot use local government funds to campaign. That would be outright theft in my 
opinion. 

The member for Warnbro referred to local government investments and whether we investigated local 
government losses during the global financial crisis. A number of local governments lost money on collateralised 
debt obligations. As the member knows, these CDOs are very complexly structured securities. This was not 
illegal or against the provisions of the act at the time or as it currently stands, but I am moving an amendment to 
the Local Government Act to ensure this does not happen again. Local governments hold ratepayers’ funds in 
trust and they must invest this prudently and wisely. The member for Cannington stated that even a AAA stamp 
does not give sufficient protection. I agree. This is one issue that has been taken into account in developing the 
regulations. I have proposed that what will be allowed is cash or term deposits to a maximum of 12 months in 
authorised deposit-taking institutions and Australian government and state government bonds. As the member 
for Geraldton mentioned, this will allow investments in institutions such as Bendigo Bank, which has been active 
in establishing branches in local areas throughout Western Australia with community and local government 
support. I certainly have no intention whatsoever to restrict any investments in banks like Bendigo Bank. 

The member for Cockburn referred to underground power costs that are passed on to the householders by local 
government. Underground power is funded 25 per cent by Western Power, 25 per cent by the state government 
and 50 per cent by local government. Local governments usually raise their portion through a ratepayer levy. 
Local governments can choose how much of this they pass on to individual ratepayers through a user-pays 
system. Under this bill, the state government will reimburse local governments for pensioner rebates of 50 per 
cent and senior rebates of 25 per cent.  

The member for Warnbro noted the request by the president of the Western Australian Local Government 
Association for pensioner rebates to be applied to waste charges. This is a matter for the Minister for Finance, 
who has carriage under the Rates and Charges (Rebates and Deferments) Act 1992; however, I have also been 
approached by WALGA and by the CEO of Melville —  

Mr P. Papalia: Who is now president of WALGA.  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: The member for Jandakot is not here. Although this does not fall within my portfolio, I 
will be raising that with the Minister for Finance to see if, what, how and when this can be done and, if so, what 
future actions need to be taken. In response to the member for Warnbro’s question, the Department of Local 
Government does not collect information from local governments at a level to determine whether this charge is 
based on the general rate or as a separate charge. We do not collect that information from individual local 
governments.  

The member for Warnbro raised a query on the temporary suspension of a council. This can occur only if the 
council is not performing its functions properly; it must be assessed within the context of the Local Government 
Act. The minister, either me or future ministers, has the power to act within the same parameters under the act. 
The section cannot be invoked because of some perceived political reason or because the minister of the day 
does not like the decisions that the council makes. If I act outside those powers, I dare say that the council could 
take out an injunction, and it would not be worth the hassle or the media attention that there would be. Under this 
agreement, I would have to give written notice to the council prior to taking that action, and give it a minimum 
of 21 days to respond as to why it thinks I should not suspend it for a period. The council, if it has the capacity, 
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may respond by saying, “Look, we recognise that we have had some problems with our ability to govern 
effectively, but we have decided to take this action or that action.” If I am then satisfied that the council will 
make a genuine attempt to rectify the situation, I do not need to take any further action. However, sometimes a 
council has gone too far, and it needs time out to sit back, cool down and think about how to address the issues it 
has. Therefore, this is really designed to be a circuit-breaker to get the local government back on track. That is 
what that part of the bill is designed to do. 

I think someone had a query about the panel of inquiry. Mention was made of the existing inquiry panel 
provisions. I just want to give some information on that for comparison. An inquiry panel of one or three 
members will be set up to inquire into and report on any aspect of local government or its operations or affairs. 
As members can see, this is very broad, but, like the proposed amendment, it must be interpreted within the 
context of the act. The panel of inquiry has the powers of a royal commission. It is not designed to rehabilitate a 
council but to investigate serious cases of noncompliance or possible criminal behaviour that has happened in the 
council. The panel of inquiry can lead to a recommendation for the council to be suspended and/or the action 
referred to other appropriate bodies if the panel of inquiry finds that the action needs to be referred to appropriate 
agencies for further action. Contrary to the member for Warnbro’s claim, a panel of inquiry is not a public 
inquiry, but the report is made public. 

The new provisions are not a new inquiry process. If a formal inquiry or an investigation is required, the current 
provisions in the act will take effect. 

Mr P. Papalia: Without the demand or the need for a public report—the report will not necessarily be made 
public. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: At the moment, I can set up a panel of inquiry. Basically, if a council has fallen off the 
edge already, we can have a panel of inquiry. That is not a public inquiry, but the report is made public. What I 
am proposing is that before the council falls over the edge, if you like, we should give it a bit of a circuit-breaker 
to stop it, so that we can make it think, collect its thoughts and relook at its actions, and it can cool off a bit. If, 
for instance, during that time we find that the situation is really bad and that some other things need to be done, 
the panel of inquiry, which is already established under the act, is brought in, and action is taken through a panel 
of inquiry. 

Mr P. Papalia: I might explore it more in consideration in detail, I think. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Okay. 

I hope I have addressed all the issues that members have raised relating to the bill before us. I think I have 
covered all the issues, member for Warnbro. I thank members for their support for these significant amendments. 
I just want to reiterate that the provisions of the bill are aimed at strengthening the ability of local governments 
to deliver better services to their communities and at addressing some significant governance and public 
administration issues. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler: Minister, can I just ask—I am sorry; I wasn’t here at the time—whether there will be a 
grandfather clause for those people who are above those bands for a certain period. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I am sorry? 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler: We see CEOs above the band for a variety of reasons. Will there be a grandfather clause so 
that they can continue to receive that and maybe a CPI increase? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Existing contracts—that is, those that are written now—will still be there. They are not 
going to be terminated. Therefore, if, under the existing arrangements, there are contracts with the CEOs, they 
will stand. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler: And if the contract expires next year — 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: When contracts expire, there will be a renegotiation. At the moment, I am just checking 
some clauses to see whether there are extension clauses in the contract. If there are no extension clauses, those 
people will have to go back to the bandwidths. 

Mr P. Papalia: We’ll go into that in consideration in detail, I think. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Yes. If there are current contracts, they will stand. When those contracts are finished 
and they are renegotiated, those people will go within the bandwidths. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler: So I have to tell the councils in my area to hurry up and quickly give new contracts, with 
extensions, to their CEOs, or the ones that they want to keep anyway. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Member for Kalgoorlie, I say this in all sincerity: if a CEO pushes his council into 
renewing a contract, and there is a fair bit of time before it runs out, I would take a very dim view of that; I 



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 24 November 2011] 9883 

 

would not take that too kindly at all. That is not what this is about; this is about leadership of local government 
and leadership of CEOs. 

