
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Thursday, 20 March 2008 

                 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling) took the chair at 9.00 am, and read prayers. 

FRENCH STREET, CORAL BAY — SPEED LIMIT 
Petition 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling): This is the first time I have presented a petition in seven years! The 
petition conforms to the standing orders and contains 36 signatures. It is a petition from the residents of Coral 
Bay and is in relation to a road named French Street. The residents are concerned about the removal of an eight-
kilometre-per-hour speed limit and suggest that legislation should be introduced to create speed limits for 
unsealed roads in built-up areas.  

[See petition 295.] 

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

LANDGATE — SPATIAL SCIENCES STUDIO, CURTIN UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY 
Statement by Minister for Land Information 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland — Minister for Land Information) [9.03 am]: On Monday, 10 March 2008, 
I had the great pleasure of opening Landgate’s Spatial Sciences Studio at Curtin University of Technology. This 
studio is a result of long-term collaboration between Landgate and Curtin University. Last year, I endorsed a 
memorandum of understanding between Curtin University Vice-Chancellor Jeanette Hacket and Landgate’s 
chief executive Grahame Searle, which was the first important step in forging a strong alliance between the state 
government and Curtin University. The studio is the first outcome of the MOU. The state government is 
supporting the ongoing functioning and development of the studio with a funding commitment of $430 000 over 
five years.  

The opening of this new studio provides Curtin University with new opportunities to attract domestic as well as 
international students into the field of spatial sciences. There are particularly exciting opportunities here for 
Indigenous students. Apart from the educational focus, the Spatial Sciences Studio will also be a principal 
resource for practitioners in the field through the provision of professional development.  

Spatial sciences might seem to be a rather imprecise term, but the skills and expertise that spatial sciences 
encompass affect all our lives on a daily basis, and not just through our street directories. In our modern and 
globalised world, we experience the effects of new spatial technologies on our everyday lives. Global positioning 
systems installed in mobile phones and iPods are tools for basic navigation. Geographic information systems are 
part of the regular armoury of essential services. Spatial sciences is one of the fastest growing fields in the world. 
I am pleased that Western Australia, through Landgate, is at the cutting edge of this. I congratulate Grahame 
Searle and his team for their hard work.  

MINING EXPLORATION EXPENDITURE 
Statement by Minister for Resources 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn — Minister for Resources) [9.05 am]: Last week, the Australian Bureau of 
Statistics released new figures that confirmed Western Australia’s position as an international mining hot spot. 
For the first time, spending on mineral exploration in Western Australia topped a record $1 billion last year, 
which was half of Australia’s total exploration expenditure. As well as cementing Western Australia’s place as 
Australia’s premier state for mining exploration, the figures also showed that WA recorded a massive jump of 
51 per cent in exploration expenditure in 2007. Exploration in the December quarter alone reached $290 million, 
which is another new record. Interestingly, spending on iron ore exploration exceeded that for gold for the first 
time in WA during the December quarter. Petroleum exploration expenditure in WA and adjacent 
commonwealth waters was also a record $1.9 billion in 2007, up 50 per cent on expenditure in 2006 and 
accounting for 72 per cent of the Australian total. These figures show a continuing optimistic outlook for mineral 
exploration expenditure in WA. The high iron ore prices that were negotiated earlier this year are expected to 
keep this important sector buoyant. However, the global credit squeeze and fears of a recession in the United 
States are a potential storm on the horizon. 

I am pleased to report that the backlog of tenement applications awaiting determination fell from 18 823 to 
16 506 in the 12 months to February 2008. The Department of Industry and Resources is committed to clearing 
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the backlog, and has received $3.5 million in funding to employ more staff for this purpose. The department has 
already processed a record number of applications and is working hard to meet the increased number of tenement 
applications that have been lodged due to the high level of interest in mineral exploration in WA. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN LAND INFORMATION SYSTEM INTERNATIONAL FORUM 
Statement by Minister for Land Information 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland — Minister for Land Information) [9.07 am]: On Thursday, 13 March 
2008, I had the privilege of opening the Western Australian Land Information System International Forum, 
which was held at the Perth Convention and Exhibition Centre. The Western Australian Land Information 
System, known as WALIS, was established by the Western Australian government in 1981 to coordinate access 
to spatial information held by government agencies and to facilitate multi-sectoral consultation and liaison. 
The forum was an international event organised by Landgate and supported by the government. Participants 
were able to share their experience and expertise in spatial sciences and to exchange information about the latest 
technological achievements. I was pleased to have the opportunity to welcome 818 delegates from Australia and 
overseas to the forum. Delegates came from as far away as the Republic of Togo. The three-day event featured 
about 15 different workshops and five streams of concurrent sessions to cater for a variety of interests. 
Workshop topics ranged from simple topographic mapping to complex geographic information systems.  
This year’s event also introduced a teachers’ stream specifically aimed at schoolteachers. This was a priceless 
professional development opportunity for geography teachers in particular. Teachers were introduced to the 
latest in spatial information and technologies. They also had the opportunity to network with key participants in 
the industry and to partake in some of the sessions in the forum program. 
I am pleased to inform the house that this year’s WALIS International Forum was a complete success thanks to 
the work of Mr Grahame Searle, chief executive officer of Landgate, and his very passionate and committed 
team. Their hard work and commitment to continuous improvement and constant leadership in the area of spatial 
sciences was certainly evident in their organisation and conduct of this forum.  
As Minister for Land Information, I am very confident in saying that the Western Australian government, 
through Landgate, is leading innovation and development in the spatial sciences field in Australia, and that it is 
now established as a major leader in the field on the world stage.  

AUSTRALIAN TELECOMMUNICATIONS USERS GROUP AWARDS 
Statement by Minister for Industry and Enterprise 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn — Minister for Industry and Enterprise) [9.09 am]: I am very pleased to 
inform the house of Western Australia’s success at the prestigious 2008 Australian Telecommunications Users 
Group Awards held in Sydney last week. The ATUG Awards recognise the achievements of people and 
companies that are working to advance the use of communications services, which are now so critical to business 
growth, competitiveness and efficiency.  
Western Australia won five categories of the awards—a tremendous recognition of our exceptional skills in 
telecommunications and broadband services. Information and communications technology plays a large role in 
the growth of the state’s economy not only through ICT products and services, but also as an enabler for other 
industries. The potential for the state in the ICT realm is incredible and I am very excited about the opportunities 
that are still to come. 
A key area of development has been the facilitation of three major broadband-related initiatives to improve 
telecommunications in regional and Indigenous communities—the Ngaanyatjarra lands telecommunications 
project, the Kimberley broadband solutions project and the Emergency Connect WA project. Work on these 
projects was honoured at the Australian Telecommunications Users Group Awards, with the Department of 
Industry and Resources and project manager Anson Cheng recognised for their efforts in securing funding for 
the projects. Mr Cheng won the award for excellence in communications management, while the Department of 
Industry and Resources won the national broadband award for rural and remote areas for the Ngaanyatjarra lands 
telecommunications project. 
Other Western Australian winners included iiNet for carrier of the year, AMCOM for best communications 
solution—small business, and neal.IT in Esperance for national broadband services—business. I should also 
mention that AMCOM received a special mention in the best communications solution—large business category, 
and the Western Australian Department of Education and Training was highly commended in the national 
broadband services—education category. 
I also want to acknowledge Western Australian ICT expert Jim Ellis, who won the achiever award at the 
seventeenth annual WA Information Technology and Telecommunications awards last week. I had the honour of 
representing the Premier and presenting the award to Mr Ellis and, from all accounts, it is well and truly 
deserved.  
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GREAT SOUTHERN POLICE — HOUSING 
Grievance 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany — Parliamentary Secretary) [9.11 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for 
Housing and Works regarding government housing for great southern police. Government Regional Officers’ 
Housing, previously known as the Government Employees’ Housing Authority, was established by the 
government to provide adequate and suitable housing accommodation, and to improve existing housing 
conditions for government employees. Subsidised housing is provided to police in regional Western Australia to 
ensure that affordable, adequate and comfortable housing is available so that appropriately skilled and qualified 
people are attracted to rural and remote areas and are not financially handicapped in completing country service. 
The provision of GROH is further predicated on the realisation that maintaining an appropriate quantity and 
quality of regional and remote housing is problematic for employers. Access to rental or leased premises in most 
locations results in a significant financial burden on employees that they would not ordinarily be exposed to if 
they lived in the metropolitan area or another location where government-subsidised housing is available.  

In 1984 the government considered removing or reducing access to government-subsidised housing in Albany. 
This position was based upon increased private sector involvement in the provision of housing; favourably 
comparative rental costs between Albany and Perth; the ageing, poorly maintained government housing stocks in 
Albany, which required significant expenditure to refurbish or replace them; and a propensity for government 
employees—other than police due to tenure policies in Albany—to take up permanency. 

Between 1984 and 1985, ministerial correspondence was provided to the GEHA board to refrain from providing 
additional accommodation to government employees in Albany, provided that an adequate private rental market 
at reasonable rates existed. Between 1985 and September 1997, a number of houses reverted from police to the 
GEHA board, primarily because of the quality of the houses. Quite simply, police officers were forced to 
purchase or rent due to the age and poor state of the available GEHA housing. 

In 1997 the Minister for Housing sought comment from the ministers whose portfolios would be affected by a 
decision to completely remove access to GEHA housing. The then assistant police commissioner provided 
written objections to the removal of subsidised housing from Albany to the Minister for Housing, Hon Kim 
Hames MLA, through the Minister for Police. He cited the reduction in human resource management flexibility 
to transfer officers throughout the state and stated that the removal of GEHA housing would further reduce the 
attractiveness of Albany for officers as it would inappropriately financially penalise them, in comparison with 
officers in other locations, when completing their country service. The assistant commissioner also cited the 
importance of maintaining a level of fluidity in the workforce to assist in organisational changes and to reduce 
the potential for complacency or corruption. These issues have not changed with time. In fact, issues for police 
employees have been exacerbated by overall organisational vacancies and the current state economy. The 
assistant commissioner of the time requested that the existing stock of housing—38 residences—be maintained 
for police. At that time, about 60 police personnel were located in Albany. 

In September 1997, the Minister for Housing gave a direction to the GEHA board in relation to Albany that 
existing tenants could continue to remain in accommodation and could continue to pay normal rents. The 
conditions of occupancy were to be reviewed in two years. When the accommodation was vacated, it was to be 
sold or disposed of. The accommodation that was presently allocated to police—38 residences—could be 
reoccupied as the current tenants vacated it. Other departments could apply for the same conditions that applied 
to police. The situation was again examined in 1999 and an undertaking was given that a more detailed review of 
police housing arrangements in Albany would be undertaken in July that year. This review was never completed. 

The Albany police subdistrict has undergone significant change over the years. Currently, 79 officers are 
attached to the Albany Police Station and the specialist units housed in the new Albany Justice Complex. Over 
time, Albany has blossomed as a regional centre with a significant increase in population and a corresponding 
significant increase in the value of real estate, both to buy and rent. From a policing perspective, it has become 
progressively more difficult to attract officers to Albany. Vacancies are regularly advertised on numerous 
occasions before any applications are received. The inequity of some officers receiving subsidised housing—
$360 a fortnight—while others pay the market value—$350 to $420 a week—creates significant conflict and, on 
almost all occasions, access to government-subsidised housing is the key to receiving applications for vacancies 
or new positions. 

From October 2007, the Western Australian Police Union of Workers has mounted a strong “No GROH, no go” 
campaign aimed particularly at the disparity and inequity created by the 38 subsidised houses in Albany. On 
each occasion that vacancies are advertised for Albany, campaign fliers are disseminated by the union, and this 
has a significant impact upon the applicant pool. This situation will be exacerbated in the near future as officers 
who have been in Albany for extended periods and own their own residences reach retirement. Although most 
officers purchased real estate in Albany many years ago, when real estate costs were low, compared with the 
metropolitan area, this is simply not the case now, nor will it be in the future. Over time, this will have a 
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significant impact on the capacity of Albany to attract quality police officers. Albany currently has five officers 
in private accommodation who are waiting for access to subsidised housing. Of the past four advertised positions 
at the Albany Police Station, only one was filled—the officer has family in town. 

GROH no longer builds or purchases houses in Albany; instead, it opts for long-term leases from private 
investors. This ensures quality housing with no capital expenditure from the government. The subsidy—that is, 
the difference between the gross rent and that paid by the officers—is met by the Western Australia Police from 
its existing budget.  

The government-subsidised residential premises housing cap of 38 residences for police in Albany is an 
anachronism that must be removed. It severely affects the station’s capacity to attract quality officers, and the 
resultant inequities are causing significant angst and concern amongst existing staff. The situation will only get 
worse as current officers who have their own residences retire or leave the Western Australia Police. The 
removal of the housing cap and the subsequent increase in the number of GROH police residences in Albany 
would have an insignificant impact on the police budget and is acceptable to both parties. The great southern 
region has a great police force throughout the region but if we are to encourage police officers to stay in regional 
areas, we must provide them with proper accommodation.  

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland — Minister for Housing and Works) [9.18 am]: I thank the member for 
Albany for his grievance and also for his long-standing commitment to ensuring that Albany is a safe and secure 
community. I know that his strong support for the police officers who work tirelessly to maintain law and order 
in Albany is well recognised by the officers themselves and the broader Albany community.  

I am certainly very familiar with the issues that the member has raised, not just as the Minister for Housing and 
Works but also as a former Minister for Police and Emergency Services. Boosting the resources available and 
improving support for our police officers to make their job easier, especially for those serving in regional and 
remote Western Australia, is something I worked extremely hard to achieve in that former role. Albany is a 
community that exemplified the previous Liberal government’s neglect of community safety and law and order. 
Albany suffered under the previous Liberal government’s reckless policy of not employing even one single extra 
officer in its last term in government. The former Albany Police Station was inadequate from any average 
person’s perspective, but even a death in custody, which further highlighted the appalling state of the station and 
its lockup, could not move the former Liberal government to commit to build a new station. Under Labor, the 
state government has been proud to deliver a new police station and a new police and citizens facility, and 
significant numbers of additional police officers in Albany. 

As the member for Albany highlighted, the major challenges faced by Albany police include not only the 
attraction and retention of officers but also the role played by an anomalous housing policy. The state 
government recognises the role quality and affordable housing plays in the retention and attraction of 
government officers in regional and remote Western Australian communities. With a focus on improving 
housing quality, the state government committed $60 million to a program in 2006-07 to flow out over the next 
three financial years. These funds were provided to boost and improve government officers’ housing stocks in 
regional areas, including both areas experiencing the resources boom and remote Indigenous communities. In 
2006-07 a further $2.8 million was specifically added to the budget to help fund government regional officers’ 
housing in Halls Creek. Due to cost escalations, an additional $57 million was provided by this government in 
2007-08 to deliver the program. Also, in 2007-08 an extra allocation of a further $26 million was provided to 
assist GROH to meet its obligations in other hot spots throughout the state over the next two financial years. 

Since 2004-05 and including this financial year, GROH has completed 241 housing units with a further 111 units 
to commence in 2008-09. In addition, GROH has secured a further 246 private-lease properties since 1 July 
2007, the majority of which are no more than 10 years old. Both of these strategies represent a comprehensive 
response to the needs of government employees moving into country locations. 

GROH is also spending $11 million in 2007-08 to upgrade and refurbish existing GRO housing stocks. 
Unfortunately, these significant improvements to GRO housing have not extended to police officers in Albany. 
As the member for Albany outlined, police in Albany have worked under a housing cap of 38 properties with 
promised reviews never eventuating despite the need to accommodate greater numbers of police officers in 
Albany.  I am told the Albany process stretched back to at least 1984 and that it culminated in 1997, following a 
direction from the Minister for Housing and Works. As the member for Albany has mentioned, the situation was 
revisited in 1999 and a review was to be finalised by July of that year. That review was never completed. I agree 
that the housing cap of 38 properties for police in Albany is inequitable and that it certainly has resulted in some 
unnecessary concerns and aggravation for police officers. I am aware that quite a number of police officers own 
their own homes in Albany, but the need for GRO housing stock has increased, mainly because of the increased 
number of officers working at Albany Police Station.  

After discussions with the local police superintendent, Superintendent Tomasini, and the Minister for Police and 
Emergency Services, I am pleased to advise the member for Albany that an additional 10 GROH properties will 
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be procured at the earliest opportunity for police use. Hopefully, that is good news and, hopefully, the vacancies 
the member referred to at Albany Police Station can be filled, with police officers able to take up a job in Albany 
in the full knowledge that they will have access to an adequate government regional officers’ house in that 
region. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN COMPANION CARD 
Grievance 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [9.24 am]: My grievance is about the Western Australian Companion 
Card and it is addressed to the Minister for Disability Services. 

As many members will know, I have taken a stand for disabled people in Western Australia over the mean-
spirited and penny-pinching $30 fee to obtain a Companion Card that this state government forces on disabled 
people who require a full-time carer. 

This discriminatory practice against some of the most vulnerable and disadvantaged people in the community 
should not continue. Western Australia is the only state to allow this card to be privatised and to allow disabled 
people to be charged a fee to obtain the card. Victoria does not charge for it, Tasmania does not charge for it and 
South Australia does not charge for it. Why is this state Labor government discriminating against disabled 
people in Western Australia? Even Queensland, which plans to make the card available to disabled residents 
later this year, will be offering it for free. The Western Australian state government is exploiting disabled people; 
members sitting opposite me should be ashamed! 

This fee is outrageous because the Western Australian government is charging disabled people for a card that 
supports their and their carers’ legal right and entitlement to gain entry into entertainment, sporting and cultural 
venues for the cost of one admission ticket—whether or not they hold a Companion Card. 

The government’s own Companion Card brochure on its website states — 

People with a disability, who are unable to attend community venues and activities without attendant 
care support, have a right to participate equally in the community. This fundamental right is protected 
under the Western Australian Equal Opportunity Act (1984), and the Australian Government’s 
Disability Discrimination Act (1992). These Acts make it unlawful to discriminate against a person who 
requires the assistance of a companion. 

In the past, a person with a disability who needs support to participate at venues and activities, has 
sometimes been required to pay an admission price for both themselves and their companion. 

This practice is discriminatory because it increases the financial burden on the person with the 
disability.  

The proof of this discrimination is on the government’s own website! Where is the equal opportunity for 
disabled people in Western Australia when compared with disabled people in other states? 

The Companion Card program began in Victoria and that state holds the rights to the registered name 
“Companion Card”. Is the minister aware of the reciprocal nature of the program? The Victorian Companion 
Card website indicates that all participating states have reciprocal rights, meaning disabled people can use the 
card in other states that run the Companion Card program. However in Western Australia, the government has 
privatised the card and charges disabled people for the privilege of using the card while all other states provide 
the service for free. Instead of charging this discriminatory fee for the Companion Card, the government should 
undertake a public education program to inform businesses and community service industries about their 
legislative obligations to disabled people who require a full-time carer.  

Companies and organisations affiliated with the scheme have shown enormous support for disabled people, but 
the state government has placed those same organisations in a precarious position. Many of them are unaware 
that legislation already exists to protect the disabled from discrimination through unfair ticketing practices, 
whether or not they hold the card. 

Recently, a constituent notified me about a family who were told by Ticketmaster that unless they provided a 
Companion Card number, one ticket to a venue could not be purchased for a disabled member of the family and 
the carer. Although the Companion Card is not compulsory, embarrassing confrontations demonstrate the 
business community’s confusion about its obligations to disabled people. Interestingly, this minister, when she 
resigns from office, will leave behind this terrible legacy for disabled people. 

I am also concerned that the Western Australian government privatised the Companion Card through National 
Disability Services. Through this process, a profit is made from disabled and disadvantaged people in this state. 
According to the January 2007 Companion Card newsletter, 2 761 disabled people in Western Australia, many 
on limited disability pension funds, have been forced to pay $30 to obtain a Companion Card. In a letter dated 
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19 June 2006, Carlo Calogero of ACROD (WA) Ltd, in reply to a letter from the Equal Opportunity Commission 
about the nature of the relationship between ACROD and the government stated — 

A one-off grant of $300,000 was given to ACROD to establish the Companion Card program in 
Western Australia. This was provided to cover all costs associated with the establishment of the 
infrastructure and running of the program for a three year period. 

To date, $82 000 has already been exploited from disabled people, demonstrating the discriminatory nature of 
the Companion Card system. The $30 fee to obtain a Companion Card in Western Australia is a terrible legacy. 
It brings shame on this state and it brings shame on this government; a shame that must end now. The $82 000 is 
probably just being used to pay the wages of the people who collect this unfair fee. I believe that the government 
should allocate funds in the next budget to finally fully fund this program, in the same way it is funded in all 
other states. The government should remove the inequity that exists in WA and it should ensure that the card is 
provided at no cost to disabled people in Western Australia in the same way that it is provided in other states. 
This government and this minister, who helped introduce this card, should be ashamed of what they have done 
and the legacy they have left for disabled people in this state. 

MS S.M. McHALE (Kenwick — Minister for Disability Services) [9.31 am]: I thank the member for Alfred 
Cove for giving me the opportunity to speak about the Companion Card and the opportunities that it presents for 
people with disabilities. I wondered why the member had chosen once again to raise this matter, but I 
acknowledge that this has been a matter about which she has been obsessively passionate. It is totally 
inappropriate for the member for Alfred Cove to come into this place, when she knows the issues around her 
argument of discrimination are entirely wrong, and to perpetuate that argument once again, and in doing so take 
a cheap shot at National Disability Services. 

Dr J.M. Woollard interjected. 

Ms S.M. McHALE: NDS is a very reputable organisation and the member for Alfred Cove should be ashamed 
at suggesting that NDS is making a profit out of people with disabilities. She is the one who should be ashamed 
of what she has just said. She is now on the public record as saying that NDS is profiting out of people with 
disabilities. I will make sure that NDS knows that the member for Alfred Cove has said that and that that is what 
she thinks. I will quickly run through the history of the Companion Card. It is estimated that about 400 000 
people in Western Australia have some form of disability, and the Companion Card was designed specifically to 
promote the existing rights of people who require attendant care at venues and facilities. I am very pleased to say 
that Skywest, which is very much a role model for the airline industry, has also come on board in support of the 
Companion Card. Almost 3 000 people with a disability have joined the Companion Card scheme and they are 
very pleased with it. 

Dr J.M. Woollard: Having been forced to pay. 

Ms S.M. McHALE: Apart from the member for Alfred Cove and perhaps one other — 

Dr J.M. Woollard interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I ask the minister to take her seat. The member for Alfred Cove has been a member of this 
place long enough to know that grievances are only seven minutes long and should be heard in silence. I note 
that there were no interjections when the member for Alfred Cove was making quite provocative statements and 
I urge her to at least give the minister the same sort of courtesy. 

Ms S.M. McHALE: I deliberately kept quiet even though the member for Alfred Cove was making 
extraordinary statements, using language like “exploiting” and “discrimination” even when she was talking 
about disabled people. That language is offensive. I think the member ought to take note of her own language. 

The government has now guaranteed access to more than 250 sporting, cultural, travel and entertainment venues 
across the state. Members opposite may not be aware when they come to do their budgets that the state 
government provided almost $400 000—$390 000 to be exact—of funding to the program and, in addition to 
that, another $200 000 from Lotterywest. Collectively, we have therefore invested $590 000 in the fund. It was 
decided earlier in the scheme to charge a fee of $10 a year—that is, $30 over three years—to cover the 
operational costs of NDS, formerly ACROD, which runs the program. 

I can tell the member for Alfred Cove that NDS does not make a profit out of this scheme whatsoever. 
Effectively, the cost per card works out at about 20c a week. In an attempt to undermine the success of the 
scheme and jeopardise relationships, the member for Alfred Cove has consistently criticised this program. The 
member wrote directly to all affiliates of NDS last year making a number of erroneous assertions, including that 
the charge for the card was discriminatory and that it created a two-tier system. She carried on like that. The 
member for Alfred Cove has undermined the scheme. I think the 3 000 people and more who have joined the 
scheme would severely disagree with the member for Alfred Cove, as would the majority of affiliates. The 
Companion Card is simply a mechanism that provides an easy, non-intrusive way for businesses to identify 
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eligible clients. If people are behaving as in the example the member has given, we will deal with that. Under the 
Disability Services Act people with disabilities who require attendant care are being discriminated against if they 
are expected to pay for two tickets. Prior to the introduction of the card, people with disabilities were often 
required to reveal highly personal details to complete strangers in public places, such as cinemas and airports, 
about their level of need. The card was a way of dealing with those sometimes highly embarrassing situations, 
but it also required the attendant to exercise individual discretion and to assess the medical needs of the 
individual. 

Let me quote from the Town of Victoria Park following the member for Alfred Cove’s letter-writing campaign, 
which was about undermining the system. The Town of Victoria Park stated that the card affords individuals a 
sense of dignity and respect, as opposed to the traditional welfare models. The town’s affiliation with the 
Companion Card is a welcome support to recreation staff, as it reduces the likelihood of subjective assessments 
being made. There is a set of clearly defined criteria to ensure the card reaches the target group, there is a robust 
application and the card itself contains state-of-the-art security features to guard against fraudulent reproduction. 
The card is optional and people determine for themselves whether it is in their best interests. There is a growing 
number of affiliates on the list who are offering really amazing leisure opportunities and entertainment pursuits 
for people with disabilities. We are proud of the growth in the number of businesses that are embracing the 
Companion Card and taking it on board. There are people with disabilities who simply could not have afforded 
the cost of two tickets. It doubles as an exercise in community awareness, and I do not think 20c a week is a 
significant impost for the services that the card produces. Thanks to the Companion Card, this has changed. 

I make it absolutely clear that we have canvassed the arguments that the member for Alfred Cove has 
erroneously perpetrated about the card program being discriminatory. I can tell the member that the advice is 
very clear that it is not a discriminatory process; it is in fact a program that is helping people with disabilities. 
The state government investment is significant and the cost is minimal. Finally, I look forward to working with 
the federal government, which is also committed to a national Companion Card that may well bring about 
change. However, I acknowledge and congratulate NDS on its fantastic work.  

BUS SERVICES — DAWESVILLE 
Grievance 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [9.38 am]: My grievance is to the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, whom I cannot see in the chamber. 

The SPEAKER: She is here. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Sorry, I could not see her at the back of the chamber. 

Ms S.M. McHale: You’d see her in your dreams! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I do actually, everywhere. I tell members, everyone is frightened of the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure, including me! 

I took the unusual step about a week ago of sending to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure the details of 
this grievance, indicating exactly what I intended to say so that she would have a better opportunity to provide 
some answers. I will quickly refer to a summary of the issues that have arisen. I met Mr Gary Merritt in the East 
Perth office of my electorate early last year to talk about problems with buses. We were advised that when the 
new train started, that would free up a number of buses and we would get an improved service. There is no 
question that following the closure of East Perth train station additional services were provided to my electorate. 
I have to say that since the school year started we have been inundated with complaints from parents about 
problems with the bus service. I will refer quickly to the complaints that my staff have received. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: I have had complaints from my electorate too. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am aware of that, member. 

The first complaint raised was overcrowding on school buses, with some students having to stand for up to an 
hour on a bus. The Public Transport Authority has advised that Transperth designs its services around carrying 
standing passengers in peak periods when students are travelling. However, parents believe that that is a safety 
issue because the Dawesville bus travels through speed zones that are higher than those that it travels through in 
urban areas. Old Coast Road is notorious for the accidents that occur on it. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: I am trying to grasp where the students are going that they would be standing up for an 
hour, because the Public Transport Authority contests that. Can you tell me where the students are travelling to? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Yes. Because there is no high school in my electorate, students attending high school have to 
attend private schools such as Mandurah Catholic College or Living Waters Lutheran College.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: So they are travelling from Dawesville. 
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Dr K.D. HAMES: When I say Dawesville, people think I mean the suburb of Dawesville; however, I am 
referring to the electorate of Dawesville. My electorate extends to Lake Clifton. Students in the suburb of 
Dawesville—those on the other side of the cut—do not have a bus that takes a direct route to the schools. The 
bus has to pick up students from all over my electorate on the way. The bus takes a winding route. From the time 
the bus leaves the outside of Dawesville near Tims Thicket Lane and winds through the many roads and ends up 
at the schools, the journey takes about an hour.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Which schools is the member talking about? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am talking about Mandurah Catholic College, Frederick Urwin Anglican School, Living 
Waters Lutheran College, Mandurah Baptist College, which also has a primary school, and Mandurah Senior 
College. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Wouldn’t those children be the ones who are getting on the bus first? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Some of them are.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: The member is saying that some students are standing for over an hour. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I ask the minister to let me finish my grievance. As the bus travels along the route and 
collects people, it gets very crowded. Since the huge expansion on the other side of the cut, and particularly since 
students from Ocean Road Primary School are now attending those high schools, there has been a big increase in 
the number of students who are coming from the other side of cut. Sure, the students who live further away get 
on the bus first and are more likely to get seats. I accept the minister’s contention that when they travel to school, 
they might not stand the whole way. If a huge crowd gets on the bus on the homeward journey, some students 
will have to stand. As students get off at the earlier stops, there is an opportunity for other students to sit down. 
However, I have been told that some students have stood for the whole journey. I am telling the minister what I 
have been told by those parents who have complained.  
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: It just does not seem logical. 
Dr K.D. HAMES: If the minister continues to interrupt me, I will run out of time. The second issue is that there 
is no articulated bus on route 12 in the mornings and afternoons. An articulated bus was recently made available, 
but apparently it is more than 25 years old. The third issue is that primary students are having to transfer at the 
train station without parent or teacher supervision. The fourth issue is that it appears that no early notification of 
the revised school bus service was issued to parents. The fifth issue is that the stop near Cossack Way, 
Dawesville has been removed from the orange bus service. No early notification was given to parents that 
children who were accepted on this service late last year were no longer eligible to use it as of 4 March 2008 due 
to overcrowding. The bus driver issued a note advising parents of the PTA decision on the afternoon of 
29 February, which was just before the long weekend. Students who accessed this service last year now have to 
use an alternative bus service that takes approximately 30 minutes longer. Some primary students are leaving 
home at 7.00 am to get to school on time—for quite a while students from a particular area were arriving late to 
school—and they do not arrive home until 4.30 pm. That is not an improved service.  
The sixth issue is that when my office contacted the PTA to advise that students were arriving late to school, that 
some were unable to access the buses because of overcrowding and that parents and teachers were worried about 
the safety of students, we were advised that no complaints had been received by the PTA regarding the 
Dawesville bus service. Many parents have reported to my office that they tried to complain to the PTA but their 
phone calls were not returned or their complaints acknowledged. The seventh issue is that traffic congestion at 
the various schools since the implementation of the new bus service has increased and is a safety concern of 
parents and teachers. The eighth issue is that school bus route 9 has been removed and replaced by a public 
service, bus 591. Students from Halls Head Community College who finish at 2.45 pm now have to wait until 
3.20 pm for the 591 bus. The ninth issue is that many students are required to leave and arrive home later than 
they did under the previous school bus service.  
I have had to rush through those issues because the minister sought further information. I ask the minister to send 
a PTA representative to talk to the parents who are disturbed about the changes and who want to talk to 
somebody about their issues. My office received a letter that effectively states that the parents will not get what 
they want and therefore there is no point sending a representative to meet them. A PTA representative must talk 
to the parents who have raised these issues and provide them with answers. It is fine for the minister to provide 
me with answers in the house; however, for me to relay those answers to all the parents who have complained 
would be extremely difficult. We would like a PTA representative to come to Dawesville to explain the issues. If 
the parents cannot have what they want—namely, a direct, one-bus journey from their area to their children’s 
schools—they cannot have it. I do not want to tell them that; rather, the minister’s office should tell them that.  

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale — Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [9.47 am]: I 
acknowledge that the member for Dawesville provided a letter outlining the issues that he wanted to discuss in 
his grievance. That is a sensible and mature approach to take. Obviously, many people have aspirations for more 
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services around the state. The member for Dawesville’s electorate is probably better serviced by school buses 
and has more dedicated school bus routes than any other electorate in the Transperth network. In some respects, 
the member for Dawesville’s electorate has probably has the highest level of services for school buses than any 
other electorate.  

With regard to the lack of notification, sometimes that is not done very well. If there has been a problem and 
people were not properly advised about changes, I apologise. That should have been done at the beginning of the 
school year rather than, as the member said, before a long weekend. I have tried to emphasise the need to ensure 
that people are given adequate notice about a change in a bus service. It is not acceptable for students to stand for 
more than an hour on a bus journey, which is why I was seeking to get information from the member for 
Dawesville about which students are standing for more than an hour and what routes they are travelling on. The 
PTA has told me that that is not the case. It is true that some school bus services take an hour to run and that 
students stand during them. However, that is a very different proposition from the one that students are standing 
for more than an hour. Quite obviously, the students who travel the longest get on the bus first and they get the 
seats. On the homeward journey, students get a seat based on who gets on the bus first, but as the bus empties, 
those students who are standing take a seat. I severely contest what the member has stated. I ask him to provide 
examples of students having to stand on a bus for more than an hour. What the member has stated does not add 
up with the information with which I have been provided. I am wondering whether two things have been 
collated; that is, that there is a bus trip that might take more than an hour and that some students are standing on 
that bus, which has resulted in some saying that students are standing for more than an hour.  

Dr K.D. Hames: I am only going by what the parents have told me. A large number of students are living 
beyond the cut. I will seek to get the specific information from the parents who made the complaints. Part of the 
problem is that some children are still standing at the end of their journey when the bus is travelling between 90 
and 100 kilometres an hour. I remind the minister that it was a Mandurah bus that was involved in an accident on 
Mandurah Road that lead to the government introducing the seatbelt rule. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I understand that. However, can the member imagine what would happen if we 
introduced seating-only transport? Perth would grind to a halt. That is not done anywhere around the world. 
People stand on buses in peak hours. As I said, I suspect that what has happened is that two issues have been 
concertinaed to get that outcome. If the member can provide me with that information, I will look at it.  

An articulated vehicle has now been put on the bus route. I do not see any relevance in the fact that that bus is 25 
years old. Buses are maintained to a very high standard; they are subjected to independent checks each year. If a 
bus was not up to delivering a service, it would not be in the system. It is a safe bus. The buses are still working 
well. Why on earth would these children object to getting on this bus because it is older? It is not 
malfunctioning; it is still a very good quality vehicle.  

Mr M.J. Cowper: Serviceable.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It is a serviceable vehicle. We have no intention of scrapping them just because 
someone does not like the fact that they are 25 years old. We are expanding our service. We are putting on 66 to 
70 new buses each year. We are pensioning off some buses as part of that process. That rate of expansion means 
that we are obviously keeping some of these older buses on.  

The member also spoke about primary school children having to transfer at the train station without parents or 
teachers present. I presume he was referring to parents who have chosen not to use the local schools.  

Dr K.D. Hames: Yes. The reason for that is there is no high school. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: This issue is about primary school children. It has nothing to do with high schools. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Parents have had to put their kids into private primary schools to get them into private high 
schools. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: We provide local primary schools. If parents decide to bus their kids out of the area, 
one of the factors that they have to take into account is whether their children have the capacity and the maturity 
to undertake that travel and transfer from buses at the rail station. It is completely and utterly unreasonable to 
raise this argument when the state is providing local primary schools. Parents make a choice. To say that the 
state should be responsible for managing that choice is completely unreasonable. That is not an issue that we will 
pursue in any way, shape or form.  
I do not resile from the fact that we may have failed to give adequate notice of changes in bus services. I 
apologise for that. We will continue to try to do better. 
The member also referred to Cossack Way, Dawesville. It is regrettable that parents were not notified of the 
change to the service at the beginning of the school year rather than on 4 March. We have orange school routes 
for people outside the Transperth area. I have a list of a host of services that are available from Cossack Way to 
each of the local private primary schools. 
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The SPEAKER: Minister, would you like to table them? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I will provide more detailed information to the member afterwards. If students are 
standing for more than an hour, that would worry me. I will certainly look at that issue once I receive more 
evidence. 

Dr K.D. Hames: What about someone coming down and meeting the parents? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I want to find out about the nature of the problem, and then we will consider 
whether we come down for a meeting. Compared with school services in the rest of Perth, the member’s area is 
doing very well.  

PROCEDURE AND PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE 
First Report — “Review of E-petitions” 

MR P.W. ANDREWS (Southern River) [9.53 am]: I present for tabling the first report of the Procedure and 
Privileges Committee for 2008, entitled “Review of E-petitions”.  

[See paper 3715.] 

Mr P.W. ANDREWS: The Procedure and Privileges Committee undertook to review e-petitions. We found that 
a number of jurisdictions throughout Australia have tackled this issue and have come up with a number of 
different solutions for utilising e-petitions. The Parliaments of Queensland and Tasmania have done so for a 
considerable period. Petitions are lodged electronically in those two states and have become part of the 
establishment in their Assemblies. They have amended their standing orders to accommodate them. E-petitions 
also have some status in the Senate and the Northern Territory Assembly. They are accepted as petitions “which 
are posted and signed electronically on the internet if the member presenting them certifies that they have been 
duly posted with the text available to the signatories”. E-petitions are also acceptable in other Parliaments 
throughout the world; for example, in the German Bundestag. The British Prime Minister’s office at 10 Downing 
Street has also established facilities for receiving these petitions. The House of Commons Procedure Committee 
is finalising its report into e-petitions for publication this year. The House of Representatives Standing 
Committee on Procedure is also looking at this issue.  

Part of the argument that we have had in Western Australia for e-petitions is the same argument that is held in 
various Parliaments throughout the world. E-petitions more or less function the same way in the jurisdictions that 
have them. The user is able to view previously posted, rejected and current e-petitions. The user is able to check 
the closing date and status of e-petitions. The user is also able to obtain the name and contact details of principal 
petitioners; view the number of signatories and, less frequently, the actual signatures to the e-petitions; read the 
background information relating to a particular e-petition; forward an e-petition to another person via email; 
participate in an online discussion for and relating to an e-petition; join an e-petition; and monitor the progress or 
the outcome of the petition through the house. That is basically how it has worked.  