Mr P. Papalia: Minister, that point is a valid one that I think we need to explore in consideration in detail. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: We are happy to explain it. As I said, if contracts are in place currently, they will stand. 

Mr P. Papalia: But there will be concerns about retaining people. It is not about getting rid of them so much; it 
is going to be — 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: We will explore that in consideration in detail. I will just reiterate, as I have read out, 
that the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal goes through a whole list of considerations about location and 
remoteness—the whole lot. As the tribunal does for the member and for me in our individual areas, it will go 
through the whole lot. There may be the possibility, by the way, that their wages are increased. This is not about 
a reduction; they could even get an increase. However, the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal will go through the 
whole box and dice of that, and we will explore that further in consideration in detail. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler: And will you listen to argument in consideration in detail, if that can be brought to bear? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I will always listen to argument, member for Kalgoorlie. 

I thank members for their contributions and general support for this bill. Obviously, we will discuss this bill 
further in consideration in detail. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave denied to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

House adjourned at 3.27 pm 

__________  
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GIFT ACCEPTANCE BY STAFF 

6332. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming 

Could the Minister please advise in relation to staff within the Minister’s office, has any officer, since 1 
July 2011, accepted any gift, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual; and 

(a) if so, how many ministerial officers have accepted a gift, free accommodation or free travel from a 
private company or individual;  

(b) if so, what was the nature of the gift(s), free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name of the 
individual or private company that offered the gift;  

(c) if so, what is the estimated individual value of the gift(s), free accommodation or free travel; and  

(d) if so, does the State Government have any commercial or financial relationship with the private 
company or individual, and, if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 

For the period 1 July 2011–14 October 2011 

(a) One 

(b) AFL Grand Final Ticket, AFL HQ 

(c) $295 

(d) No 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GIFT ACCEPTANCE BY SENIOR STAFF 

6344. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the Minister for 
State Development 

For each agency within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, has any officer above level 3.1 within those 
agencies, since 1 July 2011, accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free travel 
from a private company or individual; and if so 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual;  

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them;  

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and  

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

(a)–(d)  [See paper 4249.] 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GIFT ACCEPTANCE BY SENIOR STAFF 

6347. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Finance; Commerce; Small Business 

For each agency within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, has any officer above level 3.1 within those 
agencies, since 1 July 2011, accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free travel 
from a private company or individual; and if so 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual;  

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them;  

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and  

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 
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Mr C.C. PORTER replied: 

Department of Commerce 

(a) 20 officers 

(b)–(d) [See paper 4250.] 

Department of Finance 

(a) 37 officers 

(b)–(d) [See paper 4250.] 

Small Business Development Corporation 

(a) Ten 

(b) On November 10, 2011, 10 officers attended the opening of “The Aviary”, a new bar at 140 William 
Street, Perth where the Small Business Development Corporation is also a building tenant. The 
hospitality included complimentary drinks and canapés for one hour. The company offering the 
hospitality was the Publican group Australia. 

(c) $300 ($30 per head) 

(d) No  

WorkCover WA 

(a) Three  
(b) (c) (d) 
Business lunch at ‘Balthazar Restaurant’ to discuss the role of  
brokers in the workers’ compensation scheme  
Mr E Pope, CKA Risk Solutions 

$100 No 

Two tickets to the West Australian Opera dress rehearsal of Falstaff.  
PricewaterhouseCoopers 

$0 
Yes. 

Contracted 
Actuary 

Travel and Accommodation for Deakin University, Geelong, Melbourne.  
Presentation at Personal Injury Education Foundation  
(PIEF) Scheme Design Course  
Deakin University, Geelong, Melbourne. 

$1000 No 

 

Department of the Registrar, Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission 

(a) Nil 

(b) Not applicable 

(c) Nil 

(d) Not applicable 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GIFT ACCEPTANCE BY SENIOR STAFF 

6349. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming 

For each agency within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, has any officer above level 3.1 within those 
agencies, since 1 July 2011, accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free travel 
from a private company or individual; and if so 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual;  

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them;  

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and  

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 

Department of Sport and Recreation 

(a) Ten 
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(b) (i)  Nine tickets to a AFL match “West Coast Eagles v Geelong”, provided by Western Australian 
Football Commission (WAFC) 

(ii) Two nights accommodation for one staff member to attend the opening of the Punmu 
Basketball Court and mid year review of Indigenous Sports Development Officer program 
provided by Newcrest Mining. 

(c) (i)  $450 for the AFL tickets  

(ii) $400 for the accommodation 

(d) (i)  The department administers grants payments to the WAFC 

(ii)  Newcrest Mining sponsors the departments Indigenous Sports Development Officer program. 

VenuesWest 

(a) 5 

(b) (i) Wicked, (ii) Steely Dan (iii) 2 x Toy Box Charity Lunch (iv) Tiger Fitness Launch 

(i) Burswood Theatre, (ii) Mellen Events and (iii) Phenomenon Creative Events Services (iv) 
Tiger Fitness WA 

(c) (i) $674.50 (ii) $158.00 (iii) $230.00 (iv) $70.00 

(d) (i) nil  

(ii)  Mellen Events is a promoter who hires VenuesWest venues  

(iii)  Phenomenon creative events services provides event theming for functions and events held in 
VenuesWest venues  

(iv)  Tiger Fitness supply and service gym equipment.  

Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 

(a) Nil. 

(b)–(d)  Not applicable 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN COLLEGE OF TEACHING — STAFF DEPARTURE 

6362. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Western Australian College of Teaching (WACOT) Annual Report 2010–11, Page 8 and the 
reference to 22 WACOT staff leaving the organisation within the reporting period, and I ask: 

(a) were exit interviews conducted to determine the reasons for leaving WACOT and if not why not; 

(b) if yes to (a), what were the reasons cited for leaving WACOT and will the Minister table the results of 
the interviews, with names removed to protect confidentiality of course? 

(c) if the Minister will not table the results of the interviews, why not; 

(d) what was the total in termination payments paid to the 22 staff who left WACOT; 

(e) how many of the staff left without notice and how many left with notice; 

(f) for the staff who left with notice, what was the average length of notice given; 

(g) given that 22 staff leaving represents almost 50% staff turnover in one year, what action has WACOT 
taken to reduce future staff turnover; 

(h) for each of the 22 staff who left WACOT: 

(i) on what date did they leave; and 

(ii) on what date was their replacement employed? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

I am advised by WACOT as follows: 

All information is for the 2010–11 financial year. 

(a) Yes. Permanent officers were given exit interviews. Officers on a temporary contract are not required to 
complete exit interviews. 