The committee was able to gauge a number of concerns from its investigation into the use of e-petitions in 
various places. One of the key issues was the belief that an e-petition takes away the face-to-face contact with 
the person organising a petition. In other words, the very grassroots of an issue can be ignored because setting up 
an e-petition involves simply getting onto a laptop. One of the strong arguments against e-petitions was that it 
desensitises the experience of a person getting a petition up about a local issue, going around the neighbourhood 
and getting people to commit to it by signing it on their doorstep and engaging in the usual conversation. As we 
know in this place, it is not just a matter of getting a signature on a petition and tabling it in Parliament; there is 
the process of organising a petition, addressing a problem, gauging the strength of the feeling in the community 
and then, as it is presented in Parliament, waiting to see the reaction it receives. As members in this place, when 
we table a petition in Parliament, we judge the strength of public opinion by the number of signatories to that 
particular petition. The same cannot be said of the e-petition in many ways. It has been argued that it is very easy 
to develop a petition electronically and get signatures, and it is a disengagement from the grassroots of the 
political process.  

The second major argument against e-petitions is the cost. It is very expensive to set up the process within 
Parliaments. The committee considered not only the expense, but also the extent of the use of e-petitions. For 
example, in Queensland between 2002 and 2007, 764 paper petitions were presented to Parliament, whereas 
there were only 165 e-petitions. In Tasmania between 2004 and 2007, 73 paper petitions were presented to the 
Parliament and there were only six e-petitions. In other words, the argument against e-petitions is that of a very 
significant cost compared with the little use over an extended time frame, as was the case in Queensland and 
Tasmania.  

Certainly, one of the arguments that the committee considered in favour of e-petitions was that there are many 
people in the community who are not in a position to go around the neighbourhood to gather petitions. For 
example, people with a physical disability would not be able to engage in grassroots politics, such as we do as 
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members. Another argument put forward in favour of e-petitions was that it would involve people of the younger 
generation, particularly persons who are in IT, in the political process.  
At this stage the committee reached the conclusion, as have many Parliaments throughout the world, that the best 
approach is to sit and wait. Therefore, at this stage, the committee does not recommend that the Assembly adopt 
a process of e-petitions.  

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON DELEGATED LEGISLATION 
Twenty-fifth Report — “University Statutes: Curtin University of Technology—Statute No. 7—The Council; and 

Murdoch University—Amending Statutes—No. 5 and No. 17” 

MR P.W. ANDREWS (Southern River) [10.02 am]: I present for tabling the twenty-fifth report of the Joint 
Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation, titled “University Statutes: Curtin University of Technology—
Statute No. 7—The Council; and Murdoch University—Amending Statutes—No. 5 and No. 17”.  

[See paper 3716.]  

Mr P.W. ANDREWS: The question addressed in the report I have just tabled is related to the ambiguity in 
whether the matters dealt with in section 34(1), paragraphs (a),(ea)and (eb) of the Curtin University of 
Technology Act 1966 are best dealt with in statutes that are scrutinised by Parliament or rules that are not 
scrutinised by Parliament.  
The Curtin University of Technology statute No 7, the Council, was gazetted on 24 July 2007 and considered at 
a meeting of the Delegated Legislation Committee, in the first instance, on 21 September 2007.  
I am referred to subsection 34(1) of the Curtin University of Technology Act. The committee’s main concern is 
that the statute either was or was not authorised by the Curtin University act, in that statute 7 purports to address 
matters that the act appears to contemplate would be dealt with in a statute. Therefore, the question is: was that 
statute authorised or contemplated by the Curtin University act? The committee came to the conclusion that it 
was a matter that was too close to call to move for a disallowance.  
The committee resolved that the question of whether subsection 34(3) of the Curtin University act was intended 
to operate within its council and committee standing orders, being a statute or rules, should be resolved by 
Parliament. The issue is that statutes are scrutinised by the Parliament, whereas rules are not. Therefore, the 
committee recommended that the government amend the Curtin University of Technology Act 1966 to clarify 
that the matters set out in section 34(1), paragraphs (a),(ea)and (eb) are intended to be addressed by statutes, not 
rules, made under that act.  

Twenty-sixth Report — “Issues Arising Under Health Local Laws” 
MR P.W. ANDREWS (Southern River) [10.04 am]: I present the twenty-sixth report of the Joint Standing 
Committee on Delegated Legislation, titled “Issues Arising Under Health Local Laws”. 
[See paper 3717.]  
Mr P.W. ANDREWS: This particular report deals with a number of issues that relate to health local laws. The 
purpose of the report is to bring to the attention of the Parliament and to make recommendations relating to a 
series of clauses that comes from the committee’s scrutiny of several health local laws made by local 
governments under section 342 of the Health Act 1911. For example, the City of Perth’s health local laws, in 
particular clause 162, has been copied by many local governments throughout the state, and it presents a number 
of difficulties. The question became whether clause 162 is authorised or contemplated by the act.  
The committee found a number of problems that relate to the Health Act and has made recommendations to the 
Minister for Health, which are contained in the report. The recommendations pertain to a number of particular 
sections and one example is the use of the word and “noxious”. I understand that the committee contacted three 
local governments to ascertain its meaning and the committee received a variety of responses. One response was 
that it is a dictionary definition. On checking the dictionary definition we found all sorts of variations on what 
the words meant. The committee recommends in its report that that word be either deleted or defined. It is a very 
important matter. The committee’s report contains a number of recommendations to the Minister for Health, 
particularly to section 342 of the Health Act.  

ROAD TRAFFIC (ADMINISTRATION) BILL 2007 
Consideration in Detail 

Resumed from 19 March. 
Clause 90: Terms used in this Division — 
Debate was interrupted after the clause had been partly considered. 
Mr M.J. COWPER: The member for Leschenault put an interesting argument to the house yesterday. Although 
I do not agree entirely with what he has proposed, he made a point that I think needs further investigation. I think 
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it relates to when this legislation was drafted in 2000, and a matter that he believes strongly was misinterpreted 
when the legislation was rolled out that had been introduced by the then Ministers Cowan and Prince. The 
National Party members were of the view that some photographic evidence would be required to enable 
prosecution. I agree with the minister’s view that, if that were the case, photographs from red light cameras 
would be null and void and, as a result, create dangerous situations on our roads. That is why I cannot support 
the member for Leschenault’s proposed amendment. Notwithstanding that, there is an opportunity for the 
member to read into Hansard what was discussed at that point in time. If he still feels so passionate about it, he 
can introduce an amendment by way of a private member’s bill. The Liberal Party will not support the 
amendment. I ask that, in the absence of my former colleague, the clause be put.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: The legislation requires there to be photographic evidence. No infringement is sent 
out without photographic evidence. However, the photographic evidence does not require there to be a 
photograph of an identifiable human face. It requires that there is something to base the infringement on. In the 
vast majority of these cases the identifiable information is the numberplate. That is a requirement in the 
legislation. I do not know whether all of the now opposition, then in government, members were asleep when 
that bill was passed. As has been quoted, the government strongly supported it. This party is consistent; it 
supports stuff when it is in opposition and continues to support it in government, unlike many members opposite 
who flip-flop around. They take one position in government and then backtrack. The provisions in the legislation 
on this matter are very clear—photographic evidence is required. It is sent out, but, invariably, that photographic 
evidence is of a numberplate and, where possible, it has an identifiable photograph. Photographs will not always 
be identifiable because some people will be wearing motorbike helmets and some people might be wearing a 
hijab, or because of the weather or the time of day. Red-light camera photographs are, of necessity, taken from 
behind the vehicle, so it is not possible for the driver to be identified. I urge members to actually apply a little bit 
of thought process to debating this legislation. There is no mistake that photographic evidence has always been 
required. That is what everyone agreed when this legislation was passed by Parliament in 2000. If in certain 
circumstances photographic evidence identifies a face, that is sent out as well, but that will not always be the 
case for all the reasons I have set out.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I do not take issue with the photographic evidence, as some members may have done; I 
am concerned that the minister and her colleagues in cabinet—her government—have been saying for the past 
seven years that they will make sure that motorcycle licence plates are placed at the front rather than only at the 
back of bikes. The argument made many years ago was that registration plates at the front of bikes are dangerous 
if a bike is involved in an accident. I accept the difficulties of obtaining an identifiable photograph if the number 
plate is curved in the same shape as the front mudguard, as it used to be very often. However, these days there is 
nothing wrong with a registration plate being placed at the front of the bike; it could be made of biodegradable 
material that would not inflict any extra injuries on a person in an accident. It would be a clear signal to those 
lunatics who drive at excessive speeds and make extremely rude gestures to speed cameras to slow down. I am 
not too bothered about photographic evidence but I am concerned about the behaviour of irresponsible, stupid 
motorcyclists who ride their bikes at excessive speeds knowing they will not be caught because an additional 
Multanova camera is not situated at every camera designation to enable rear-view photographs to be taken. The 
minister is responsible for a large part of this area; when is she going to personally do something about it? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: I am not actually responsible for this area; nevertheless I am happy to reply. I have a 
very big workload, and this is not part of it.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Are you responsible for infringement notices being sent?  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: No. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Is that not in any way, shape or form? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: No.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: However, the minister is responsible for demerit points.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: No. I do not know how many times I have to explain to you, there is a Minister 
Assisting the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, who is a full minister, not a parliamentary secretary.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: She is assisting the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: No; her title is Minister Assisting the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We know the reason for that is that the minister has a dreadful driving record.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: It has nothing to do with it.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes it does; that is why that area was taken away from the minister. The minister knows 
that, but she still has a responsibility as a minister of this government to try to ensure that — 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Anomaly. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It is not an anomaly  

The minister, as a minister of this government, has a responsibility to try to ensure that road users who abuse the 
road rules on motorbikes in particular are caught, but they are not being caught because there are not enough 
Multanova cameras to take photographs of the rear view of motorcycles.  

I do not have a problem with owner-onus legislation; I have been a supporter of it for a long time. However, I 
have a problem with a government, of which the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure is a part, that has been 
sitting on its hands when it should be doing something about stupid, irresponsible motorcyclists who travel at 
excessive speeds and cause accidents. I would like the minister to respond and explain what she as a minister in 
this government will do about it.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I will clarify the situation. The position of Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure taking responsibility for licences was introduced after the last election in 2005 in 
order to more equally distribute the workload.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Another minister, the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, dealt with that before.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I had responsibility for licensing up until 2005. After the 2005 election, fortunately, 
I was able to hand that over to the minister assisting.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Exactly—assisting.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: That is the title, but it does not in any way, shape or form mean that person is not a 
full minister. It is no different from when Mr Graham Kierath was the Minister Assisting the Treasurer. He had 
certain defined ministerial responsibilities that he was directly responsible for, although his title was minister 
assisting. There has been a Minister Assisting the Minister for Public Sector Management who had direct 
ministerial responsibility. I have tried to explain that this has been the situation since 2005. We have gone over it 
time and again. Although there were ministers assisting when the Liberal Party was in government, its members 
have not actually been able to grasp the concept. As I say, we made a decision in a reallocation of portfolios in 
2005 in order to spread the workload.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: You are still a member of a collective cabinet. What are you going to do about it in your role 
as minister responsible for transport?  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: Yesterday I was a bit surprised at the minister’s tirade because I do actually listen to 
what the government has to say. Depending on what the government says, I cross the floor occasionally. I think 
that a lot of the minister’s comments yesterday were very reasonable about the reasons that the photographic 
evidence could not have a clear and identifiable image. However, in relation to the photographic evidence, many 
of the cameras are in fact behind the intersections, because traditionally that is what the technology allowed. 
Technology now allows cameras to be put at the front of intersections, so we could have clearer photographic 
evidence in the future. The community is often very unhappy with some of the legislation which has been 
introduced and which I have supported to improve road safety. The minister knows that I have supported that 
legislation. However, because of the social contract that the government has with the community, I believe that 
the government should be doing its best to be accountable to the community. Maybe the government does not 
have the funds to move the cameras now, but it would be nice if the government gave a commitment that in the 
future it would try to ensure that the photographic evidence had a clear and identifiable image, because that 
would save the situation that was explained in the house by the member for Leschenault, who had been sent 
several photographs in which we could not see who the person was. 

The member for Hillarys raised the issue of motorcycles. I was very concerned when the comment was made 
yesterday about motorcycles going through the suburbs at high speeds. I went to my office and looked on the 
internet. In the United Kingdom, there are front and back licence plate numbers on motorcycles. I know that 
from when I lived there several decades ago. Unfortunately, I have just rushed into the chamber for this debate, 
so I do not have a copy of a relevant paper with me. However, I know that one of the motorcycle associations 
wrote to the government in Victoria last year complaining because VicRoads was putting a proposition to the 
government that there should be front and rear numberplates on motorcycles. We have had problems in the past. 
I do not know how many years ago it was, but there was a very nasty accident involving a motorcycle that had a 
front numberplate. Again, technology has improved, and I think that there should be numberplates on the front 
and the back of motorcycles. I use the freeway several times a week. I cannot remember overtaking a 
motorcycle, but I can assure the minister that motorcycles overtake me. Almost every day I use the freeway, and 
I abide by the proper speed limit, but motorcycles overtake my vehicle all the time. Yes, that accident in WA 
many years ago was a terrible one, and I feel very sorry for the family who was affected by that accident. 
However, since that time, I wonder how many people have been killed in motorcycle accidents. If we had had 
improved technology and had been able to maybe photograph the front and back numberplates on motorcycles, 
those motorcyclists might not have been so keen on speeding. I was shocked when the minister said that some 
people travel through the suburbs at more than 200 kilometres an hour. I have not seen that. However, I have 
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seen them driving very fast on the freeway. I think it is terrible that that situation is occurring. I ask the 
government to look at what VicRoads is doing in Victoria. If Victoria has already started to move towards 
having numberplates on the front and the back of motorcycles, let us beat them to it and let us prevent some of 
these accidents from happening. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I understand from the police that they are now looking at technology that will 
enable Multanovas to take photographs from the back and the front, and they believe that that will provide the 
solution to the problem. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 91 to 123 put and passed. 

Clause 124: Compensation orders for damage to road infrastructure in consequence of MDLR offences — 
Mr M.J. COWPER: I will not harp on about the rest of this bill for much longer. However, I want to make a 
comment more than anything else. This is the provision that has been brought over from the national compliance 
and enforcement legislation. It deals with compensation orders for damage to road infrastructure in consequence 
of a mass, dimension or loading requirement offence. All I want to say is that when I was a police officer and I 
went around my police subdistrict, it concerned me to see the number of tyre marks on roads. In particular, when 
I closely examined some of those tyre marks—there was oil on the road and a lot of heat was generated from the 
rear wheels of the vehicle—I found that damage had been caused to the road surface. I always felt that it was 
unfortunate that we could not ascertain who had committed the offence, because by making those marks, those 
people had caused damage to the road surface. This provision deals with the consequence of causing damage to 
infrastructure. I have in front of me a definition of what the infrastructure may be. It includes trees and virtually 
anything that is a public asset. 

I want to flag, and have it recorded in Hansard, that I believe there should also be a provision under the Road 
Traffic Act that a compensation order could be applied to any person, not just as a consequence of an MDLR 
offence. Anyone who wilfully drives in a manner likely to cause damage to road infrastructure should be liable 
to pay compensation for doing so. There are certain circumstances in which that can be done, but it does not 
apply to hoons or to a person who comes under the provisions of section 60 or 61 of the act. I simply wanted to 
flag that. That is something that I feel is lacking and that could benefit and strengthen this legislation. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I wonder whether the member has looked at clause 131, because that clause appears 
to me to do precisely what the member says should be done. It is a general provision and not limited to the 
MDLR provisions. It states — 

Each responsible person for a vehicle is jointly and severally liable in damages to a road authority for 
any expense or loss incurred by that road authority because of damage to road infrastructure caused by, 
or happening as a result of — 

(a) the use of the vehicle on a road; 

It goes on. I think clause 131 does precisely what the member wanted. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 125 to 166 put and passed. 

Postponed clause 26: Production of identification — 
The clause was postponed on 18 March. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I move — 

Page 24, lines 8 to 10 — To delete the lines. 

This amendment is an attempt to respond to a concern expressed by the member for Leschenault that a warden 
should be required to show identification before engaging in enforcement activities. We have sought to include 
some provisions that hopefully will ensure that a warden, as soon as is reasonably practicable, will show 
identification to the person who is the subject of the enforcement activities. The current legislation provides that 
the warden must show his identification upon request. However, we are going one step further and providing that 
the warden must show his identification at the outset. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I would like some clarification about this amendment that has been moved by the minister. 
Is it available for members to look at? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: It is on the notice paper and I also handed out an explanatory sheet to the Clerk and 
asked that it be circulated. It is very hard to follow the logic of it otherwise. I did that yesterday when I handed 
up the amendments to be put on the notice paper. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: Is the amendment in the current notice paper? 
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Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Yes, but unfortunately the document that explains how it would read has gone missing. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: That is on a manuscript on the computer system and so is unavailable at this point. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: It is pretty hard to take a position when there is no explanation of the amendment. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I have just given an explanation of the amendment, which is on the notice paper. As 
I said, I asked the Clerk if he could circulate with the amendments another document that would show how the 
legislation would read. Effectively, the amendments on the notice paper, taken as a whole, introduce a 
requirement for a warden to show his identification as soon as is reasonably practical. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I also advise that explanatory information is not provided in the notice paper. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: If I had been told that the Clerks could not do it, I would have handed it out myself. 

Amendment put and passed. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I move — 

Page 24, line 14 — To insert after “power” —  

for MDLR compliance purposes 

The reason we are doing this is there are all sorts of wardens, including lollipop persons, but no-one is 
suggesting that we should require lollipop persons to show identification before they start exercising their 
powers. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: What were the words you just mentioned? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: On the notice paper the words to be inserted are “for an MDLR offence”. The 
advice is that the better wording is “for MDLR compliance purposes” because it does not necessarily concern an 
offence. A warden could be undertaking a routine random check. If this provision were required to be complied 
with only when an offence was being committed, that would not go far enough. We would be quite happy either 
way, but this provision is probably broader than the original and so we will use it for compliance purposes. 
Amendment put and passed. 
Leave granted for the amendments to be considered together. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I move — 

Page 24, line 15 — To delete “comply with a request to”. 

Page 24, line 16 — To delete “comply with a reasonable request to”. 

Page 24, line 19 — To delete “comply with a request to”. 

Page 24, lines 26 to 29 — To delete all words after “(4)” and substitute — 

as soon as is reasonably practicable 
Amendments put and passed. 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Title put and passed. 

As to Third Reading 
MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale — Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [10.40 am]: I seek 
leave for the bill to be read a third time. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr G. Woodhams): The bill has been amended, so the minister will need to 
postpone the third reading until the next sitting date. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Can I not seek leave to have it read a third time? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: The minister needs to move that the third reading be made an order of the day for 
the next sitting of the house. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Is it not possible, given that it was an amendment — 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Given that the bill has been amended, we cannot do that on this sitting day. You will 
have to either move that it be read on the next sitting day, or suspend standing orders to enable that to happen. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I will move to suspend standing orders. The government moved an amendment in 
order to satisfy a request from the member for Leschenault. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: If the minister wishes to suspend standing orders, she will have to have an absolute 
majority in the house. 
[Quorum formed.] 
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Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta — Leader of the House) [10.43 am] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as to allow the Road Traffic (Administration) Bill 2007 
to be read a third time. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [10.43 am]: The opposition will agree to this in the spirit of Easter. However, I 
have been watching the monitor and I have seen the minister berating the member for Murray on every aspect of 
this legislation. Instead of handling it in a professional way, she has argued the point and criticised the member. 
Now the minister has come in with an amendment that does not appear on the notice paper and of which no copy 
was provided to the opposition. The minister wants the bill to go through straightaway, and as it is a fairly minor 
issue, the opposition will not be silly about it. We will agree to the suspension so that the bill can be read a third 
time, but I remind the minister that this cuts both ways. She should not sit there and berate the member for 
Murray, who is handling probably the first major package of legislation of his career and doing a damn good job, 
in my observation. The minister should be a bit gracious in the same way that the opposition is being gracious. In 
the spirit of Easter, we will agree to the suspension. 
MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale — Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [10.44 am]: Just to 
correct the record, the amendment on the notice paper was in fact an amendment designed to address a concern 
of the member for Leschenault. 
Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

Third Reading 
Bill read a third time, on motion by Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan (Minister for Planning and Infrastructure), and 
transmitted to the Council. 

ROAD TRAFFIC (CONSEQUENTIAL PROVISIONS) BILL 2007 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 28 November 2007. 
MR M.J. COWPER (Murray) [10.45 am]: This bill is part of a suite of five bills. It is part of the 
disaggregation of the Road Traffic Act. It is a bill that deals with the framework by which the Road Traffic Act 
and consequential bills will operate. I do not intend to speak at great length on this matter. I do not expect to go 
into consideration in detail on this bill; it will go straight through to the third reading. On the whole, I think it has 
been a good thing to disaggregate the Road Traffic Act so that we can deal with bite-sized pieces of legislation 
that can be amended. There were some areas of concern for some members within the previous two bills in the 
suite. We have given those bills a thorough workout. There are some areas that have a secondary or provisional 
influence on what is being passed. They can be revisited at a later date. Basically, we are dividing the act into a 
more manageable system. The opposition will not seek to go into consideration in detail and will allow this bill 
to pass. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: I advise members that there are some amendments on the notice paper, so the bill 
will need to go to consideration in detail. 
MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale — Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [10.48 am]: — in reply: 
I thank the member for Murray for his support of the legislation, and hopefully we can proceed very rapidly with 
those amendments.  
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 

Consideration in Detail 
Clauses 1 to 101 put and passed.  
New clause 102 — 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I move — 

Page 26, after line 14 — To insert — 

102. Section 297 amended 
Section 297(4)(c)(iii) is deleted and the following subparagraph is inserted instead — 

“ 

(iii) a taxi as defined in the Taxi Act 1994 section 3(1) or an omnibus as 
defined in the Transport Co-ordination Act 1966 section 4(1); 

”. 
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The reason for this new clause is that since this bill was introduced into this house, amendments have been made 
in the other place to another piece of legislation that require this subsequent consequential change to be made to 
this legislation. It is a question of accommodating an amendment that has been made in the other place. 

New clause put and passed.  

Clauses 102 to 227 put and passed.  

Title put and passed.  
As to Quorum 

Mr A.D. McRAE: Mr Acting Speaker, I draw your attention to the state of the house. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr G. Woodhams): I am advised that a 15-minute differential is provided for in the 
calling of a quorum. The last quorum was called at 10.41 am. That means that another quorum cannot be called 
until 10.56 am. Therefore, I cannot agree to the member’s request that a quorum be called. 

Mr A.D. McRAE: I seek some guidance, Mr Acting Speaker. Does that standing order about the 15-minute 
differential between quorums apply only if the same member has called for the quorum or does it apply 
regardless of which member has called for the quorum? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, it is quite simple. It does not depend on which member has called for the 
quorum.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Further to the point of order raised by the member for Riverton, I make the observation 
that because this is a minor and trivial amendment to a consequential amendment bill, it would seem to be 
sensible that both Whips page their members and we suspend standing orders to finish this package of bills. 
Again, how more cooperative could the member for Murray be? What a gentleman!  

Mr A.D. McRAE: Mr Acting Speaker, may I seek further clarification about the quorum? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Certainly, member for Riverton. 

Mr A.D. McRAE: Mr Acting Speaker, you have advised the house that it is immaterial which member has 
sought your assessment of whether the state of the house meets the requirements for a quorum. However, I did 
not hear you say at what time the last quorum was called. I ask you to provide that further advice so that the 
house will be fully informed about that matter, 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Riverton, I appreciate the question. I did provide that advice, but I 
know that sometimes the state of the house does not enable all members to hear clearly. I did say that the last 
quorum was called at 10.41 am, and that if we add 15 minutes to that, another quorum cannot be called until 
10.56 am. That was my advice. I can tell members now that it is still not 10.56 am. However, I believe a quorum 
is present in the house. The minister. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

On motion without notice by Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan (Minister for Planning and Infrastructure), resolved 
with an absolute majority — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to allow this bill to be read a third time. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan (Minister for Planning and Infrastructure), and 
transmitted to the Council. 

ROAD TRAFFIC (VEHICLES) (TAXING) BILL 2007 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 28 November 2007. 

MR M.J. COWPER (Murray) [10.57 am]: This is a small bill. It contains only three clauses. I do not anticipate 
that this bill will require much scrutiny, so we will allow it to pass through the second reading stage. 

Question put and passed.  

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan (Minister for Planning and Infrastructure), and 
transmitted to the Council. 
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CHILDREN AND COMMUNITY SERVICES AMENDMENT 
(REPORTING SEXUAL ABUSE OF CHILDREN) BILL 2007 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 28 November 2007. 

MR C.C. PORTER (Murdoch) [11.00 am]: As we were informed in the second reading speech, this bill 
amends the Children and Community Services Act 2004 and makes consequential amendments to the Evidence 
Act 1906 and the Freedom of Information Act 1992. The best way for me to respond to the second reading 
speech is to look at the history of this bill. It is notable that the concept of mandatory reporting has previously 
been the subject of a private member’s bill introduced by the opposition: the Children and Community Services 
(Mandatory Reporting) Amendment Bill 2006. I will commence by exploring the accuracy and usefulness of 
some of the claims made in the second reading speech for the bill presently before the house. I will do that in 
three ways. The first is to look at the history of the concept of mandatory reporting in Western Australia; the 
second is to consider jurisdictional comparisons for the bill before the house, and some drafting issues 
consequent upon those; and the third is to speak very briefly on some of the amendments the opposition will be 
moving in the consideration in detail stage. 

Being relatively new to this house, I read the second reading speech provided by the Attorney General. It left me 
with three general impressions: firstly, that mandatory reporting has been consistently supported by the 
government since its election in 2001; secondly, that enshrining the concept of mandatory reporting in legislation 
is a government initiative; and, thirdly, that this bill somehow represents the apex of a cohesive and impressive 
record of continual improvement in child protection over the life of this government since 2001. Any virgin 
reader of the second reading speech would be left with those three impressions. They are clearly impressions that 
are meant to be left in the mind of the reader of that speech. However, upon examination of the history of the 
concept of mandatory reporting in Western Australia, impressions meant to be conveyed by the second reading 
speech are not borne out by the situation that has developed in this house. 

I will begin by looking at the history of the concept of mandatory reporting in Western Australia. As I 
mentioned, on 1 November 2006 a private member’s bill, the Children and Community Services (Mandatory 
Reporting) Amendment Bill 2006, was introduced into this house by the member for Warren-Blackwood. The 
second reading speech for that bill stated, in part — 

Western Australia is the only state in which the law does not make it mandatory that child abuse be 
reported by those with professional responsibility for children. 

That private member’s bill was in turn modelled on three pieces of legislation from other Australian 
jurisdictions, and it is worth noting them fully for the record: the New South Wales Children and Young Persons 
(Care and Protection) Act 1998, the Tasmanian Children, Young Persons and Their Families Act 1997 and the 
Northern Territory Community Welfare Act. I note for the record that the last bill was repealed and replaced in 
2007 by the Care and Protection of Children Act 2007. There are some differences between the private 
member’s bill introduced by the member for Warren-Blackwood in 2006 and those bills from other jurisdictions. 
However, what is notable is that the private member’s bill introduced into this house followed the essential 
structure of those three pieces of legislation. The 2006 private member’s bill relied on definitions that already 
exist in the Western Australian Children and Community Services Act 2004. This becomes very important in 
light of the amendments to the present bill that will be moved later by the opposition. It is worth very briefly 
looking at those definitions. Section 28(1) of the act reads — 

In this section —  

“harm”, in relation to a child, means any detrimental effect of a significant nature on the 
child’s wellbeing; 

“neglect” includes failure by a child’s parents to provide, arrange, or allow the provision of —  

(a) adequate care for the child; or 

(b) effective medical, therapeutic or remedial treatment for the child. 

The 2006 private member’s bill was designed to compel people who come regularly into contact with children in 
the course of their professions to report those two things as already defined in the act. In that respect the bill 
presently before the Parliament differs significantly from the 2006 private member’s bill. The Children and 
Community Services Act 2004 defines “harm” and “neglect”, and the private member’s bill used those two 
definitions as the trigger for mandatory reporting. It will be seen that the definitions are relatively broad, 
although not overly expansive. The bill presently before the house requires mandatory reporting only in 
circumstances of sexual abuse. In that respect, it is far more limited than not only legislation in force in other 
Australian jurisdictions, but also the private member’s bill introduced by the member for Warren-Blackwood in 
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2006. I will return to that matter at the end of my comments today, but it is a matter that the opposition considers 
to be of great significance. 

I return to the history of the concept of mandatory reporting in Western Australia. I will begin by looking at 
some of the comments on the issue of mandatory reporting made by members of the present government in this 
Parliament since 2001. As I said, after reading the second reading speech, one could easily be left with the 
impression—it was intended that this house be left with the impression—that mandatory reporting is a 
government initiative and has been strongly supported by the government since 2001. I will provide 12 examples 
of what has occurred since 2001 in terms of the government’s conceptual adherence or otherwise to the concept 
of mandatory reporting. I will begin in the other place, on Wednesday, 21 March 2004, when Hon Ljiljanna 
Ravlich said — 

Research is increasingly showing that mandatory reporting is not efficient or effective in protecting 
children . . . The available evidence is that it undermines statutory child protection systems by drawing 
in many notifications about children and families that are not warranted. The likelihood of children at 
risk being overlooked increases. 
. . .  
It was further stated that there was a need to move away from responding to incidents to looking more 
at the issue of harm to children. 

In this house on Thursday, 24 June 2004, the member for Kenwick said — 
. . . the Opposition has made its position on mandatory reporting very clear: — 

Indeed, the opposition did make its position on mandatory reporting clear — 
it supports it. We have made our position very clear: we do not support mandatory reporting as a child 
protection system because there is no evidence that it improves the quality of life for children.  

Further on, the member said that mandatory reporting “is counterproductive”. On Wednesday, 30 June 2004, the 
then Premier, Dr Geoff Gallop, said —  

That is a very interesting quote. We have made our minds up on this issue, Leader of the Opposition: 
careful examination of all the arguments and evidence before us indicated mandatory reporting is not 
the way to go forward. 

On 30 June 2004, the member for Joondalup said — 
To save some time, because I know that this debate is limited to eight o’clock, I will skip to the last 
paragraph —  

He then read from a letter — 
Those who want mandatory reporting simply don’t realise what follows on from investigation by the 
State. While purporting to help children, it winds up adding abuse to abuse in even more families than 
now. The obsession with pursuing the paedophile blinds many to the wider effects of a scattergun attack 
that hits more than just the offender.  

The fifth example is the comment made on 13 October 2005 by the member for the South Metropolitan Region. 
Mr A.D. McRae: Which member? 
Mr C.C. PORTER: It was Hon Kate Doust, who said — 

I will go through and hopefully deal with all the issues that the member has raised. One of the problems 
with mandatory reporting is that if it is based in legislation, with criminal penalties attached for non-
reporting, it does nothing to prevent children from being harmed; it just makes people feel better. 

Further, on 13 October 2005 the same member said — 
I understand that plenty of well-documented research proves that mandatory reporting is not necessary, 
not efficient and not effective in improving outcomes for children who need protection from abuse and 
neglect. 

Another example is the comment made by the member for Mandurah on Wednesday, 5 April 2006, when he 
said — 

I can cite for members a range of research and a number of professionals who will tell members 
opposite that mandatory reporting does not decrease the prevalence of that type of behaviour. 

On Thursday, 22 June 2006, the member for Mandurah said — 
It needs to be understood that mandatory reporting does not stop child abuse. That is a simple fact. As I 
continue to negotiate and discuss this important issue, I have encountered no firm evidence to change 
my mind or that of the government. 
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On Wednesday, 30 August 2006, the member for Mandurah said — 

The opposition has a view that mandatory reporting will prevent child abuse. 

Again, that has clearly been the opposition’s view for some time now. He went on to say — 

The evidence does not support that view. 

On 27 February 2007, the member for Mandurah said — 

There is no evidence that broad based legislative approaches in other states have better protected 
children. 

On 12 December 2006, the member for Mandurah said — 

. . . the evidence shows very clearly that mandatory reporting does not protect children. I remain 
unconvinced that taking the state down that path will be productive and protect children, and that is 
what we need to be focusing on.  

It then gets very interesting on 22 May, because into the debate enters my old friend the member for Victoria 
Park. I have known the member for Victoria Park for some time. Little did I know that he is a man of such 
incredibly persuasive skills, because, after consistent refusals by members opposite to adopt the concept, the 
member for Victoria Park said — 

I refer to the second bullet point under “Major Initiatives For 2007-08” on page 1182, which has partly 
been covered. It states -  

Initiate the development of a model for mandatory reporting of sexual abuse. 

The member for Victoria Park went on to say — 

In light of the significant impacts that this model will have on government - I think this is a very good 
policy decision - how is the government placed now for this policy to come into effect? 

What a remarkably persuasive individual the member for Victoria Park is. He has managed to turn the entire ship 
of state single-handedly. The member for Mandurah responded by saying — 

I thank the member for his question and for his lobbying on the issue of mandatory reporting. 

Can members imagine the government looking around the back corridors of Parliament House trying to find 
someone who would be the patsy for the pretend lobbying that had gone on intra the party opposite? The poor 
old member for Victoria Park got the job. The member for Mandurah went on to say — 

The government has introduced a range of initiatives in its term of government since 2001.  

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: It certainly has, and it is miraculous. When we consider the impression that the second 
reading speech intends to leave this house with, that somehow this has been a matter of consistent application of 
government policy, we find that it simply bears no resemblance to the reality. Members opposite can say that it 
was the member for Victoria Park who turned the ship of state, but that is not what is said in the second reading 
speech. It states that the ship of state was always in favour of mandatory reporting. The member for Mandurah 
went on to say — 

The first initiative was to completely update 60-year-old legislation. 

He also said — 

. . . the Department for Communities - saw a reinvigorated focus on child protection; hence the creation 
of a separate department. This was quite clearly done because children and protecting children are 
priorities of the Carpenter government. We also saw a review of the government’s position on 
mandatory reporting. As we know, in March 2007 . . .  

After this government had been in power for six years, there was a very significant shift in the position. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Is that a good or a bad thing? 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I think it is an excellent thing, but I also think that accuracy is a good thing. Portraying in 
the second reading speech that there has been a consistent adoption of the principle of mandatory reporting when 
that is simply not true is not a good thing. I think it is worth pointing out in this house when claims are made that 
do not bear a resemblance to reality. As I said at the beginning of my comments, the other impression that 
someone who has read the second reading speech could easily be left with is that this bill is somehow the apex of 
a particularly brilliant record on child protection in this state. Again, such an impression does not bear any 
scrutiny whatsoever. 
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I take this opportunity to refer to a few statements made in the report of the review of the Department for 
Community Development by Prudence Ford, which report was tabled in January 2007. 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I hardly think that someone undertaking a bit of work in this place is a criticism, because if 
the work had been undertaken in the first instance, there would be truth in the second reading speech. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I suggest that members sit back and enjoy it. Let us look at the Ford report. Let us keep in 
mind the claims made in the second reading speech in support of this bill. I think the words “builds on” are used 
six or seven times in the second reading speech. Of course, this bill does build on the child protection record of 
this government in the same sense that people would build a house on vacant land; it is the first significant step 
towards improving the situation. However, it is just untrue to try to pretend that somehow it represents a 
cohesive upward trend in the protection of children in this state. Let us look at certain statements in the Ford 
report. 

Mrs C.A. Martin: What did your mob do when they were in government? Sweet bugger all! Nor did they 
provide any funding for 12 years! 

Withdrawal of Remark 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): I ask the member for Kimberley to withdraw that remark; it was 
unparliamentary. 

Mrs C.A. MARTIN: I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.C. PORTER: We are looking at the bill, the adequacy of its drafting and the claims made in support of it. 
Page 37 of the Ford report, which was tabled in January 2007 but which reviewed the situation since 2001, 
states — 

The child protection system in Western Australia needs to change. It is close to collapse and the public 
confidence in it has been shaken by a series of reports of preventable child deaths and inquiries into 
allegations of abuse in care. Despite increased funding in recent years, the problems remain. It is 
therefore time for a different approach and a renewed community and government commitment to 
deliver, in partnership, a stronger system. 

In parallel the entire time, this government rejected the concept of mandatory reporting, which members can see 
in Hansard. However, as is stated by Ms Ford in her report, the system had been shaken by a series of reports of 
preventable child deaths and inquiries into allegations of abuse in care. The second reading speech that was 
given in support of this bill is simply Orwellian. As a lawyer, I felt some disquiet when I read it because it was 
such an inaccurate depiction of the historical situation. Page 39 of the Ford report states — 

During consultations many people said that the Department appeared to have “lost its focus” since 
2001 — 

Which is an interesting date — 

with the creation of a Community Development portfolio, which was implemented in response to the 
Government’s desire to achieve the objective of responding effectively to the needs of all Western 
Australians and help individuals, families and communities to shape their own lives positively. 

The Ford report states at page 41 — 

Members of a child’s extended family reported that they also felt that the Department labelled them as 
“difficult” if they continued to raise concerns about a child’s wellbeing. They felt that the Department 
too readily dismissed their concerns because they were not “professional”, or because it believed they 
had an “axe to grind” in an intra-family dispute. 

On the one hand there has been continual rejection of the concept of mandatory reporting for six years, and on 
the other hand is a department that families felt had labelled them as difficult for raising concerns. Page 67 of the 
report states — 

In the September 2006 District Office Case Allocation Report, 1976 children in care and 1200 other 
cases were allocated and 352 children in care and 888 other cases were unallocated. The unallocated 
‘Children in Care’ and the ‘Unallocated other cases’ are notionally assigned to the team leaders and 
district manager positions and are recognised as being “queued”. If any issues arise for the unallocated 
cases or the unallocated children in care these are addressed as individual tasks. 
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At page 75 it states —  

There is little evidence that there are formal processes and protocols in place to monitor performance or 
a culture of accountability. 