(b) Five exit interviews were conducted and the results of the interviews in relation to reasons cited for 
leaving are as follows. 
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• Expectations of the position with regard to professional learning. 

• Dissatisfied with the role and potential for personal growth within the College. 

• Dissatisfied with branch culture related to low morale of work group. 

• Resigned to find position nearer to home as the commute was too long. 

• To dedicate time to studies. 

(c) Not applicable. 

(d) $58 178 in accrued entitlements. 

(e) All staff gave notice. 

(f) Four weeks. 

(g) The College continues to:  

• Extend its team building activities. 

• Build its induction program. 

• Provide family-friendly work environment. 

• Provide continued professional learning. 
 

(h) For each of the 22 staff who left 
WACOT? 

(i) Date of leaving (ii) Date of replacement 

16/4/2011 Not applicable 
7/1/2011 Not applicable 3 were not filled 
31/1/2011 Not applicable 
6/4/2010 10/5/2010 
23/4/2010 8/6/2010 
9/9/2010 18/10/2010 
1/2/2011 29/3/2011 

5 were replaced 

14/2/2011 14/2/2011 
19/3/2010 3/5/2010 
16/7/2010 30/8/2010 
10/12/2010 6/12/2010 
8/2/2011 11/4/2011 
7/3/2011 11/4/2011 
31/3/2011 4/5/2011 

7 were backfilled from Pool positions 

31/3/2011 16/5/2011 
1/4/2010 Not applicable 
6/4/2010 Not applicable 
23/6/2010 Not applicable 
9/7/2010 Not applicable 
20/7/2010 Not applicable 

6 were casual staff and not replaced 

9/11/2010 Not applicable 
1 position was subject to settlement of a 
worker’s compensation claim  

Paid out in October 2010 31 August 2010 

 

TEACHERS — REGISTRATION STATISTICS 

6364. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Western Australian College of Teaching (WACOT) Annual Report 2010–11, Page 8 and the 
reference to 25,000 registered teachers reaching the end of their initial period of registration, and I ask: 

(a) if 11,669 of those 25,000 teachers applied for and were granted a second period of registration, are the 
remaining 13,331 teachers no longer registered and therefore not teaching within Western Australia; 

(b) if no to (1) what is the explanation as to the teaching status of the remaining 13,331 teachers; 

(c) has the Government, either through WACOT or another Government agency, attempted to determine: 

(i) whether any of the 13,331 have left the teaching profession and if so how many; 

(ii) why 13,331 did not seek re-registration; and 
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(iii) if any or all of the 13,331 have left the teaching profession, what their reasons for leaving the 
profession were? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

I am advised by the Western Australian College of Teaching (WACOT) as follows: 

All information is for the 2010–11 financial year. 

(a)–(b)  No. The remaining 13 331 teachers’ applications had not been finalised by the end of the reporting 
period. 

(c) (i)  Of the teachers whose registration expiry date fell during the reporting period, 262 chose not to 
renew their registration. 

(ii)  See (a)–(b). It is not the case that 13 331 teachers did not seek re-registration. 

(iii)  This data is not collected by WACOT. 

EDUCATION LEGISLATION — STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION 

6366. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Minister’s statement in Parliament on 26 May 2011 that she asked the Department of Education 
Services to consult with stakeholders with a view to amending the legislation and expects to introduce that 
legislation in the spring session, and I ask: 

(a) on what date did you instruct the Department of Education Services to consult with stakeholders; 

(b) what stakeholders have been consulted since you issued that instruction; 

(c) when were these stakeholders consulted; 

(d) what form did the consultation take; 

(e) did the Department advertise for submissions from stakeholders on this matter and if so when and 
where did advertisements appear and if not, why not; 

(f) is the legislation ready to be presented to Parliament and if so when will it be presented; and 

(g) if legislation is not yet ready, when does the Minister expect it to be ready? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

(a)–(d)  This information is Cabinet-in Confidence. 

(e) No, because there had been extensive consultation of the review of the Act. This involved the 
publication of a discussion paper, a public call for submissions, discussions with stakeholders and 
commissioning of an independent randomised survey of WACOT members. The review report received 
in June 2010 and tabled on 23 September 2010 was informed by these consultations with stakeholders, 
including a survey of 974 randomly selected registered teachers and receipt of 33 written submissions.  

(f)–(g) The information is Cabinet-in-Confidence. 

INTERNATIONAL EDUCATION SERVICE PROVIDERS — “HIGH RISK” CATEGORY 

6373. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the 2010–11 Department of Education Services Annual Report, Page 22, and I ask: 

(a) what are the names of the 20 international education service providers who had additional conditions of 
registration imposed on them because they were deemed to be high risk; and 

(b) for each of those providers, what are the details of the conditions imposed? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

(a)–(b)  The naming of these international education providers may have a detrimental effect on these service 
providers. I am happy to provide you with an opportunity to view these registration documents. 

SCHOOLS — REGISTRATION RENEWAL CONDITIONS 

6376. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Department of Education Services 2010–11 Annual Report, Page 75, and I ask: 

(a) what are the names of the ten schools whose registration renewal was subject to conditions or 
directions; 

(b) for each of those ten schools, what conditions were imposed; 
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(c) for each of the ten schools, what directions were imposed; and 

(d) why is the Key Effectiveness Indicator target for 2010–11 for compliance with registration 
requirements for non-government schools only 92 per cent, when the targets for compliance for self-
accrediting higher education institutions, international education providers and Registered Training 
Organisations are 100 per cent, 100 per cent and 99 per cent respectively? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

(a)–(c)  The naming of these ten schools may have a detrimental effect on these schools. I am happy to provide 
you with an opportunity to view these registration documents. 

(d) The Key Effectiveness Indicator target for 2010–11 for non-government schools was based on an 
assessment of the anticipated levels of compliance of the schools to be inspected during the reporting 
period. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION SERVICES — REGULATORY BRANCH 

6377. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Department of Education Services 2010–11 Annual Report, Page 78, and I ask: 

(a) how many staff were cut from the regulatory branch; 

(b) what was the staff complement of the regulatory branch prior to the staff reduction; 

(c) what section were the displaced staff assigned to; 

(d) what specific tasks does the regulatory branch no longer undertake as a result of the staff reduction; and 

(e) if all previous tasks are still undertaken what specific productivity measures on these tasks have been 
reduced as a result of the staff reduction? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

(a) No actual staff cuts were made in the regulatory branch. The words “reduction in the number of staff” 
in footnote 3 to the efficiency indicator on page 78 refers to the reduction in the time (as measured by 
FTE) spent by some regulatory staff on actual regulation of education and training 
providers/institutions. The reduction was based on an examination of the duties of regulatory staff 
which showed the time spent on actual regulation.  