Under this government there has been a continual rejection of the concept of mandatory reporting on the one 
hand and a culture of children being ignored on the other. That is fine insofar as it is an excellent thing that the 
government, through the persuasive powers of the member for Victoria Park, has changed its mind on this issue. 
However, to pretend that somehow the bill represents an excellent record in child protection is simply 
unacceptable.  

I will talk a little about some of the interjurisdictional comparisons that are warranted when considering this bill. 
Up until the introduction of this bill and, indeed, until it is passed, it is true to say that all jurisdictions in this 
country except Western Australia have general provisions relating to mandatory reporting by certain persons of 
suspected child abuse. Every other jurisdiction in Australia has a system of mandatory reporting. The second 
reading speech in support of the Western Australian legislation states — 

This legislation builds on the existing Western Australian system for mandatory reporting of child 
abuse. 

The poor drafters of the second reading speech were sent out to try to find any moderate, tiny or slim examples 
of mandatory reporting that existed in this state prior to the introduction of this bill. Section 160 of the Family 
Court Act 1997 outlines a system of mandatory reporting, if members like. What is significant about that 
provision is that there is no compulsion to report. There is no penalty for failure to report. Of course, the other 
significant point about the system under the Family Court Act is that it represents only the tiniest percentage of 
professional government workers who come into contact with children. The second reading speech tries to 
pretend that the bill builds on the system provided under the Family Court Act. That is ridiculous. The truth is 
that until the member for Warren-Blackwood introduced his bill in 2006, which represented longstanding Liberal 
Party policy since 2001, there was no system of mandatory reporting in WA.  

Mrs C.A. Martin: That is not correct.  

Mr C.C. PORTER: With respect, it is. The Family Court Act does not have a compulsory system, as no 
sanction is taken against people who fail to report.  

Mr R.C. Kucera: You are looking at only a narrow area of the government’s operations. You need to look at the 
Department of Health and at the local protocols of the Department for Community Development as well.  

Mr C.C. PORTER: Three claims are made in the second reading speech. The first is that there is a system of 
mandatory and compulsory reporting under the Family Court Act. That is not true. The second is that there are 
regulations under the Child Care Services Act that require the reporting of child abuse—but they are not 
mandatory. The third is that there is a voluntary system of reporting sexually transmitted diseases in the 
Department of Health. They are all positive things, but it is not true that they somehow equate to even a first step 
on the road to across-the-board mandatory reporting. The system that is in place at the moment in Western 
Australia stands in stark contrast to the systems that exist in every other jurisdiction in Australia.  

I will make an interjurisdictional comparison and comment about some of the deficiencies in the drafting of this 
bill. What is very interesting about the legislation of the other jurisdictions is that, firstly, they formed the basis 
for the private member’s bill introduced by the member for Warren-Blackwood in 2006, and, secondly, in all 
significant respects they are far superior to the system that is now proposed to be introduced in this state by 
virtue of the bill that is now under consideration. Proposed section 124B of the bill is headed “Matters 
concerning sexual abuse of children to be reported by certain persons” and states — 

(1) A person who — 

(a) is a doctor, nurse, midwife, police officer or teacher; and 

(b) believes on reasonable grounds that a child — 

(i) has been the subject of sexual abuse that occurred on or after commencement 
day; or  

(ii) is the subject of ongoing sexual abuse; and 

(c) forms the belief — 

(i) in the course of the person’s work (whether paid or unpaid) as a doctor, 
nurse, midwife, police officer or teacher; and 

(ii) on or after commencement day, must report the belief as soon as practicable 
after forming the belief.  
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The bill applies to doctors, nurses, midwives, police officers and teachers and requires those people, when they 
form a belief based on reasonable grounds, to report one thing and one thing only; that is, sexual abuse. Again, 
this stands in significant contrast to the legislation that exists in other jurisdictions in this country. The Children 
and Young Persons (Care and Protection) Act 1998 creates a mandatory reporting power in New South Wales. 
The mandatory reporting requirements are outlined in section 27 of that act. Interestingly, the mandatory 
reporting requirements apply to a similar cluster of government professional people as those listed in the 
Western Australian bill. Section 27(1)(a) of the New South Wales act states — 

a person who, in the course of his or her professional work or other paid employment delivers health 
care, welfare, education, children’s services, residential services, or law enforcement, . . .  

I suggest that that provision is similar to the provision in the bill, although it is significantly broader. The New 
South Wales act applies when those people have reasonable grounds to suspect that a child is at risk of harm. 
Harm is defined in the legislation and encompasses a greater variety of abuse than does the Western Australian 
bill, which is limited to sexual abuse. The New South Wales legislation is broader both in terms of the people 
who are required to report on a mandatory basis and on what they are required to report. In Tasmania, the 
Children, Young Persons and Their Families Act 1997 creates an obligation on certain people to inform the 
secretary of the department of their concerns about abuse or neglect. The act requires an adult who knows, 
believes or suspects on reasonable grounds that a child is suffering, has suffered, or is likely to suffer abuse or 
neglect to report that abuse. Again, the mandatory reporting requirements apply to a greater variety of people and 
to a much wider range of malfeasance; they go well beyond simply sexual abuse. The words used in Tasmania 
are “suffering abuse or neglect”. Under the Tasmanian legislation, “abuse or neglect” means — 

(a) sexual abuse; or  
(b) physical or emotional injury or other abuse, or neglect, to the extent that — 

(i) the injured, abused or neglected person has suffered, or is likely to suffer, physical or 
psychological harm detrimental to the person’s wellbeing; or  

(ii) the injured, abused or neglected person’s physical or psychological development is in 
jeopardy — 

and “abused or neglected” has a corresponding meaning;  
Before I comment on that, in December 2007 the Northern Territory’s Community Welfare Act was repealed 
and replaced by the Care and Protection of Children Act 2007. What is required to be reported on a mandatory 
basis under the Tasmanian legislation is a child’s physical, psychological and emotional wellbeing. Harm to a 
child must also be reported, and harm is defined as any significant detrimental effect caused by an act, omission 
or circumstances on the physical, psychological or emotional wellbeing of the child or the physical, 
psychological or emotional development of a child. Those were the three pieces of legislation on which the 
member for Warren-Blackwood based his private member’s bill. Other Australian jurisdictions have a wider—
albeit, a slightly wider—categorisation of those who are required to report on a mandatory basis. Significantly, 
those jurisdictions extend the requirement to report on a mandatory basis well beyond sexual abuse. The 
opposition believes that that is incredibly significant in the context of this legislation. The questions that will be 
asked during the consideration in detail stage are in effect a variance of this question: why would we limit 
mandatory reporting simply to sexual abuse? If we accept that we must take the significant step of requiring 
mandatory reporting of the abuse of children with penalties for those who fail in their duty to do so, what 
possible explanation is there for limiting the circumstances to solely reporting sexual abuse? The people who 
work in and about the child protection agencies or in and about the courts are faced daily with this reality: sexual 
abuse, in many of its guises, is hard to detect. In fact, things such as physical abuse, psychological abuse or 
neglect are in many ways simpler to detect than sexual abuse. We cannot possibly say that we do not want to 
extend mandatory reporting beyond sexual abuse because the other types of abuse of which we may want to 
require mandatory reporting are harder to detect, because that is simply not the case. What possible explanation 
is there for limiting mandatory reporting to sexual abuse? I can imagine a sad and recurrent circumstance in 
which two or more children from the same family present to the sort of government agency workers that this bill 
deals with. One of those children may give the person who is required to report cause for concern that there is 
reasonable belief of sexual abuse. That young child may say something or present with other indications of 
sexual abuse. Under this legislation that child would be afforded the umbrella protection of a system in which his 
or her problems must be reported, under the threat of penalty, to the relevant authorities—in this case, the chief 
executive officer. It may be that the child’s brother or sister simultaneously presents with a black eye, a broken 
finger or a cigarette burn. However, under this legislation that child’s circumstances would not be required to be 
reported on a mandatory basis to the relevant authorities. The question begs: why? What possible reason can 
there be? As members will see during the consideration in detail stage, the amendments that the opposition will 
move will have the effect of extending the situations to which mandatory reporting requirements apply so that 
they apply beyond sexual abuse to physical abuse, psychological abuse and neglect. The term “neglect” is 
defined in section 28 of the Children and Community Services Act.  
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I will provide another example. One child in a family may present with some signs that give a reasonable belief 
of sexual abuse, and the child’s brother or sister may appear to be hopelessly malnourished. The second of those 
two children would not be protected by this system of mandatory reporting. That begs the obvious question: 
why? Members should keep that in mind when the opposition moves its amendments to this legislation.   
This bill uses the formulation “belief on reasonable ground”. From my experience, that legal formulation—I will 
stand corrected on this—which appears in various parts of the Criminal Code, particularly section 248 as a self-
defence to provoked assault, is one of the most problematic formulations in criminal law and general law. During 
the consideration in detail stage I will ask whether that is a subjective or objective test. I will await the answer 
with some interest because no-one really knows. The High Court and the Criminal Court of Appeal in 
Queensland and in this jurisdiction have grappled with that question endlessly. A lack of clarity in that area 
could easily rob this incredibly important bill of the effect that it seeks to instil in improving child protection in 
this jurisdiction. Other jurisdictions across Australia—New South Wales is the first that springs to mind—simply 
require that there be reasonable grounds to indicate sexual or other forms of abuse. That is the trigger for 
mandatory reporting. I will be interested to hear why this bill was drafted using this particularly curious 
formulation. It is interesting to note that the New South Wales formulation, rather than the belief on reasonable 
grounds formulation, is used in the Western Australian Family Court Act. One piece of legislation in this 
jurisdiction sets up a system of reporting using the reasonable grounds formulation—the solely objective test—
yet in this legislation the government has adopted a curiously strange and problematic subjective and objective 
test.  
I make one final comment before I finish my second reading contribution. Having been one of the poor souls 
who has to work with these types of acts, who has to try to interpret what they mean, what obligations they 
impose and what requirements they set out, I have approached the second reading speeches to such legislation 
with a novice’s eye and have found them quite staggering. Second reading speeches are Parliament’s opportunity 
to provide some guidance to the poor souls who have to work with these types of acts. A prosecutor, an officer of 
a court or someone working in child protection will look to this legislation to determine the meaning of “belief 
based on reasonable grounds”. When those persons look at the second reading speech, they will feel something 
more than slightly disheartened after reading a two and three-quarter page second reading speech that is 
essentially a press release and that provides absolutely no guidance whatsoever. Second reading speeches are 
Parliament’s opportunity to provide guidance to those who work in these fields. If we want to see the press 
release of a bill, we can look at the government’s website. Why not provide us with some kind of explanation? 
An explanation about what the test means is absent from the explanatory memorandum. It is also absent from the 
second reading speech. There has been no effort whatsoever to clarify the type of circumstances in which these 
matters may arise.  
MR A.J. SIMPSON (Serpentine-Jarrahdale) [11.38 am]: As a parent, I am happy that we are progressing the 
Children and Community Services Amendment (Reporting Sexual Abuse of Children) Bill 2007. Any provisions 
that help our community and protect our children are a must. I will touch on a couple of issues that were raised 
by the member for Murdoch. The Attorney General gave his second reading speech on 20 November. It states —  

This legislation builds on the existing Western Australian system for mandatory reporting of child 
abuse.  

The member for Murdoch was spot on when he referred to the member for Warren-Blackwood’s private 
member’s bill, which sought to introduce mandatory reporting. Similar to the member for Murdoch, I have 
concerns about how far we go with the bill and what circumstances will be reported. It will be interesting to hear 
what the Attorney General has to stay during the consideration in detail stage. The second reading speech also 
reads —  

A person who contravenes the provisions relating to the obligation to report commits an offence. The 
maximum penalty for the offence is a fine of $6 000. However, it is a defence to a prosecution for an 
offence of failing to report for the person charged to prove that he or she honestly and reasonably 
believed that all of the reasonable grounds for his or her belief had been the subject of a report to the 
chief executive officer made by another person or that the child’s wellbeing was the subject of an 
inquiry or action by the chief executive officer.  

My understanding of that is that there will be a maximum fine of $6 000, but it is not very clear. The member for 
Murdoch raised this issue in his contribution to the second reading debate. If a bill is introduced to protect 
children, how it will unfold and work in our society must be spelt out. It has been great working with the 
member for Murdoch on this bill, especially with his background in law. I struggle to understand some 
legislation and I find it necessary to seek briefings from the respective departments.  
Proposed section 124D(2) states — 

The CEO is to give a copy of each written report to the Commissioner of Police as soon as practicable 
after the report is received by the CEO. 
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The question is: why should a copy of each written report be given to the Commissioner of Police? Obviously, 
the charge will be issued by police. It is interesting that the Commissioner of Police will be given a copy of the 
written report as soon as practicable after it has been given to the chief executive officer. 

Proposed section 124E, which deals with when a prosecution can be commenced, states in proposed 
paragraph (b) — 

with the consent of the Attorney General, may be commenced at a later time. 

In consideration in detail I will canvass the reason that the Attorney General will be given this power.  

I refer now to mandatory reporting. On receiving a copy of the bill I looked up the meaning of “mandatory 
reporting” in the dictionary. Basically, this bill will provide that the offence must be reported by those involved, 
especially teachers, doctors, nurses, police and so forth. That will be one step towards ensuring that child sexual 
abuse cases are reported.  

From my reading of this bill, it will, hopefully, help any child who is abused. The member for Murdoch advised 
the house that he will move amendments to this bill in consideration in detail that will ensure that the bill not 
only assists children who are sexually abused, but also protects children from other aspects of harm. Mandatory 
reporting of child sexual abuse is great, but we can take more steps to do all we can to help our children. Quite 
often a child who is sexually abused comes from a dysfunctional family. Perhaps consideration should be given 
to that aspect. I look forward to consideration in detail.  

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [11.43 am]: I am delighted not only to have the opportunity to speak on the 
Children and Community Services Amendment (Reporting Sexual Abuse of Children) Bill 2007, but also that 
the government has brought it into this house. The reason for my delight is that, as the shadow community 
services minister, I vehemently and passionately argued in the Liberal Party room for legislation such as this and 
studied reports from other states. I congratulate the Labor Party and the state government for introducing this 
bill. I have done that previously, member for Girrawheen—she is looking at me rather strangely—because it is 
vitally important. I am really grateful that the government is bringing in mandatory reporting of sexual abuse of 
children across the board.  

I note that the member for Murdoch, who gave a very good response to the second reading speech, said that 
when claims are made that bear no resemblance to reality, we should talk about it. I would like to talk about how 
this bill came into being. I would also like to thank very much my former Liberal Party colleagues. After a lot of 
persuasion by me in the party room, the Liberal Party came on board and eventually introduced the Children and 
Community Services (Mandatory Reporting) Amendment Bill 2006 into this Parliament.  

Mr P.D. Omodei: You were a very persuasive person.  

Ms S.E. WALKER: I was and I did get very frustrated at one stage when Liberal members could not see my 
point. I congratulate them, especially the member for Cottesloe, who was the then leader of the Parliamentary 
Liberal Party, for supporting it. The reality is that just before the election, mandatory reporting for child abuse 
became a Liberal Party policy. At the time I had been attacking the government on child sexual abuse matters, 
paedophiles and safe care. The then Leader of the Opposition said that he would announce this policy with 
Hon Barbara Scott. I was grateful for that at the time, and Hon Barbara Scott also needs to be congratulated for 
her part in this. I wanted to make sure that the member for Murdoch realises that women actually pushed for this 
bill.  

Mr P.D. Omodei: Hon Barbara Scott helped draft the opposition’s legislation.  

Ms S.E. WALKER: I know and it is very gracious of the member for Warren-Blackwood to say so. As leader 
he introduced that legislation into the Assembly. It is gracious of him to mention that Hon Barbara Scott, 
together with a group of members of the Liberal Party, drafted that bill. It is important from a historical 
perspective that that is on the record. I thank most sincerely the member for Cottesloe and members of the 
Parliamentary Liberal Party for showing compassion by supporting the legislation, and also for their intellectual 
debate and persuasive reasoning.  

The member for Murdoch said that this has been Liberal Party policy since 2001, but that is not correct. I have 
all the Liberal Party policies from 2001 and, unless something has been changed in the party room minutes, it 
became policy in 2004, prior to the last election.  

I will refer to the Labor Party’s resistance to the opposition’s legislation. One of the people who backed the 
Labor Party was Professor Fiona Stanley. In a lengthy article in The West Australian she said that the bill was 
too legal. Hon Cheryl Edwardes, the member for Churchlands and I supported the legislation. The reason women 
are important in this Parliament is that they look at things differently from men.  
I note that when it was announced by either the Attorney General or the Premier that the Children and 
Community Services Amendment (Reporting Sexual Abuse of Children) Bill 2007 would be introduced, 
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standing behind them as a status symbol was Professor Fiona Stanley. She gave it the thumbs up this time. I 
could not find the relevant news article on the POWAnet, but I distinctly remember thinking that Professor Fiona 
Stanley had had a change of mind on this issue, because she was then prepared to stand behind the Premier or 
Attorney General.  

I will go through the history of this from a paper I presented in the party room, because it was very much the 
subject of community debate in major jurisdictions across Australia in 2003-04. For instance, Robyn Layton, 
QC, chair of the committee that prepared the report, “Review of Child Protection in South Australia”, which was 
published in March 2003, said, according to my notes — 

Mandatory reporting has significant support within the community across all professional groups, as 
well as the wider community. The statutory requirement to report is seen as an obligation that should be 
upheld in law as part of broader social and community responsibility and is an effective means of 
ensuring that vulnerable children and young people are assessed, protected and supported.  

At that stage Western Australia was the only Australian state in which mandatory reporting did not form a 
central pillar of child protection. Mandatory reporting is a statutory requirement, but a listed class of persons 
must notify certain authorities as soon as they become aware of or form a suspicion that a child is being abused 
or neglected. As I understand it, proposed section 124B deals only with the sexual abuse of children, which is 
disappointing. I am unsure how the government approached this matter. When the Liberal Party looked into it 
and Hon Barbara Scott provided some input into a policy paper, it was the opinion of both Hon Barbara Scott 
and the member for Cottesloe that we should include in the legislation all forms of abuse—sexual, physical, 
emotional and psychological. We suggested that the mandatory reporting requirements should be brought in 
gradually. I am unsure how the government has approached this matter, which can be approached in a variety of 
ways. We could have decided to go full-on with the reporting of sexual abuse but we did not do that. We limited 
the class of people who would be required to report and we decided that because of the funding issues, we would 
introduce mandatory reporting gradually but that we would look at all forms of child abuse. 

Sexual abuse is very important because it is a crime. Some members of the Labor Party do not think it is a crime. 
They support SafeCare and believe that adult males who have sexual intercourse with children should bypass the 
criminal justice system and be psychologically counselled and then sent home to be with their children. I 
distinctly remember having a conversation with the people who were monitoring SafeCare. The paedophiles 
would receive counselling and then go home at night. I asked how they knew that the paedophiles were not 
molesting their children at night because my experience is “once a paedophile, always a paedophile”. The 
member for Midland supported me on that issue when it was discussed during the budget speech. The workers 
from SafeCare told me that they did not have eyes in the back of their head. My point is that a paedophile should 
not be allowed in the same household with a child. A paedophile usually has enormous power over his wife or 
partner. The Liberal Party and I have always felt very strongly that sexual abuse of children is a crime. 
Parliament has enacted an extensive range of offences under the Criminal Code with penalties of up to 20 years 
for the sexual molestation of children. A clear message has been sent to the community that the sexual 
molestation of children will not be tolerated. 

I will talk now about the other forms of abuse which are not covered in this legislation but which were canvassed 
very widely by the Layton review of child protection in South Australia and also in the Queensland Crime and 
Misconduct Commission’s inquiry in January into the abuse of foster children in that state. Those inquiries 
looked at other forms of abuse that are just as significant as sexual abuse, particularly emotional abuse and 
neglect. Physical abuse has been defined as physical injury resulting from single or repeated episodes or 
practices such as punching, beating, kicking, biting or burning and which sometimes can result in death. 
Parliament has also enacted a range of offences for some of these types of injuries, including assault occasioning 
bodily harm and assault occasioning grievous bodily harm. The government has not introduced physical abuse 
into this legislation. Does the government not think that people should make a report when they see a child with 
a black eye? Emotional abuse is often unseen but is just as harmful as other forms of abuse. However, it is harder 
to identify and often goes unrecognised until a child develops emotional or behavioural problems at school or 
elsewhere. Emotional abuse is often picked up at school. Emotional abuse has been defined as a behaviour 
pattern in which a parent or caregiver repeatedly attacks a child’s self-esteem and social competence over time 
and the child is constantly told he is worthless and is rejected and subjected to repeated verbal threats and severe 
punishments and is restricted from contact with others. Exposing children to domestic violence could also be 
considered a form of such abuse. The Labor Party has introduced legislation on that issue. Neglect of a child has 
been characterised as a failure to provide for a child’s basic needs such as nutrition, clothing or hygiene. An 
omission by a caregiver, along with the other forms of abuse, can affect a child’s physical, emotional or 
intellectual development. 

Proposed section 124B is headed “Matters concerning sexual abuse of children to be reported by certain 
persons” and states — 
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(1) A person who — 

(a) is a doctor, nurse, midwife, police officer or teacher; and 

(b) believes on reasonable grounds that a child — 

(i) has been the subject of sexual abuse that occurred on or after commencement 
day; or 

(ii) is the subject of ongoing sexual abuse; and 

(c) forms the belief — 

(i) in the course of the person’s work (whether paid or unpaid) as a doctor, 
nurse, midwife, police officer or teacher; and 

(ii) on or after commencement day, must report the belief as soon as practicable 
after forming the belief. 

Failure to do that will result in a fine of $6 000. Some people might not think that that is a stiff penalty. 
However, the extensive reports by the Crime and Misconduct Commission in Queensland and by Robert 
Layton, QC, in South Australia extensively canvassed whether a penalty should apply in those circumstances and 
they found that that would work against the reporting of abuse. The floodgates for reporting have not opened. 
That was the mantra we heard from a lot of bureaucrats and other people when the Liberal Party first stated its 
policy on this matter. It was quite distressing to read all the reports and to know that many children were 
suffering and were being sexually, emotionally and physically abused or neglected and that we, as a Parliament, 
were not taking the matter seriously. Frankly, it is a great credit to the Liberal Party—my former political 
party—that it has pushed this issue and forced the government’s hand. I received an email the other day from a 
child in Whitfords—I think it was from a child; I do not know who it was—asking me which bills that I had 
introduced into Parliament had gained ground. My answer was—I can see the member for Hillarys smiling—that 
I managed to get the government to introduce bills without having to introduce them myself. I am really 
thrilled—if that is the correct word—for this legislation to be introduced. This is a proactive policy initiative that 
provides for a confidential system so that professionals—particularly those involved in the care of children—can 
make notifications that will allow the state to swiftly intervene to assess what is the best and proper protection 
for the child. 
As I said, there have been proactive interventions in other jurisdictions. A paper I gave to the Liberal Party 
looked at the situation in New South Wales where, under the Children and Young Persons (Care and Protection) 
Act 1998, professionals and other employees who deliver health care, welfare services, education, children’s 
services, residential services and law enforcement either partly or wholly to children under 16, and people in 
management positions in organisations that supply such services, must publicly notify the authorities if they 
believe that a child is at risk of harm. The commission’s report stated that there was anecdotal evidence that 
mandatory reporting had general support in New South Wales. In South Australia, this type of reporting has been 
mandated since 1969 and progressive changes have been made to the legislation to extend the categories of 
persons who are required by law to make a notification. Currently, section 11 of the South Australian Children’s 
Protection Act 1993 requires that any member of a wide range of professionals who forms a suspicion during the 
course of their paid or voluntary duties that a child is being abused or neglected must make a notification. As 
stated above, the Layton review found that mandatory reporting has significant support in the community and 
among professionals. Recommendation 54 of that report suggests that legislative changes should be made to 
include church personnel, all individuals involved in providing care or in the supervision of children, all 
volunteers who work with children, and all people who either may supervise or be responsible for looking after 
children as part of a sporting, recreational, religious or voluntary organisation. I raise that matter because the bill 
refers only to a doctor, nurse, midwife, police officer or teacher. In other states it is much wider. However, I 
accept, as did the Liberal Party, that the Labor Party has obviously sought to introduce this bill in a way that the 
budget will allow. As I said during debate on the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill, more money should 
have been allocated for this sort of intervention. There is simply no excuse for the state not to look after these 
children. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Ms S.E. WALKER: I think it is very sad that we cannot get the balance right. Women are very good at 
providing that balance, because women are often responsible for the care of children. I know that Hon Barbara 
Scott as a former teacher, Hon Robyn McSweeney as a former social worker and I as a former prosecutor with 
the Director of Public Prosecutions all bring relevant experience to Parliament. We know the dreadful situations 
that occur out there. The way the government has turned a blind eye for so long is really quite despicable. South 
Australia has had mandatory reporting since 1969.  Queensland currently mandates medical practitioners, who 
are required to report reasonable suspicions of maltreatment or neglect of children within 24 hours of forming a 
suspicion under the Health Act 1937; staff of the Family Court under the Family Law Act 1975; and employees 
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of licensed residential care services and Department of Communities staff who suspect harm has been suffered 
by children in licensed premises under the Child Protection Act 1999. Relatively recent amendments have been 
made to the Education and General Provisions Act 1989 to extend a formal policy directive and now make it 
mandatory for employees of state and non-state schools who have become aware or reasonably suspect that a 
student under 18 years of age attending the school has been sexually abused by someone who is an employee of 
the school, to immediately make a written report to the principal or his supervisor in a state school and to a 
director of the governing body in a non-state school. Reports in both types of schools ultimately must end up 
with the Queensland police service. These cases cannot be bypassed and sent to SafeCare. Following the 
Queensland Crime and Misconduct Commission’s review of mandatory reporting across all Australian 
jurisdictions, the commission recommended the mandatory reporting of child abuse be extended to registered 
Queensland nurses—which is covered in clause 5 of this bill—by legislating under the Health Act, as 
Queensland considered nurses to be well placed to make objective and reliable assessments of possible abuse.  

In Tasmania a wide category of professionals are mandated to report to the secretary of the Department of Health 
and Human Services if a child has been abused or neglected or if there is a reasonable likelihood of a child being 
killed, abused or neglected by a person with whom the child resides. Also, any adult who suspects child abuse 
must take steps to prevent the occurrence or reoccurrence of such abuse under the Children, Young Persons and 
Their Families Act 1997. I wonder why we do not have those provisions in place in Western Australia.  

The Australian Capital Territory requires a large range of professionals to report any reasonable suspicion of 
sexual or physical abuse formed during the course of their professional duties to the CEO of the Department of 
Education and Community Services. I am not sure to whom we will be reporting in Western Australia. I think it 
is important that these reports go to the police. If there is any suggestion of sexual abuse of a child, the matter 
should be reported to the police. So often in these situations, particularly in the home, the wife is also under the 
control of the offender. 

In March 2002 the then Minister for Community Development, a long-time opponent of mandatory reporting, 
commissioned a report from University of Western Australia researchers Dr Maria Harries and Associate 
Professor Mike Clare via the Child Protection Council, which, as I recall, is a toothless tiger. The report was to 
be provided within a strict time frame and was cobbled together by a variety of authors, gathering evidence from 
non-government agencies financially reliant on the current government for funding. They were reluctant to speak 
frankly, knowing the minister’s position. On 19 May 2003 Harries and Clare issued a damning media statement 
arguing against mandatory reporting. The Gordon inquiry recommended that medical staff report cases of 
children under 13 who had contracted sexually transmitted diseases. I believe that came about as a result of 
pressure from the Liberal Party. 
In relation to the penalty proposed under clause 5, I note that the Layton report considered whether the South 
Australian penalty of up to $2 500 ought to be increased. The report found that failure to report was due to either 
frustration with the fact that nothing would be done within the system, or reluctance to be involved in a court 
battle. For that reason the recommendation was to not increase penalties. It was felt that the aim of the act was to 
protect children and that mandatory notification training should highlight the potential adverse outcome for 
children that would result from a failure to notify, and any liabilities that might arise. 

Liberal Party policy on this issue was put together by Hon Barbara Scott and me, and Hon Barbara Scott 
particularly pushed this aspect of it. Training of mandated persons was considered to be of utmost importance. 
The opposition felt that funds should be directed to this area. I am not sure how the Attorney General intends 
under this bill to educate the people who are mandated to make notifications. I imagine that doctors, nurses, 
midwives, teachers and police officers are very skilled at handling these matters. Certainly, they would be skilled 
in some aspects. I will be interested to know how they will be trained. The Liberal Party policy paper indicated 
that mandatory reporting depended upon the mandated people being properly trained to identify child abuse and 
neglect and to be aware of their legal responsibilities under the relevant legislation. Without attention to these 
considerations, the legislation is little more than window-dressing. If the people who are mandated to report are 
not adequately trained, they will not be able to swiftly identify abuse, or there may be cases of over-reporting. 

The arguments for mandatory reporting advanced by the Crime and Misconduct Commission in Queensland 
adopted the “essential” argument in favour of mandatory reporting from the South Australian government’s 
Layton review. Those arguments included the following: mandatory reporting sends a clear message to the 
community that child abuse will not be tolerated—in my view it backs up Parliament’s intentions in the Criminal 
Code; it allows the community to make confidential notifications on the basis of which the state can intervene to 
protect children; it can resolve ethical conflict experienced by some professionals regarding breaking the 
confidentiality of their dealings with some of their clients—for instance, doctors, nurses, police officers, teachers 
and midwives; and it provides detailed and accurate information and a higher substantiation rate. The argument 
advanced by the Labor Party was that there was no advantage in introducing mandatory reporting into a system 
that was already seriously under-resourced and not coping. However, there is no reason not to do so when 
Western Australia is experiencing enormous wealth and the wealth is expected to grow for many years. My 
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vision was to provide the most modern state-administered child protection service possible and to draw on the 
extensive research reported recently in other Australian jurisdictions, which recommended a sharpening of the 
focus on the safety and security of children. At that stage, it was the Liberal Party’s intention to make a 
transformational change to what I call the bleak backwater picture of child protection in Western Australia. 
Sometimes a lot can be achieved in this place. I am delighted that this bill is before the house. It is long overdue. 
I had no faith in the previous Minister for Community Development, and I am not sure whether the current 
minister is doing a better job. This bill has been brought in as a marked change in policy. I will support this bill 
and examine it closely during consideration in detail. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Ms M.M. Quirk (Minister for Corrective Services). 

MINING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT AND VALIDATION BILL 2007 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 21 November 2007. 
MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [12.12 pm]: The opposition will support this bill with some caveats, 
in the form of questions to the minister. This is a very small bill, but it is very important. It validates 
miscellaneous licences issued pursuant to regulation 42B(n) of the Mining Regulations 1981. The bill also 
validates the extension of the term of certain exploration licences that were lodged at the incorrect office of the 
department. Finally, the bill amends section 19 of the Mining Amendment Act 2004 to provide for lodgement of 
applications for extensions of the terms of exploration licences and compulsory surrenders at any office of the 
department. 
The bill seeks to correct some things that have been happening with miscellaneous licences. Regulation 42B 
contains a list of purposes for licences. Some of the licences were for pipelines, roads, powerlines and the like. 
At the time, the Director General of Mines had the power to approve licences for any other purposes connected 
with mining operations, hence the provision for miscellaneous licences. The power of the director general, 
distinct from the normal situation in which the Governor had to approve the purpose for the licence, was inserted 
into the regulations in 1991. Over a period of 16 years, the director general approved some 42 licences for 
infrastructure purposes such as those I mentioned, including communications and a repeater station, a barge 
landing site, railways and so on. Approximately 450 licences have been granted, and works were undertaken 
under those licences. In a very good briefing we had from the Department of Industry and Resources, we were 
told that this power worked reasonably well until about 2006 when the Mining Warden, in dealing with a 
contested matter, refused an application for a miscellaneous licence. I am not sure which licence that was. The 
warden said that the licence was ultra vires because the Governor’s power had not been delegated. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: It was BHP, over a tailings dump. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI: Yes, that was the one. Legal opinion confirmed what the warden had said, which left all the 
approvals up in the air. This bill seeks to validate those miscellaneous licences granted by the director general, 
which should have been granted by the Governor under the regulations. 
The second aspect of the bill is the validation of the extensions of the terms of certain exploration licences that 
were lodged at the incorrect office. I understand that, at the moment, an application for an extension of an 
exploration licence must be lodged in the office in the district over which licence is granted, such as Mt Magnet 
or Kalgoorlie. In fact some of the applications were lodged in the wrong offices, and therefore this bill seeks to 
validate those applications. Amendments were made in 2004 to the Mining Act 1978, and they commenced in 
February 2006. It was intended to allow an application for the extension of the term of an exploration licence to 
be made at any departmental office, rather than the office in that district. Section 19 of the act was overlooked, 
and that is now being corrected. The error that occurred was in the rules that did not apply to existing exploration 
licences. It was not discovered until a number of applications had been lodged at the incorrect offices. In 
conjunction with the validation referred to previously, section 19 of the act has been amended to clarify the place 
for the lodgement of applications for the extension of the terms of existing licences. The minister’s second 
reading speech states — 

An additional amendment to section 19 is being made regarding the place for the lodgement of 
surrenders made under section 65 of the Mining Act 1978. Section 65 provides that the holder of an 
exploration licence must surrender a portion of that licence at specified times. An unintended 
consequence of section 19 was that the lodgement of such surrenders is different for those licences 
granted and in force prior to the commencement of the Mining Amendment Act 2004 and those granted 
after the commencement. This amendment will therefore provide that the place for the lodgement of 
surrenders under section 65, whether they relate to “old” or “new” exploration licences, will be the 
same; 