(b) Following on from the above answer, for the purpose of calculating this particular efficiency indicator 
the estimated target of 39.8 FTE for performing actual regulation was reduced to 36.2 FTE.  

(c) There was no displacement of actual staff. For the purpose of the calculation, the difference of 3.6 FTE 
was apportioned to policy development and drafting of legislation in new areas of regulation and is 
accounted for in a different efficiency indicator.  

(d) None. The department still maintains its standard regulatory functions and performance.  

(e) None. The question incorrectly presumes there was a reduction in actual staff.  

METROPOLITAN HOSPITALS — STAFF STATISTICS 

6440. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health 

(1) As at 30 September 2011, for each metropolitan hospital, can the Minister please list the head count of 
actual staff for: 

(a) registered nurses; 

(b) enrolled nurses; 

(c) doctors (including interns, registrars and specialist medical practitioners); 

(d) orderlies/ patient care assistants; 

(e) administration staff; and 

(f) payroll staff? 

(2) As at 30 September 2011, for each metropolitan hospital, can the Minister please list the FTE 
breakdown of staff for: 

(a) registered nurses; 

(b) enrolled nurses; 

(c) doctors (including interns, registrars and specialist medical practitioners); 
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(d) orderlies/ patient care assistants; 

(e) administration staff; and 

(f) payroll staff? 

(3) As at 30 September 2011, for each metropolitan hospital, can the Minister please list the FTE 
breakdown of staff for: 

(a) security staff; 

(b) cleaning staff; and 

(c) catering staff? 

(4) As at 30 September 2011, for each metropolitan hospital can the Minister list the FTE breakdown for 
contract/casual agency staff? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(1)–(4) [See paper 4251.] 

REGIONAL HOSPITALS — STAFF STATISTICS 

6441. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health 

(1) As at 30 September 2011, for each regional hospital can the Minister please list the head count of actual 
staff for: 

(a) registered nurses; 

(b) enrolled nurses; 

(c) doctors (including interns, registrars and specialist medical practitioners); 

(d) orderlies/ patient care assistants; 

(e) administration/ clerical staff; and 

(f) payroll staff? 

(2) As at 30 September 2011, for each regional hospital can the Minister please list the FTE breakdown of 
staff for: 

(a) registered nurses; 

(b) enrolled nurses; 

(c) doctors (including interns, registrars and specialist medical practitioners); 

(d) orderlies/ patient care assistants; 

(e) administration staff; and 

(f) payroll staff? 

(3) As at 30 September 2011, for each regional hospital can the Minister please list the FTE breakdown of 
staff for: 

(a) security staff; 

(b) cleaning staff; and 

(c) catering staff? 

(4) As at 30 September 2011, for each regional hospital can the Minister please list the FTE breakdown for 
contract/casual agency staff? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(1)–(4) [See paper 4252.] 

TAMSULOSIN (FLOWMAXTRA) — AVAILABILITY 

6455. Ms J.M. Freeman to the Minister for Health 

(1) Can you confirm that Tamsulosin (Flowmaxtra) is prescribed for prostatectomy; is Tamsulosin 
(Flowmaxtra) available through Sir Charles Gardiner Hospital pharmacy at $5.60 for a 30 tablet 
prescription? 

(2) If not what is the cost of a Tamsulosin (Flowmaxtra) 30 tablet prescription from Sir Charles Gardiner 
Hospital? 
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(3) What is the cost of a Tamsulosin (Flowmaxtra) 30 tablet prescription from other public hospital 
pharmacies? 

(4) What is the cost of Tamsulosin (Flowmaxtra) for an aged pensioner, with a health concession card who 
is eligible for safety net payment ceiling from public hospital pharmacies? 

(5) What is the cost of Tamsulosin (Flowmaxtra) for an aged pensioner, with a health concession card who 
is eligible for safety net payment ceiling in pharmacies outside the public hospital system (i.e. general 
market rate)? 

(6) If a patient accesses Tamsulosin (Flowmaxtra) from Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital (SCGH) or other 
public hospital pharmacies under what circumstances can they be advised that they can no longer 
purchase the prescribed medicine for prostatectomy from the public hospital pharmacy? 

(7) If a patient accesses Tamsulosin (Flowmaxtra) from Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and has been told 
they can no longer purchase the prescribed medicine for prostatectomy from the public hospital 
pharmacy how can the patient appeal that advice? 

(8) If an aged pensioner with a health concession card who is eligible for safety net payment ceiling can no 
longer access Tamsulosin (Flowmaxtra) from public hospital pharmacies such as at SCGH where can 
the person purchase Flowmaxtra at the subsidised rate? 

(9) If a person can no longer access Tamsulsoin (Flowmaxtra) from public hospital pharmacies such as at 
SCGH where can  the person purchase Flowmaxtra at the subsidised rate available at public hospital 
pharmacies? 

(10) How many people access the subsidised rate of Flowmaxtra through Western Australian state health 
system sources? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(1)–(2) This drug is listed on the Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital formulary for the “treatment of lower urinary 
tract syndrome, bladder outflow obstruction due to benign prostatic hyperplasia or detrusor bladder 
neck dyssynergia. It may be used as second line therapy ONLY in patients who do not tolerate prazosin. 
It does not have prostatectomy as an indication for its use. The cost to a general patient is $27.40 and 
for a pensioner $5.60 for a pack of 30.  

(3) The cost at other public hospitals if the drug is on the formulary would be the same as answer to 
question (1). 

(4) $5.60 per 30 tablets.  

(5) If the patient is not eligible for the Repatriation Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme (RPBS), then it would 
cost between $70 to $90 for a pack of 30.  

(6) If a patient no longer had the condition for which the drug is approved for use they may no longer be 
prescribed the drug. Pharmacy would only reject/refuse to dispense a prescription if it did not meet 
regulatory requirements or clinical requirements. The SCGH pharmacy only dispenses drugs for 
prescriptions written by SCGH doctors for current SCGH patients.  

(7) The patient should discuss their clinical situation with their doctor.   

(8)–(9) This drug is not available for subsidy outside a public hospital unless the patient satisfies the RPBS 
criteria.  

(10) Only one report has been run and that covers just one month at Sir Charles Gairdner, Royal Perth and 
Fremantle Hospitals. 

Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital — 335 patients. 
Fremantle Hospital — 76 patients. 
Royal Perth Hospital — 27 patients. 