We had a very good briefing from the department, and in that discussion we found that the department is under 
pressure with resources. The private sector is taking away a lot of the skilled people from the Department of 
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Industry and Resources. It is a matter for the government to address in setting terms and conditions of 
employment of those people. An interesting conundrum exists in which very good state government officers are 
going off to the private sector, thereby up-skilling the private sector while leaving the department short of people 
conversant in mining and exploration law. This is one of the problems that occur when the mining and petroleum 
industry is booming. 
There are many issues relating to the Mining Act 1978 and the validation of licences, and I would like the 
minister to give an indication of some of those. This bill appears to be simple on the surface and it is obvious that 
a legal problem exists with the validation of the licences because of the Warden’s Court decision that the 
regulations were not valid. I wonder how many cases this would open up, given that those miscellaneous 
licences were not properly approved. Is there an ability to challenge applications right across the spectrum? The 
minister may be able to respond to that. Of course, there are native title issues that complicate matters, whether it 
be native title issues under the Mining Act or under the Land Administration Act or with the extinguishment of 
native title. There is no doubt that the area of exploration and mining lease applications is a complex area of 
responsibility. It is important that these matters be clearly defined in law. 
That is probably enough from me, except to say that there are many applications for projects in the Kimberley, 
such as the Browse basin project. The other night on television I saw a report on community concerns about the 
impact that a resource hub would have on the Kimberley. Indigenous people are concerned about the impact on 
their cultural heritage and lifestyle. Those matters need to be resolved sensibly. We need to ensure that the laws 
that are in place in the state, whether they be environmental, mining or native title laws, are clearly outlined so 
that we do not find that a mistake has been made in a law that can then cause confusion and concern in the 
community. The opposition is very conscious of the vast number of new mining and exploration applications, 
particularly in the petroleum industry. There are offshore projects and there is a project by Inpex, the Japanese 
company. There will be impacts on the Maret Islands and Champagny Islands, where there is a proposal to locate 
a liquefied natural gas facility. Should there be one hub—obviously, the government has a task force working on 
that proposal—or should there be more than one location for refining petroleum in the Kimberley? There are 
other projects, such as Wheatstone, which was announced by Chevron a week or so ago, and the Pluto project on 
the Burrup. There are native title and cultural concerns about the rock art on the Burrup. These are major issues. 
I note that Woodside Petroleum Ltd is also considering building a second pipeline to enhance its situation. These 
projects are not directly relevant to this bill. This bill is more a technical bill for the validation of certain 
miscellaneous licences and for the extension of the term of exploration licences lodged at incorrect offices. I 
understand that this bill will clarify that matter. With those remarks, I again indicate that the opposition supports 
the legislation. Perhaps the minister can respond to some of my concerns in his response. 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [12.22 pm]: I, too, support this short bill, which will essentially validate 
miscellaneous licences within the mining industry. I call this the “oops” bill. Over a period of 16 years, the 
Director General of Mines has approved miscellaneous licences for more than 42 infrastructure purposes, 
including, as the member for Warren-Blackwood said, pipelines, barge landings, roads, railways, communication 
sites, repeater stations etc. Over that time, about 450 licences have been granted and works undertaken under 
those licences. As the member for Warren-Blackwood also said, this power worked until 2006 when, oops, a 
licence granted to BHP for a tailings dump found that the toe of the tailings dump encroached onto another 
tenement. A miscellaneous licence was issued. This miscellaneous licence was contested and, as the minister 
said in his second reading speech, it was found to be ultra vires. The Governor’s power prior to the past 16 years 
was not able to be delegated, so, oops, a significant number of licences are not valid. This bill seeks to address 
that issue; thus, it is called the validation bill. 
Yes, we were briefed very well by the Department of Industry and Resources, which was previously known as 
the mines department. It has taken me only a few years to get around that! Agencies keep changing their names, 
à la the former Department of Conservation and Land Management and Department of Environment, which is 
now called the Department of Environment and Conservation. This bill seeks to validate past licences that, oops, 
have been found to not be valid and those afoot that can also be validated. I not only support this bill, but also 
make the point about how the agency is having trouble dealing with this process. We understand that we are in a 
boom time. We understand that the number of licence applications is rising. However, an important function of 
this government is to ensure that agencies can cope with the applications. My electorate, more so than that of any 
other member of this house, has been let down by this dysfunctional process. We may say that that is because of 
the boom time and the inordinate amount of work that has been generated. I suggest to members that the 
delegated powers of the director general that were later found to be ultra vires in almost 50 licences granted in 
this state are probably a symptom of the incredible workload and the inability of the department to cope. That is 
not the agency’s fault. I believe that responsibility falls very clearly on this government. This bill demonstrates 
that. It also demonstrates that, of the 21 environmental officer positions within the Department of Industry and 
Resources, it is down by seven. It is a third down in the number of officers available to deal with all the work 
that they have to face, particularly the environmental aspects of the mining tenement application process. As the 
shadow Minister for the Environment, I am concerned that the department needs significantly more people to 
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carry out that very important process. As the shadow Minister for the Environment, I want to know that the 
process is being done correctly. I am not suggesting any shortcuts. Most of the industry is not complaining about 
the fact that there is a process; it is complaining about the speed of that process. It is the speed of that process 
that will be significantly impacted upon by the shortfall in the number of environmental officers in this 
department. The significant backlogs in the state of Western Australia are frustrating the process. Neither 
industry nor I would ever suggest that the environmental processes should be short cut. For the sake of repeating 
myself I will say that we have a responsibility to undertake these environmental processes. We obviously have a 
responsibility to the environment, we have a responsibility to the populations who are based near any project or 
proposed project, and we also have a responsibility to the proponents of such projects that we do not muck them 
around. The environmental processes need to be gone through as efficiently and effectively as possible. Once 
those guidelines are set, they need to be monitored. Everybody involved—not only the proponent but also the 
populations—needs to be reassured that those monitoring guidelines and processes are valid and are being 
adhered to.  
There are 10 regional offices in WA, including the Pilbara and Kimberley, at which people can lodge 
applications. An extension of term can also be applied for at any office. My notes say that this legislation will 
enable people to lodge any of these applications, including extensions, at any office. We will wait for the 
minister to talk about exploration licences. The number of licences that this bill will validate is probably between 
40 and 50. The minister can tell us that. The bill will allow for lodgement at any office. Industry fully supports 
the bill. The bill is obviously not petroleum related. We understand that. We will be supporting this validation. 
We understand that it is the “oops” bill. There has been a problem with the regulations being ultra vires because 
the Governor’s role was not able to be delegated to the director general. I still say that this may be a symptom of 
the incredible workload of this department, which is struggling through no fault of its own. As the member for 
Warren-Blackwood intimated, it is struggling because of a lack of numbers and experience. It is very important 
that the government take this on board, because we have a significant problem. Without fear of being typecast, I 
always hark back to the problem that led to the Esperance lead debacle; that is, an under-resourced department 
that was trying to oversee a project from a distance.  
Mr G. Snook: People were asleep at the wheel.  
Dr G.G. JACOBS: Absolutely, member for Moore. The nearest officer from the Department of Environment 
and Conservation was something like 500 kilometres away, and that officer was supposed to be overseeing the 
export of lead through the port of Esperance. The inquiry highlighted a gross inadequacy in resourcing, which 
was dealt with in one of the 45 or 46 recommendations of the inquiry report. The people of Esperance were let 
down. It is so important that the environmental branch of DOIR be adequately resourced. We can talk about the 
boom and about not being able to retain and attract people, but I would like to hear today from the minister about 
the tangible measures he has in place—not waffle, not spin—to address this problem. It was inconceivable that a 
problem such as the Esperance lead debacle would happen in the twenty-first century, because things were being 
monitored by the Department of Environment and Conservation. Taxpayers’ money went to this department to 
look after both them and the environment, but what happened? The community was seriously let down by a 
dysfunctional department that was under-resourced. If that is not a warning signal, I do not know what is. As 
shadow Minister for the Environment, I take a deep interest in the environmental regulation, monitoring and 
watchdog processes within any department.  
This bill addresses some invalid licences that were a result of a problem in the legal process. However, I believe 
that they were perhaps a symptom of a wider problem. I recognise that we are not talking about the same 
department, but it is the same symptom within the government’s monitoring and regulatory roles and its 
overview of environmental processes. I hope that the department has strategies to retain and attract employees, 
because it is already seven down in this environmental role. I would particularly like to hear from the minister 
about that. The opposition has no real argument with the process to redress the “oops”, but I make the point that 
the Esperance experience should not escape us, for I believe that this is a symptom of a wider problem. If we do 
not take note of that or read the fine print of the legislation and talk about it, we will miss the bigger message. 
The important point is that there is a bigger message. We have no argument with the letter of the law and trying 
to validate this oversight. However, it is our role and the minister’s role to accept that there is a bigger picture 
and another message. We need to read between the lines and look behind the words to find out what is being 
said. What is this process saying to us? It is saying that we must do better. We must adequately resource the 
department with both people and experience. I want to hear from the minister on how that will occur. Members 
might think that I am putting too fine a point on it, but unless the environmental processes are resourced, another 
Esperance-type situation will be waiting to happen. Members might say that such a thing will never happen 
again. That is what was said before the Esperance lead problem happened. Michelle Crisp rang me, as the local 
member, to say that there were birds dying in the backyard of her home in Bostock Street. The natural response 
to such a call is to go, “Oh, well”. Michelle Crisp is a pharmacist. She is an educated lady, not a rabid, raging 
greenie. I am talking about a person who has two young girls and who lives at the back of the port in Bostock 
Street. She rang me and asked, “Do you think that it could be related in any way to something that is happening 
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at the port?” Reflecting on what she said, I replied “Michelle, I do not know—maybe, maybe not. Let us 
investigate the matter a little further and ask a few more questions.” The rest, as they say, is history.  

I take my job as the shadow Minister for the Environment seriously. The process must be responsible, scientific, 
fair and balanced. We must be cognisant of the warning signs and the symptoms. I believe that this validation 
bill tells us something else, something deeper. That is the important message we must address so that we learn 
from experience and we do not have a repeat performance of any environmental disasters in Western Australia.  

MR G. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [12.42 pm]: I rise to raise what I believe are three small issues in the 
overall context of the Mining Legislation Amendment and Validation Bill 2007. As the previous speaker 
suggested, this bill covers different areas of portfolio responsibility.  

The first area I want to deal with relates to small mining operators. We live in an era in which large-scale mining 
operators prevail. The BHPs of this world are household names. As the minister is aware, Western Australia still 
has a body of small mining operations, particularly around the goldfields. Their operations will be impacted by 
this legislation should it—I am sure it will—pass through Parliament. It is necessary for the government to 
provide appropriate communication and education, particularly for those smaller operations that are not in the 
privileged position of having legal and corporate organisations working for them to get the right message across 
and to communicate with the Minister for Resources and other ministers across Australia, as is the case for the 
larger mining companies. Small operators, particularly those in the goldfields, should be apprised of the contents 
of this legislation and the impact that it may have on them. As the minister knows, many of those smaller 
operations are—dare I say it—one-man operations. I am not aware of any one-woman operations. In the main, 
those people derive a modest livelihood from something that is a tradition in Western Australia. Since Western 
Australia was a colony, mining has been considered the right of any individual of the state. In more recent times, 
it has become the domain of very large operators.  

The second issue concerns part of the information provided by the minister about the power that the director 
general of the Department of Industry and Resources has with regard to infrastructure, what some of those 
powers were prior to 2006 and what they might become under the changes that this legislation will invoke. I 
referred earlier to the involvement of other departments. The Department of Industry and Resources never stands 
on its own when it becomes involved in a particular project, as was evidenced by the member for Roe.  

One of my immediate and ongoing concerns involves the Department for Planning and Infrastructure and the 
Department of Environment and Conservation. I question whether it involves the Department of Industry and 
Resources. The minister would be familiar with proposals to build a railway siding to enable the more efficient 
transport and delivery of iron ore from the Koolanooka Ranges, which are east of Morawa, across to the port of 
Geraldton and with the approval to construct a siding at Tilley, which is north of Morawa. The construction of 
that siding is in direct opposition to the shire’s recommendations. I will not engage the minister in a debate about 
the whys and wherefores of that issue. In terms of dealing with some of the infrastructure provisions—I note that 
the minister described either a barge landing, a pipeline or a railway—information about that matter should be 
more effectively communicated to interested parties. Resolution of the Tilley siding could have been achieved 
without acrimony if there had been better liaison between those concerned. That is not necessarily the fault of the 
minister’s department because the Department of Environment and Conservation took a long time to deal with 
the environmental approvals for both the previous proposed siding location and the one at Tilley. 

The third point relates to environmental approvals for mining. The minister would be familiar with the Extension 
Hill project—it is situated east of Perenjori and is about 70 kilometres away from the small town of Wubin—and 
the difficulties the proponents have experienced with their application for mining and the dilemmas caused by 
the time it has taken the Department of Environment and Conservation to consider the entire proposal. I realise 
and appreciate that it is a complex proposal. It is a very necessary mining operation for not only the future of the 
mid-west, but also the future of mid-west mining operations. I am not seeking an answer to the three issues that I 
have raised in any specific sense. However, I believe the contents of this bill and the Department of Industry and 
Resources’ involvement must be communicated more effectively to all proponents and parties. It seems to me 
that those who have presented concerns about mining operations—whether they do or do not want something to 
go ahead—are often quite confused about the processes that they can access to make a submission or receive 
further advice. I say that in the spirit of supporting this piece of legislation. I will ask more questions during the 
consideration in detail stage. I will not raise the spectre of Oakajee because I am sure that the minister will be 
asked a range of questions relating to that issue.  

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

Mr G. WOODHAMS: With the minister’s indulgence, I will seek an audience with him to talk about these 
matters. The minister may be able to provide me with some guidance and I will be able to pass that on to the 
members of the public across the mid-west who, whether they are for or against the proposals, have some 
concerns.  
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MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn — Minister for Resources) [12.49 pm] — in reply: I thank the members for 
Warren-Blackwood, Roe and Greenough for their contributions to the second reading debate on the Mining 
Legislation Amendment and Validation Bill 2007, and for their support for it. As I pointed out in my second 
reading speech, and it was confirmed by the member for Warren-Blackwood, this bill is straightforward and 
deals with amendments to the Mining Act. The reason for this bill is that the Mining Warden brought to the 
attention of the department the application of section 42, particularly in relation to a BHP tailings case.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 1381.] 

FREEWAY BIKE HIKE FOR ASTHMA 
Statement by Member for Kingsley 

MRS J. HUGHES (Kingsley) [12.51 pm]: Last Sunday, 16 March, I lined up for the Freeway Bike Hike for 
Asthma with Lake Goollelal and Greenwood cub scouts and my daughter, Alex, at Greenwood train station to be 
waved off by the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, Hon Alannah MacTiernan, who is somewhat fitter 
than I am and had just cycled 20 kilometres. The Greenwood leg, the 10-kilometre ride to Joondalup, was well 
attended and I was pleased to be a part of such a large contingent of individuals and families from the area to 
support this event in some way and contribute to the needs of hundreds of thousands of asthma sufferers in 
Western Australia. More than 7 000 people participated in the event. It was great to see young cubs and their 
families cross the finish line. They were able to use this experience to assist them to achieve some of the 
milestones required for their cycling badges. Well done to them all. I was pleased that I also made it across the 
finish line. I commend the volunteers who took part in the planning and made themselves available on the day to 
make this event such a success. I also acknowledge Main Roads Western Australia for its involvement and 
expertise in making the freeway available for this event. I acknowledge the Public Transport Authority for its 
support in providing free rail transport to participants. It enabled many participants to return to their initial 
destination without the need for them to ride home or make arrangements to be picked up, which would have 
created time constraints for riders and the consequential problems with traffic. This event provided a sensible 
approach to acknowledging the value of cycling and reinforced the commitment to climate change initiatives. 

STEVE NEAL — NEAL.IT COMPUTER COMPANY 
Statement by Member for Roe 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [12.52 pm]: My good news report is about Steve Neal and his computer company 
neal.IT. The Esperance computer company started in 2000 in the front room of the home of Steven and his wife 
Lauri. Neal.IT moved into commercial premises in July 2005. It employs six people and has experienced a 
50 per cent growth in turnover each year for the past three years. Sales and services revenue in 2007-08 is 
expected to reach $1 million. Recently, neal.IT has been recognised by two auspicious awards. The first is the 
Western Australian Information Technology and Telecommunications Awards, which recognised the company’s 
outstanding performance to this state’s IT community. The second was a national award, the Australian 
Telecommunications Users Group Limited, and that award recognised that Steve and his company showed 
innovative and effective ways of using broadband, particularly in regional Australia. The Parliament recognises 
Steve and Lauri’s contribution to our region, enhancing all sectors—business, health, education, community, 
security and agriculture—irrespective of the geographic location of Esperance. Congratulations and well done. It 
is interesting that the very technology of broadband solutions developed by neal.IT allowed that company to 
compete with any IT applicant from the city or country. That excites me as a country member. We commend 
neal.IT’s efforts to the house.  

MIRRABOOKA SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL — HARMONY WEEK 
Statement by Member for Yokine 

MR R.C. KUCERA (Yokine) [12.53 pm]: I inform the house that I had the great pleasure of attending a 
Harmony Week assembly at Mirrabooka Senior High School on Monday morning. Through the hard work of a 
dedicated upper school students group, the “Booka Mob”, the Mirrabooka community is being treated to a week 
full of colour, tastes and sounds from around the world. The week kicked off with a flag parade by students who 
attend that school and who represent 58 countries, guest speakers, a belly dance display—not from me—and a 
moving welcome to this country by Noel Nannup, who provided the students with this pearl of wisdom: “If it is 
to be, it is up to me.” The week’s activities included African bands playing at lunchtimes, stalls showcasing 
services available to students, cultural dances, anti-violence and theatre workshops, a soccer match and panel 
discussions. The week concludes today with a multicultural food festival which is open to all members of the 
community.  

The “Booka Mob” organising committee included, Terese Micallef, Jamail Kur, Joshua Mwambazi, Karolina 
Gorsevski, Acacia Collard, Sarah Eccles, Shayne Moore, Ayan Addi, Ayan Addullahi, Jenny Tu, Kadija Al 
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Rowaihi, and Noura Alwan. Assistance was provided by the school chaplain Geoff Bice; the manager of student 
services, Aeio Bev Slater; the school officer, Greg Gibbs; and Sandra Hunt. I commend the great principal, 
Armando Giglia, the “Booka Mob” and everyone who was involved in it. It made me very proud to be an 
Australian. 

ART SHOW — TIWEST PTY LTD 
Statement by Member for Greenough 

MR G. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [12.54 pm]: I commend Tiwest Pty Ltd for the art show it has developed 
that opened on Tuesday night in Moora. It is displaying art by local and Indigenous artists from that part of the 
world, particularly artists from the Yuat nation. The artists who are currently exhibiting their works include 
Delores Flowers, Adela Ryder, Michael Drayton, Alice Worrell and Alice Yates. This exhibition would not have 
been possible without the cooperation of the Tiwest corporation. I especially acknowledge the work done by 
Christine Bean and Emma Winmar for enabling this exhibition to be held. It is very important for the community 
to celebrate art. We often celebrate the great victories of our sporting teams, such as the celebrations currently 
underway for the many cricket associations around regional Western, but we do not regularly celebrate our 
artists. We should do that more often because it is a wonderful bonding exercise. I acknowledge the Yuat artists 
around the mid-west of Western Australia. 

DONNYBROOK FUN PARK 
Statement by Member for Collie-Wellington 

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie-Wellington — Parliamentary Secretary) [12.56 pm]: The biggest free-entry fun 
park in Australia is being built in Donnybrook at a cost of more than $2 million and will have its grand opening 
on Easter Saturday. The park has play equipment for all ages—from toddlers to teenagers. The equipment 
includes suitable play equipment for toddlers, towers that rise 9.5 metres above the ground and climbing walls 
for teens. There is even an adult exercise area to encourage parents to be active. The park is located on the corner 
of Collins and Reserve Streets in Donnybrook. The panels of the main structure will be decorated with fruit 
designs to ensure it complements the agricultural-orchard theme of the district.  

The park has towers with lights and security cameras to ensure that the public can access it 24 hours a day, seven 
days a week. Some of the key features of the park include electric barbeques, tables and seating, which will 
make this a great family picnic area. The park will also have self-closing gates so that parents can sit back and 
relax while their children play. The play structures were erected in February 2008 with the help of local 
contractors and residents who volunteered their time and services to contribute to this world-class facility. The 
park will be open in time for the Donnybrook Apple Festival in 2008. The construction of this park would not 
have been possible without a generous donation in the vicinity of $1 million from a local family that wishes to 
remain anonymous. The Shire of Donnybrook has also contributed about $150 000 to the project and local 
volunteers have contributed their time and skills during its construction. On behalf of the community, I extend 
my sincere gratitude and thanks to those who have contributed so generously to complete this wonderful project. 

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT — PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
Statement by Member for Carine 

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [12.58 pm]: Just a few days more than 11 years ago I first rose to my 
feet in this place. My inaugural speech on 13 March 1997 paid tribute to those who had gone before me, 
discussed issues of importance to the new electorate of Carine and acknowledged the difficult role ahead. What I 
did not fully understand at the time was the amount of learning I would do over the next decade. Like many 
members, I embraced every chance to improve my knowledge and skills when presented with an opportunity to 
do so. However, those opportunities have been somewhat random, inconsistent and, I am certain, not equally 
available to everyone. 

The public’s perception of and respect for the political process has unfortunately been deteriorating for years. As 
a passionate member and supporter of this house and the institution of Parliament, it pains me to admit that at 
times our own lack of professionalism has exacerbated that decline. I have announced today that I will be writing 
to the Premier regarding the development of a system that would require members of Parliament to undertake 
compulsory and ongoing professional development. I realise that some members might consider that an 
unnecessary burden, but I point out that we oversee legislation that compels psychologists, pharmacists, nurses 
and other professionals to undertake mandatory professional development. I believe it is in the interests of 
Parliament to raise the bar and for members to re-establish the standing of Parliament in the eyes of the 
community so that it is seen as a credible and professional institution that is worthy of public respect and 
support. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
“COMMUNITY ATTITUDE MONITOR” REPORT 

101. Mr T. BUSWELL to the Premier: 

Before I ask my question, I take the opportunity to wish all gathered in the house a safe Easter break this year, 
and wish Australia’s greatest football team all the best as it ventures forth into the 2008 football season. 

A government member: What about the Dockers? 

Mr T. BUSWELL: I wish the Dockers all the best as well.  

(1) As the Premier goes off on his holiday this Easter, will the latest “Community Attitude Monitor” report, 
published by his own department, be among his bedside reading? 

(2) Without wanting to spoil the end of this highly interesting read, is the Premier aware that this report 
found that 63 per cent of Western Australians do not believe his government has done the long-term 
planning necessary for health and hospitals, 50 per cent of people believe the government’s 
performance in the provision of education is poor or very poor, and 61 per cent of people believe that 
antisocial behaviour has become worse under his government? 