These patient numbers are made on the assumption that each patient only gets one month’s supply at 
each dispensing. In reality a patient may be given up to 3 months’ therapy at any one time, so these 
figures would be the maximum patient numbers.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — LANGUAGE SERVICES POLICY 

6477. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming 

In relation to the Western Australian Languages Services Policy, launched by Premier Colin Barnett in 2008, 
which states that Government agencies are required to have policies for funding and delivering translating and 
interpreting services that take account of relevant Government policy, legal circumstances and the needs of 
potential and current clients, I ask: 
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(a) what policies in each agency in the Minister’s departments have been implemented, and when; 

(b) what funding and expenditure has been incurred since 2008 on translation and interpreting services by 
which agencies and to whom was the funding paid; 

(c) can the Minister please table all policies which have been produced and are readily available to agency 
staff and clients; and 

(d) in each agency, can the Minister please list which situations have been identified where interpreters and 
translators must, should or may be used? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 

DEPARTMENT OF SPORT AND RECREATION 

(a) A Language Services Policy which was introduced in February 2003 and last reviewed in January 2011. 

(b) Language and interpreting services are financed from a generic budget line for professional services. 
The department has spent $3,555 on language services since 2008. 

(c) DSR policies are maintained on the departments Intranet. A policy statement extract is attached. 

(d) Wherever an interpreter or person with specific communications skills would be required, including but 
not limited to: 

(i) Where English is not the first language spoken; 

(ii) Where a client cannot satisfactorily communicate in English; 

(iii) Where a client suffers from any form of communication impairment that requires language 
services or other supports. 

VENUESWEST 

(a) A draft policy has been developed and is yet to be endorsed by the organisation 

(b) Nil 

(c) Pending endorsement, the policy will be available to staff and the public early 2012 

(d) The draft policy is consistent with the Minimum Standards for Using Interpreting and Translation 
Services as provided for in the WA Language Services Policy (2008:9) That is: 

Western Australians who are unable to communicate through spoken or written English are provided 
with professional level interpreters and translators in their preferred language where they: 

· need to be informed of their legal rights and obligations; 

· need to give informed consent; 

· are required to enter into a legally binding contract or agreement with the State and are not required 
to engage their own interpreter or translator; 

· require essential information to fully participate in decisions or proceedings relating to their rights, 
health and safety; or 

· require essential information to protect their rights, health and safety. 

DEPARTMENT OF LIQUOR, RACING AND GAMING 

(a) Language Services Policy: was implemented in July 2009. 

(b) 
Year Cost Recipient 
2008 Nil  
2009 Nil  
2010 $23.10 Translating and Interpreting Service 
2011 $48.84 Translating and Interpreting Service 

(c) See attached. [See paper 4253.] 

(d) The Department’s Language Services Policy directs staff to use the questionnaires in Appendix 1 of the 
State Government’s Western Australian Language Services Policy 2008 to assist in determining 
whether an interpreter is required for migrant or Aboriginal languages.  

More specifically, the Department’s policy identifies situations where interpreters and translators must, 
should or may be used. In summary: 



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 24 November 2011] 9893 

 

• A telephone interpreting service may be used in emergency situations when immediate assistance is 
required. This service is not to be used for interviews of a sensitive or complex nature.  

• An on-site interpreter should generally be used in situations where complex, sensitive or lengthy 
matters need to be discussed. 

• If an Auslan interpreter is required for a face-to-face meeting with a client, the Deaf Interpreting 
Service of the WA Deaf Society is contacted to arrange an Auslan interpreter. 

• The National Relay Service must be used when dealing with members of the public who are deaf or 
have a hearing or speech impairment. 

• The Department’s publications may be made available in alternative formats or languages upon 
request from members of the public. 

Information regarding these services is published on the Department’s website: www.rgl.wa.gov.au 

PERTH MAJOR SPORTS STADIUM — BURSWOOD 

6489. Mr W.J. Johnston to the Minister for Sport and Recreation 

I refer to the proposed stadium to be built on the Burswood Peninsula, and I ask: 

(a) on how many days in each year is it planned that the stadium will be utilised in respect of: 

(i) the stadium as a sporting venue; 

(ii) the stadium as a music venue; 

(iii) function room facilities; and 

(iv) any other uses (please specify); 

(b) what organisation is planned to be the operator of the stadium? 

(c) is it planned for the operator of the stadium to carry risks for events conducted at the stadium, or is it 
planned for users to hire the stadium, and if it is intended to hire the stadium to users, what is the 
planned charge for the daily use of the venue as a stadium; 

(d) what is the expected annual return on capital invested by the State Government (or similar measure) 
planned from the stadium; 

(e) will the debt associated with the construction of the stadium be carried by the stadium, or will it be 
allocated to the general government sector; 

(f) will the stadium operations need to account for the debt associated with the construction of the ancillary 
transport infrastructure; 

(g) will residents in the Mirvac development on the former Swan Cement site be granted free tickets or 
other benefits to the proposed stadium, similar to the benefits they enjoy at the Burswood Dome; 

(h) what arrangements have been discussed with the operators of the Burswood Entertainment Complex 
regarding patrons of the stadium using the car parking facilities at their complex; 

(i) in the planning for the operation of the stadium, how many cars of stadium patrons are expected to park 
at the Burswood Entertainment Complex’s car parking facilities on days that the stadium is being used 
for AFL matches; 

(j) have any traffic studies been conducted for Great Eastern Hwy and/or Graham Farmer Freeway for the 
planning of the stadium, and if yes, what is the name of this report/these reports and will the Minister 
table these; 

(k) how many individual train car sets are planned to be utilised on the day of an AFL match to ferry 
patrons to, and from, the stadium; 

(l) How long is it planned that patrons will need to wait (in hours and minutes) to load onto the final train 
departing the stadium station at the end of an AFL match; 

(m) is it planned that patrons exiting the stadium after an AFL match will be able to board a train and 
continue to their final destination (without changing trains at Perth station or another station) from the 
stadium station if they are using the following lines: 

(i) Mandurah line; 

(ii) Joondalup line; 

(iii) Midland line; 
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(iv) Fremantle line; 

(v) Armadale line; and 

(vi) Thornlie line; 

(n) is the planned footbridge over the Swan River part of the $700 million stadium final construction cost 
announced by the Premier on 28 June 2011, and if not, what is the planned cost of the bridge; 

(o) how long is the bridge planned to be and where is it planned to link on the East Perth shore; and 

(p) what is the planned distance (in metres) from the start of the bridge to the nearest stadium entry? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 

(a)–(h) Development of the Project Definition Plan for the stadium is being progressed on the basis of the 
facility being a multi-user / multi-purpose facility. The current planning phase, which is due to be 
completed in mid-2012 will review the assumptions made in the Major Stadia Taskforce report and 
also consider matters including site location, master planning, infrastructure requirements, cost, 
management, procurement and preferred delivery models to enable decision to be made. 

(i)–(m) While initial planning has been undertaken, a transport masterplan is currently being developed for 
government consideration. As part of the plan, specific, detailed information will be developed relating 
to issues including route plans, resources and patronage ingress and egress. Government will then 
consider the plan and make decisions. 

(n)–(p) see response to (a)–(h). 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS FUND 
MANAGEMENT 

6545. Mr M. McGowan to the Treasurer; Attorney General 

I refer to the employment or engagement of officers associated with the monitoring, development or 
administration of Royalties for Regions funds within agencies within the Treasurer’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
and I ask:  

(a) since 23 September 2008 has any agency within the Treasurer’s portfolio of responsibilities employed 
an officer with responsibilities in relation to the Government’s Royalties for Regions programme; 

(b) if yes to (a), what is the name of the agency; 

(c) if yes to (a), how many officers; 

(d) if yes to (a), what is the title of each of the officers; and 

(e) if yes to (a), what is the level and salary of each of the officers? 

Mr C.C. PORTER replied: 

Department of Treasury 

(a) Yes. 

(b) Department of Treasury. 

(c) There is one officer whose principal role is the co-ordination of the Royalties for Regions programme, 
from a Department of Treasury perspective. In addition there are a number of officers involved in the 
analysis and review of individual agency budgets that, as part of this role, are involved in individual 
Royalties for Regions projects being undertaken by these agencies. 

(d) The officer whose principal role is the co-ordination of the Royalties for Regions programme is an 
Assistant Director. The officers involved in the analysis and review of agency budgets are Analysts, 
Senior Analysts and Principal Analysts. 

(e) The Assistant Director, Infrastructure Policy and Planning is a level 8 classification ($112 180–
$121 845). Analysts involved are of various classifications between level 3 ($58 010) and level 8 
($121 845). These resources have been provided from within the Department of Treasury’s existing 
budget. 

Economic Regulation Authority 

(a) No 

(b)–(e) Not applicable. 
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Government Employees Superannuation Board 

(a) No 

(b)–(e) Not applicable. 

Insurance Commission of Western Australia 

(a) No 

(b)–(e) Not applicable. 

Western Australia Treasury Corporation 

(a) No 

(b)–(e) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS FUND 
MANAGEMENT 

6549. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming 

I refer to the employment or engagement of officers associated with the monitoring, development or 
administration of Royalties for Regions funds within agencies within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
and I ask:  

(a) since 23 September 2008 has any agency within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities employed an 
officer with responsibilities in relation to the Government’s Royalties for Regions programme; 

(b) if yes to (a), what is the name of the agency; 

(c) if yes to (a), how many officers; 

(d) if yes to (a), what is the title of each of the officers; and 

(e) if yes to (a), what is the level and salary of each of the officers? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 

DEPARTMENT OF SPORT AND RECREATION 

(a) No 

(b)–(e) Not applicable. 

VENUESWEST 

(a) No 

(b)–(e) Not applicable. 

DEPARTMENT OF RACING, GAMING AND LIQUOR 

(a) No 

(b)–(e) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
DIRECTOR GENERAL AND CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER POSITIONS 

6604. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Fisheries; Electoral 
Affairs 

For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control; 

(a) how many Director General and Chief Executive Officer (CEO) positions are under the control of the 
Minister, and for what departments and agencies; 

(b) of those positions, please name the Director General or CEO, date their contract commenced, date it is 
set to expire, and salary classification; 

(c) of those Director General and CEO positions, how many are occupied in an acting position, and of 
which departments and agencies; and 

(d) what is the length of time each position has had an occupant in an acting position? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

(a)–(d) [See paper 4258.] 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
DIRECTOR GENERAL AND CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER POSITIONS 

6610. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming 

For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control; 

(a) how many Director General and Chief Executive Officer (CEO) positions are under the control of the 
Minister, and for what departments and agencies; 

(b) of those positions, please name the Director General or CEO, date their contract commenced, date it is 
set to expire, and salary classification; 

(c) of those Director General and CEO positions, how many are occupied in an acting position, and of 
which departments and agencies; and 

(d) what is the length of time each position has had an occupant in an acting position? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 

(a)–(d) [See paper 4254.] 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — INSURANCE CLAIMS THROUGH RISKCOVER 

6621. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Fisheries; Electoral 
Affairs 

(1) What was the total number of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the Minister’s ministerial 
office since 1 August 2010 to date? 

(2) What was the category under which each claim fell, including: 

(a) motor vehicles; 

(b) property; 

(c) business interruption; 

(d) workers’ compensation; 

(e) liability; and 

(f) miscellaneous? 

(3) What were the circumstances surrounding each individual claim? 

(4) For each claim listed, what cost was attached? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet advises for the period 1 August 2010 to 1 November 2011: 

(1) 1 

(2) (a) 1 

(b)–(f) Nil. 

(3) Vehicle Damage. 

(4) One unfinalised. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — INSURANCE CLAIMS THROUGH RISKCOVER 

6628. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts; Science and Innovation 

(1) What was the total number of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the Minister’s ministerial 
office since 1 August 2010 to date? 

(2) What was the category under which each claim fell, including: 

(a) motor vehicles; 

(b) property; 

(c) business interruption; 

(d) workers’ compensation; 

(e) liability; and 

(f) miscellaneous? 
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(3) What were the circumstances surrounding each individual claim? 

(4) For each claim listed, what cost was attached? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 

(1) 3 

(2) (a)  3 

(b)–(f)  Nil 

(3) Vehicle Damage  

(4) $6,011; $223; one unfinalised. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ASSAULT REPORTS BY STAFF 

6644. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming 

For each department and agency within the Minister’s portfolios, I ask: 

(a) how many incidents of assault have been reported by staff in: 

(b) 1 July 2010 to 30 June 2011; 

(c) can the Minister please list the relevant department or agency, date of assault, male/female victim, 
male/female perpetrator;  

(d) how many incidents of assault were reported to Western Australia Police; and  

(e) how many convictions resulted from reported assaults? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 

DEPARTMENT OF SPORT AND RECREATION 

(a) Nil 

(b)–(d) Not applicable. 

VENUESWEST 

(a) 2 

(b) VenuesWest, 7 March and 20 February 2011. Both female Victims. Male perpetrators 

(c) 2 

(d) Nil. Legal action is progressing.  

DEPARTMENT OF RACING, GAMING AND LIQUOR 

(a) Nil 

(b)–(d) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VOLUNTARY REDUNDANCIES 

6661. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming 

For each department and agency within the Minister’s portfolios, since 23 March 2011, can the Minister please 
outline: 

(a) what are the names, titles and levels of senior executives who have taken voluntary redundancies; 

(b) have these positions been re-filled, either in an acting or substantive way; and 

(i) if so, which ones; 

(c) for each of the voluntary redundancies: 

(i) what was the total cost of these voluntary redundancies; 

(ii) what were the conditions of payment for the senior executives to receive the voluntary 
redundancies; and 

(iii) will the Minister table a copy of the conditions; and 

(A) if not, why not? 
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Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 

DEPARTMENT OF SPORT AND RECREATION 

(a) Nil 

(b)–(c) Not applicable. 

VENUESWEST 

(a) Not applicable 

(b)–(c)  Not applicable 

DEPARTMENT OF RACING, GAMING AND LIQUOR 

(a) No voluntary redundancies have been offered 

(b)–(c)  Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
EMPLOYEES ENGAGED IN MEDIA AND COMMUNICATIONS 

6695. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming 

I refer the Minister to each department and agency under the Minister’s control, including his office, and ask: 

(a) what is the total number of employees engaged in media, communications, marketing, or speechwriting, 
including: 

(i) public; 

(ii) corporate; and 

(iii) media relations; and  

(b) what is the salary band for each of these employees; 

(c) what is the job title for each of these employees; 

(d) what entitlements do these employees receive (such as phone and vehicle entitlements); and 

(e) for each employee please provide an itemised breakdown for: 

(i) phone entitlements; and 

(ii) vehicle entitlements? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 

MINISTERIAL OFFICE 

The Member is referred to the Ministerial Resourcing Report tabled in the House on Thursday, 10 
November 2011 (tabled paper no 4205). 

DEPARTMENT OF SPORT AND RECREATION 

(a) 2 
 

Salary Band (b) Job Title (c) List of Entitlements (d)–(e) 
PSGA Level 7 Communications Manager Mobile Phone 
PSGA Level 3 Public Affairs Assistant Nil 

VENUESWEST 

(a) 4.5 FTEs in total in media, communications and marketing or speechwriting and all of these are general 
roles that may include (i) corporate, (ii) public and (iii) media relations 

 

Salary Band (b) Job Title (c) List of Entitlements (d)–(e) 
Gosac level 2 — 0.5 FTE  Marketing Officer   
Gosac level 3 — 1 FTE  Marketing Coordinator   

Gosac level 4 — 2 FTE  Publications Coordinator;  
Senior Marketing Coordinator  

Mobile phone for work use 

Gosac level 7 — 1 FTE 
Director Business Development and 
Marketing 

Home garaging vehicle Mobile 
phone for work use 
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DEPARTMENT OF RACING, GAMING AND LIQUOR 

(a) One 
 

Salary Band (b) Job Title (c) List of Entitlements (d)–(e) 

Level 6 
Media and Communications 
Coordinator 

Mobile phone and an iPad. 
For the period Jan 2011 until 
Nov 2011, the officer’s phone bill 
was $317.34 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
EMPLOYEES ENGAGED IN MEDIA AND COMMUNICATIONS 

6696. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts; Science and Innovation 

I refer the Minister to each department and agency under the Minister’s control, including his office, and ask: 

(a) what is the total number of employees engaged in media, communications, marketing, or speechwriting, 
including: 

(i) public; 

(ii) corporate; and 

(iii) media relations; and  

(b) what is the salary band for each of these employees; 

(c) what is the job title for each of these employees; 

(d) what entitlements do these employees receive (such as phone and vehicle entitlements); and 

(e) for each employee please provide an itemised breakdown for: 

(i) phone entitlements; and 

(ii) vehicle entitlements? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 

Ministerial Office 

The Member is referred to the Ministerial Resourcing Report tabled in the House on Thursday, 10 
November 2011 (tabled paper no 4205). 

Department of Planning 

(a) 2 x full-time employees and 1 x part-time employee plus additional casual/contract staff on an as 
required basis. 

(b)–(c) Level 7 — Communications Manager 
Level 6 — Senior Communications Coordinator (part-time) 
Level 2 — Communications Officer (currently HDA to Level 5) 

(d)–(e) Communications Manager is provided with a mobile phone and access to a pool vehicle for home 
garaging purposes. 
Senior Communications Coordinator is provided with a mobile phone. 
Communications Officer is provided with a mobile phone. 

Department for Culture and the Arts 

(a)–(e) [See paper 4255.] 

Armadale Redevelopment Authority 

(a) Nil 

(b)–(e) Not applicable. 

East Perth Redevelopment Authority/Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 

(a) There are seven employees at EPRA engaged in media and communications, marketing. EPRA also 
provides these services to SRA via a Service Agreement. 

(b)–(e)  [See paper 4255.] 

Midland Redevelopment Authority 

(a) Zero for the Midland Redevelopment Authority 
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(b)–(e)  Not applicable. 

LandCorp 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. LandCorp has provided a response to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands as 
the Minister to whom LandCorp reports on these matters. 

Refer response to Parliamentary Question 6690 submitted by the Minister for Regional Development; 
Lands. 

Department of Commerce — Science and Innovation Division 

(a) Currently none of the staff in the Industry, Science and Innovation Division of the Department of 
Commerce (the Division) is employed specifically to undertake media, communications, marketing, or 
speechwriting activities. However, a Senior Communications Officer is employed by the Department of 
Commerce’s Corporate Communications Branch to provide these services for the Division.  

(i)–(iii)  one. 

(b) Level 6, $84,447 — $93,633. 

(c) Senior Communications Officer. 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

ChemCentre 

(a)–(e)  [See paper 4255.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ANNUAL REPORT COSTS 

6706. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Fisheries; Electoral 
Affairs 

For each annual report produced by agencies under control of the Minister for the financial year 2010–2011, can 
the Minister please provide: 

(a) production costs; and 

(b) distribution costs? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND PETROLEUM  

(a) $16,413 

(b) $6 

MINERALS AND ENERGY RESEARCH INSTITUTE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

(MERIWA) 

(a) $2,012.60 

(b) Distribution costs were minimal and are covered in the production cost. 

DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES 

(a) $40,600 

(b) $420 

The difference in internal production costs between 2009/10 and 2010/11 can be attributed to the general 
increase in staff hours spent in 2010/11 to produce a clearer and more detailed report to the Parliament and key 
stakeholders on Departmental activities. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ELECTORAL COMMISSION 

(a) $3 698 

(b) As the report is in electronic format, minimal mailing costs were incurred to cover statutory obligations. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
ATTRACTION AND RETENTION ALLOWANCES 

6729. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming 

For 1 September 2010 to date can the Minister please provide: 
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(a) for all departments and agencies under the Minister’s control, including the ministerial office, the 
names of people (for example, staff and consultants) and their salary level, who have been paid an 
attraction and/or retention allowance; and 

(b) the total amount paid to the person as the attraction and/or retention allowance? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 

MINISTERIAL OFFICE 

(a) Nil 

(b) Not applicable. 

DEPARTMENT OF SPORT AND RECREATION 

(a) Nil 

(b) Not applicable. 

VENUESWEST 

(a) Nil 

(b) Not applicable. 

DEPARTMENT OF RACING, GAMING AND LIQUOR 

(a) Nil 

(b) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
ATTRACTION AND RETENTION ALLOWANCES 

6730. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts; Science and Innovation 

For 1 September 2010 to date can the Minister please provide: 

(a) for all departments and agencies under the Minister’s control, including the ministerial office, the 
names of people (for example, staff and consultants) and their salary level, who have been paid an 
attraction and/or retention allowance; and 

(b) the total amount paid to the person as the attraction and/or retention allowance? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 

Ministerial Office 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet advises for ministerial office staff paid by the Department for the period 
of 1 September 2010 — 1 November 2011: 

(a) Nil. 

(b) Not applicable. 

Department of Planning 

(a) Executive Director, Perth, Peel and South West Planning and Strategy (staff). Class 1 

(b) $24,383.29 for the period 1 September 2010 to 15 April 2011 (when he resigned) 

Department for Culture and the Arts 

(a) Chief Executive Officer from 1/3/2011 — Level 9 $133,423 pa; plus ARA $20,013 pa from 
12/7/2011 — Class 1 $146,478 pa plus ARA $13,183 pa 

(b) $11,876 

Armadale Redevelopment Authority 

(a)–(b) [See paper 4256.] 

East Perth Redevelopment Authority/Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 

(a)  Director Corporate, Level 9.3 has been paid an attraction allowance. 

(b)  The total amount paid as the attraction allowance was $48,375. 

Midland Redevelopment Authority 

(a) Director Place Development 
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Level 8 of the Public Service and Government Officers General Agreement 2011 

(b) 20% attraction and/or retention allowance 

$17,469.70 gross paid from 1 September 2010 to 31 March 2011 

LandCorp 

(a)–(b)  Not applicable. LandCorp has provided a response to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands as 
the Minister to whom LandCorp reports on these matters. 

Refer response to Parliamentary Question 6724 submitted by the Minister for Regional Development; 
Lands. 

Department of Commerce — Science and Innovation Division 

(a) Nil. 

(b) Not applicable. 

ChemCentre 

(a) Nil. 

(b) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — 2009–10 ANNUAL REPORTS COST 

6764. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts; Science and Innovation 

For each annual report produced by agencies under control of the Minister for the financial year 2009–2010, can 
the Minister please provide:  

(a) production costs; and  

(b) distributing costs? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 

Department of Planning/ Western Australian Planning Commission  

(a) $2,826.00 

(b) Nil 

Department for Culture and the Arts 

(a) $15,940.87 

(b) Nil. 

Perth Theatre Trust 

(a) $12,379.00 

(b) $10.80 

State Library of Western Australia 

(a) $10,384 

(b) $120 

Art Gallery of Western Australia 

(a) $4350.50 

(b) Nil. 

Western Australian Museum 

(a) $11,233.64 

(b) $15.03 

ScreenWest 

(a) $8275.00 

(b) Nil. 

Bell Tower 

(a) $1,880.00 
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(b) Nil. 

Armadale Redevelopment Authority 

(a) $8,478 

(b) Nil. 

East Perth Redevelopment Authority/Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 

East Perth Redevelopment Authority  

(a) $5,107.30 

(b) Nil. 

Subiaco Redevelopment Authority  

(a) $4,044.70. 

(b) Nil. 

Midland Redevelopment Authority 

(a) $16,316.00 

(b) $10.00 

LandCorp 

(a)–(b)  Not applicable. LandCorp to provide response to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands on this 
matter. 

Department of Commerce — Science and Innovation Division 

Department of Commerce 

(a)–(b)  The cost of the production and distribution of the Department of Commerce Annual Report 2009–10 
was $22,419. This includes printing, an estimate of the cost of staff time and the use of internal 
resources (excluding the cost of ongoing financial, accounting and administrative functions). 

Technology And Industry Advisory Council 

(a)–(b)  The cost of the production and distribution of the TIAC Annual Report 2009–10 was $1,118.40. This 
includes printing, and estimate of the cost of staff time and the use of internal resources (excluding the 
cost of ongoing financial, accounting and administrative functions). 

ChemCentre 

(a) $11,737.58 (including all staff time, design and printing). 

(b) Nil. Hardcopies distributed to internal stakeholders only; electronic version placed on the website. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING SERVICES 

6774. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Fisheries; Electoral 
Affairs 

Since May 2011 for each Government Department or Agency under the Minister’s control, including the 
Ministerial Office, I ask: 

(a) are media monitoring services provided, and if yes: 

(i) which firm or firms currently provide a media monitoring service; 

(b) what is the cost of the contract/s; 

(c) since 1 June 2010 how much has been paid for media monitoring services; 

(d) what is the duration of the contract/s; and 

(e) when did the contract/s commence? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

Time period 1 May 2011–1 November 2011 

MINISTERIAL OFFICE 

(a)–(e)  Department of the Premier and Cabinet provides media monitoring services to  Ministerial Offices 
through the Media Monitoring Unit of the Media Office.  
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DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND PETROLEUM 

(a) Yes, the Department of Mines and Petroleum uses a media monitoring service which it shares under a 
Memorandum of Understanding with the Department of State Development. 

(i) Media Monitors Pty Ltd 

(b) The Department pays a monthly web hosting monitoring fee of $282, plus charges per item. 

(c) The cost incurred for the media monitoring service from 1 May 2011 to 1 November 2011 was $34,712. 

(d) The Department no longer has a contract but maintains a monthly service account. 

(e) The last contract expired in January 2010. 

MINERALS AND ENERGY RESEARCH INSTITUTE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

(a) No. 

(b)–(e) Not applicable. 

DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES 

(a) No. 

(b)–(e) Not applicable. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ELECTORAL COMMISSION 

(a) The Western Australian Electoral Commission receives media clippings courtesy of the Australian 
Electoral Commission at no charge. 

(b)–(e) Not applicable. 

OFFICE OF THE ELECTORAL DISTRIBUTION COMMISSIONERS 

(a) Yes 

(i) Media Monitors 

(b) $817.23 per month plus cost per clip and copyright 

(c) $5 940 

(d) 15 March 2011 to 31 October 2011 

(e) 15 March 2011 

__________ 