(3) What does the Premier have to say to hard-working Western Australians who have delivered to his 
government an economic boom and record tax revenues, yet obviously feel that all they have in return 
is this horror story? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

I thank the member for the question. I echo his sentiments in relation to Easter.  

(1)-(3) Community attitudinal surveys are useful tools for government, a process begun under the Court 
government in 1994, I think, to test community attitudes over a range of issues. From time to time, they 
provide salutary stocktaking information to government about policy settings and the way members of 
the community are responding to different trends and dynamics in their lives. This survey is no 
exception, although I understand that the one tabled today is nine months old. My general response is 
that these surveys provide useful information because we are, after all, elected by the community of 
Western Australia to try to address the issues that people have in their lives. Although it was probably 
contested as a tool when it was first implemented, it is a good way of receiving some feedback from the 
community other than via the normal channels. We must take note of these survey responses, although, 
as I said, by the time they work their way through the system and are tabled in Parliament, the 
information tends to be a bit dated.  

In relation to the contributions made by ordinary Western Australians, I am glad that they have put their 
faith in this government. We are responding to the requirements for establishing a successful economic 
and social policy setting for the long-term benefit of the community of Western Australia. I think most 
people appreciate that we are doing that. Everybody knows that it is a challenging task. Any state 
government is always faced with very difficult challenges. The fact that we are given fairly broad 
support for what we do is a reflection of the fact that the general community understands that we are 
taking on the challenges and that those challenges are vast, but the effort is incredibly important in the 
“building Western Australia” theme that we are running. Everybody sees it with their own eyes all over 
Western Australia, from the north to the south. The service delivery effort of government is 
unprecedented, especially at a time when demand is also extremely high because the economy is 
growing at an amazing pace.  

There are challenges for us in government. This report is a reminder of those challenges, a reminder that 
we should never take people for granted in what we are trying to do in government and that we should 
always be aware of the capacity to do things better, differently, with an eye on providing the best 
possible outcomes for the general community.  

ROTTNEST ISLAND 

102. Mr P.W. ANDREWS to the Minister for Tourism: 

Can the minister please outline to the house the recent developments on Rottnest Island? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 
I thank the member for the question. Rottnest Island is one very good example of what the Premier has been 
saying about building Western Australia and investing in the community. Rottnest holds a very special place in 
the hearts of many Western Australians, though probably not in the heart of the Leader of the Opposition, 
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because he is not interested in listening. We will put him to one side. Rottnest is in the best position it has been 
in in its history. 

Several members interjected.  

Ms S.M. McHALE: Occupancy of available accommodation is at 100 per cent and has been for the past six 
months. The total number of people visiting Rottnest is increasing each year. We have achieved this because of 
the investment by the Carpenter government of nearly $32 million in the past four years to improve the island’s 
facilities and services for the people and families of Western Australia. A total of 249 accommodation units 
across the island have been renovated, booking systems have been streamlined and upgraded, and increased 
customer service has made a difference. People are noticing. The feedback from people visiting Rottnest has 
been very positive. We have done this within the most rigorous environmental guidelines. The island’s wind 
power, desalination and waste management systems are now leading examples in Western Australia.  

I want to tell the house of three further developments that visitors to the island will see over the coming months. 
Firstly, the final stage of the accommodation refurbishment will start on 3 June, which will include 
accommodation in North Thomson, Bathurst and Governors’ Circle in Kingston. That will complete the whole of 
the accommodation refurbishment on Rottnest Island. Secondly, the $6.5 million renovation of the Quokka Arms 
begins on 1 May. Thirdly, the Dome Cafe building will start its new $2.7 million brasserie cafe at Thomson Bay 
in mid-April. All these developments are on track to service the summer season of 2008-09. Visitors numbers are 
up, state investment is now paying dividends and all is looking very well, not only for the island itself, but also 
for small business on the island, with many of the 17 private businesses now operating on the island investing in 
their own business and investing in improvements as well. That is a very clear example, just one of many, of 
how the Carpenter government is building Western Australia in very practical, concrete terms. Our investment in 
the island is an investment in our heritage, environment, lifestyle and people.  

TENDERS FOR GOVERNMENT PROJECTS — TREASURER’S 2006 DELEGATION TO EUROPE 

103. Dr S.C. THOMAS to the Treasurer:  
I refer to the limited tender pool in response to the planned Fiona Stanley Hospital and to the fact that Under 
Treasurer Tim Marney was quoted yesterday as saying that he is still to approve the business case and is worried 
by the lack of tenderers.  

(1) Will the Treasurer confirm that his delegation to Europe in October 2006 to—his primary objective—
“enhance Western Australia’s capacity to deliver on the state’s increasing infrastructure needs” cost 
Western Australian taxpayers nearly $100 000?  

(2) How many overseas or eastern states construction companies have tendered for Western Australian 
government projects since October 2006, or joined in to partner local firms? 

(3) Given that the Treasurer’s own Under Treasurer is concerned about the failure to attract a competitive 
level of tendering, will the Treasurer now acknowledge that his trip to Europe was a $7 000-a-day failed 
junket? 

The SPEAKER: The second part of the question asks, I would have thought, for an extraordinary amount of 
detail and research to find out, if it is possible, which companies joined in partnerships and so forth before 
entering into tendering agreements. I do not think there is any way that the Treasurer should be asked to answer 
that question. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 
(1)-(3) One of the issues that we face—as do private sector proponents—in the delivery of our $25 billion 

capital works program is that our construction industry market is a bit thin. We need more national and 
international firms to participate in our construction market. All members of this house should be 
joining in the effort to promote to those national and international firms the merits of investment and 
participation in Western Australia’s booming economy. 

That visit to European countries was a great opportunity to promote Western Australia. There was a 
great deal of interest in the phenomenal economic performance of this state. Of course, in 2000-01 
when the member’s colleagues were in government and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition was the 
minister, the economy actually got smaller. It is nearly 100 per cent bigger now than it was in that year 
when the Deputy Leader of the Opposition was a member of the Court cabinet. 

Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I can hardly hear the Treasurer. I call the Leader of the Opposition and the member for Capel 
to order. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER: It is no wonder that the opposition is unfamiliar with some of the challenges of dealing with a 
booming economy. It was not able to produce one when it was in government. This is a continuing challenge. 
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The visit has resulted in follow-up visits to Western Australia from those companies. For example, the company 
Laing O’Rourke, to which I made a presentation, has, I believe, visited Western Australia to follow up on at least 
two occasions since my visit. The Agent General in London followed up my visit with visits to Spanish 
construction companies, and I was pleased to meet a Spanish company delegation on a return visit to Western 
Australia. This is a process that is continuing. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Treasurer, Laing O’Rourke has in fact tendered for some Main Roads’ jobs. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: There we are. The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure is able to provide some detail 
because of her line of ministerial responsibility. Laing O’Rourke has tendered for some Main Roads’ jobs. That 
is an example of the type of effort that I engaged in that is producing a result. This is a juvenile — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I call the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the Opposition to order. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: This is a juvenile and immature approach by the opposition, which I am sure would 
embarrass more experienced members of the Liberal Party who know that when engaging with international 
firms, it takes time to produce results. There is a lack of familiarity with the Western Australian jurisdiction. 
However, we have a great story to tell, and the shadow Treasurer should be joining in a mature and cooperative 
approach to sell the Western Australian story. One of the issues that the overseas construction companies 
raised — 

Dr S.C. Thomas interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I call the member for Capel to order for the second time. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: One of the issues that the overseas construction companies raised was their desire to enter 
our market by partnering with local companies. Regrettably, the structure of our industry means that there is a 
shortage of suitable firms with which those international companies can partner. Therefore, we have a chicken-
and-egg situation whereby we need some partners for those firms to participate with, and the partners are not 
available so the firms do not come; therefore, the local partners do not develop. That is a challenging issue for us 
to work on with our business community. However, I repeat that this is a very worthwhile exercise. When I talk 
to resources industry proponents, they strongly support the efforts that the government has made to bring more 
construction capacity into our market, because not only is it to the advantage of the implementation of our 
construction program, but also it is to the advantage of the implementation of the resources sector construction 
program. Therefore, before opposition members come into this house and criticise the government’s efforts, they 
should talk to some real businesspeople about what they think is in the interests of the state, and those 
businesspeople will tell them that they support the efforts that I have made in this regard. 

PERTH-BUNBURY HIGHWAY 

104. Mr M.P. MURRAY to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure: 
I welcome to the chamber the executive members of the Bunbury Wellington Economic Alliance, who are in the 
back row of the Speaker’s gallery. 

Can the minister advise the house of the current progress of the new Perth-Bunbury highway? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 
I thank the member for the question. I know that he is very interested in travelling on this road. Member, it will 
not be very long. 
Several members interjected. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I think a lot of members opposite will use this road. Of course, we know that over 
the Easter holidays many people will travel down to the great south west, and there will be a great deal of traffic 
congestion. Therefore, we want to use this opportunity to let people know that Main Roads will be operating 
counter-flow arrangements over the Mandurah Estuary Bridge. On the way down south, two lanes will be 
operating in a southward bound movement, and coming back the other way — 
A member interjected. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Yes, it is something that we introduced. It was a very creative measure that we 
introduced to manage this issue. At the same time, people will observe that work is going on at a tremendous 
pace to build the new Perth-Bunbury highway. I want to let members know that we have now reached a stage at 
which about 31 per cent of the overall project has been undertaken. We have awarded 239 contracts, and 41 per 
cent of those are in fact to local Peel and Bunbury companies, representing some $53 million worth of 
investment in the Peel and Bunbury regions. We have mobilised a team of 319 personnel and more than 1 000 
subcontractors, notwithstanding the statewide shortage of labour. Another interesting fact is that 53 per cent of 
those people have been sourced from the Peel region. We have established five sand and limestone quarries to 
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meet the raw materials requirement of the work. Nine of the 14 segments have been launched at the massive 
bridge over the Serpentine River. In fact, in May we will be starting the launch program over the Murray River. 
Work has started on four of the five interchanges, and piling is complete at the Murray River, Pinjarra Road, 
South Yunderup Road, Nambeelup Brook and Harvey River bridge sites. It is all going gang busters, and we are 
well and truly on target to complete this road next year. This is another great infrastructure story from the 
Carpenter Labor government. 

WATER SALINITY LEVELS — DENMARK AND ALBANY TAP-WATER 

105. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Minister for Water Resources: 
The minister will be aware that Denmark was placed on level 5 water restrictions on 1 January 2008 and is now 
wholly reliant on carted water and water drawn from the Denmark River. Given the Water Corporation’s 
commitment to provide a safe, high-quality product that consistently meets the Australian drinking water 
guidelines, I ask — 

(1) What is the current salinity level present in Denmark’s unfiltered tap-water? 

(2) What is the current salinity level present in Albany’s unfiltered tap-water? 

(3) Does the quality and safety of Denmark’s tap-water meet Australian drinking water guidelines?  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question.  

(1) I am advised that the salinity level for reticulated water supply in Denmark was 836 milligrams a litre 
as at 4 March this year.  

(2) The salinity level for the reticulated water supply in Albany was 535 milligrams a litre as at 11 March 
this year.  

(3) In terms of safety and quality, the tap-water in Denmark meets all health-related parameters of the 
Australian drinking water guidelines.  

WATER SALINITY LEVELS — DENMARK AND ALBANY TAP-WATER 

106. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Minister for Water Resources:  
I have a supplementary question. Can the minister assure the Denmark community that its water quality is 
measured against the same stringent guidelines as apply in other states, despite Western Australia adopting the 
1996 Australian drinking water guidelines and not the 2004 Australian drinking water guidelines, as have other 
states?  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
We certainly face challenges across our vast state finding not only the amount of water we need, but also water 
of the highest quality. I can assure the residents of Denmark and people going down there, as I did recently and 
very much enjoyed staying there for a couple of days —  

Mr P.D. Omodei: Did you drink the water?  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I did drink the water and enjoyed it and found no problems with drinking the water.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I am happy to reply to an interjection but when five or six people are all yelling at once, I 
cannot even hear the interjection. I can certainly give an assurance that the quality of drinking water does meet 
the required standards and that people can have absolute certainty about its quality. 

TAXATION RATES IN WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

107. Mr J.R. QUIGLEY to the Treasurer:  
Can the Treasurer bring the house up to date on the taxation rates in Western Australia?  

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 
Yes, I can. I need to, in fact, because this immature and, indeed, juvenile opposition embarks on ill-informed 
comment on taxation levels in Western Australia. Let me state once again the facts. We have the second lowest 
taxation of any state government in this country. The opposition knows that we use the most accurate measure 
because it is the measure that the former coalition federal Treasurer Peter Costello used when he compared 
Australia’s tax rates with those in other countries.  

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I call the member for Cottesloe to order for the first time. 
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Mr E.S. RIPPER: The member for Cottesloe only confirmed that it is the right measure. Just as the former 
federal Treasurer needed to use that measure when comparing tax measures of different countries, we need to 
use that sort of measure when comparing the tax systems of different states. Moreover, the member Cottesloe 
was a member of the cabinet that used the very same measure when it presided over the budget. He knows on 
two grounds that it is the right measure.  

I refer now to the government’s tax record in more detail. Land tax rates in Western Australia are easily the 
lowest of any state for properties valued at less than $10 million. For example, a property worth $500 000 in 
Western Australia attracts $375 in land tax; in New South Wales the figure is $8 000; and in Queensland, 
$4 500. We have also increased the threshold of the payment of land tax to $250 000. That has removed 80 000 
potential taxpayers from the land tax system. We have the most generous first homeowner stamp duty 
exemptions in the nation. A first homeowner can buy a property valued at up to $500 000 and pay no stamp duty 
whatsoever, and get an exemption on even up to $600 000.  

It is worth noting the total value of our assistance to homebuyers in 2007. With that stamp duty exemption and 
the first homeowner grant, $213 million worth of assistance was given to first home buyers—a 43 per cent 
increase on the $149 million paid in 2006. We paid $99.6 million in first homeowner grants to 14 481 applicants.  

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: It comes absolutely, entirely and only out of our resources, member for Darling Range. 
Along with stamp duty exemptions, it is worth $113.8 million on more than 10 000 transactions. Home 
borrowers will be given a further advantage after 1 July, because that is when we will completely abolish 
mortgage duty in this state. From 1 July, when people take out a mortgage, there will be no mortgage duty. 
When they go to their bank or another bank for refinancing because they are unhappy with the services provided 
on their current mortgage, they will not pay mortgage duty. We will be promoting mortgage choice and 
competition among the banks.  

Of course, the lower house has supported our new Duties Bill, which provides for a five per cent cut in stamp 
duty for all purchases—the most business-friendly corporate reconstruction exemption in the nation. As soon as 
we can get that bill passed through the upper house, we will be in a position to reduce stamp duty from 1 July. 
All that is on top of tax cuts in the past four budgets.  

ALAN PIPER — CONTRACT 

108. Dr K.D. HAMES to the Minister for Health:  
Just eight months ago the minister was singing the praises of disgraced former senior bureaucrat Alan Piper, who 
subsequently won a contract valued at about $4 million or $500 000 a year as executive director of procurement 
for the Fiona Stanley Hospital. That is a startling amount, as it is similar to the same kind of pay Dr Neale Fong 
was receiving, and the minister admitted that that was a huge mistake on his behalf.  

(1) Given the establishment of the Office of Strategic Projects headed by Richard Mann and its role in now 
overseeing the construction of major projects such as the Fiona Stanley Hospital, can the minister 
advise whether the contract awarded to Alan Piper will now be cancelled?  

(2) What role is he now performing?  

(3) Can the minister please explain the retention of this $4 million contract for Alan Piper, when the 
minister has a whole new department to do the job, and that it is not just another example of his 
government’s waste?  

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
(1)-(3) The Deputy Leader of the Opposition does not seem to have any comprehension of the magnitude and 

complexity of the development of the Fiona Stanley Hospital. It is estimated to cost $1.76 billion and 
will be built across the equivalent of four city blocks, will be eight or nine storeys high and, for 
members who have some familiarity with public hospitals here in Western Australia, will occupy about 
twice the land area of Royal Perth Hospital and significantly greater floor space. It will contain the 
quaternary services designed to service the public of Western Australia in areas such as the Fiona 
Woods burns unit and the state trauma unit. It will have three times as many intensive care beds as 
Royal Perth Hospital does. It will have the major bulk of the state’s operating capacity for major trauma 
and other surgery. This is an amazing project. It will be something that members on the other side of the 
house would not have the vision to even begin to contemplate. This is why, over time, there has been 
resistance and opposition to this project.  

I take people back three years to the last state election. Something occurred in this state that has never 
occurred in the history of Australia. Doctors en masse at Fremantle Hospital put their hands in their 
pockets to fund a campaign against the Liberal Party because of its lack of support for the Fiona Stanley 
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Hospital proposal to service people in Perth’s southern suburbs. They came up with tens of thousands of 
dollars to oppose members opposite. They are people who, generally speaking, the Liberal Party relies 
on for support; however, they did not return that support and they campaigned against members 
opposite. That is one of the reasons—they should look at the representation in Parliament of Perth’s 
southern suburbs—they do not have much representation from down there. Members opposite have an 
inability to comprehend the brilliance of this particular project. That is why they resisted it and were 
opposed to it. That is why we have dragged out of them this year, very much due to the member for 
Alfred Cove’s support, a commitment to start supporting this project. That is a tremendous backflip and 
I welcome that support. We need to have the expertise to put this project together. As members opposite 
know, under this state government, a remarkable capital works program is under way. That capital 
works program includes a new sporting stadium, a new museum and a new Perth waterfront. It also 
includes the $5 000 million that we are spending on rebuilding our health infrastructure—including the 
new Fiona Stanley Hospital—across the length and breadth of this state. That is the sort of thing the 
former government would never have dreamt of. The average capital expenditure on health care under 
the Richard Court government, and up until now under our government, has been about $100 million a 
year. We will be spending $5 000 million in the short to medium term on rebuilding hospitals, of which 
Fiona Stanley Hospital is the flagship. 

Alan Piper—the member wrongly described him in the introduction to his question—is an integral part 
of delivering Fiona Stanley Hospital. It is a massive project, it requires expertise, and he will continue 
to be associated with it in the way in which he always has been.  

AUSTRALIAN FOOTBALL LEAGUE — GOVERNMENT COMMITMENT 

109. Mr B.S. WYATT to the Premier: 
On the eve of the Australian Football League season, will the Premier please outline to the house the state 
government’s commitment to Australian rules football in this state? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
I thank the member for the question and for the timeliness of the question. I pick up on the thread that was laid 
by the Leader of the Opposition in his opening question on football. One of the best times of the year is the 
beginning of the Australian rules football season, I think because everyone thinks it might be a good year! 
However, only a week later we all know that it is just a repetition of what has been happening for the past 13 
years or something!  
I took note this week of the $10 million that the Victorian government has dedicated to facilities for its AFL 
clubs. That is a good move. I compare that with the $1.1 billion that we are spending to develop a multipurpose 
sports stadium in Western Australia for not just football, but also rugby, soccer—if they should decide to use it, 
and I think they will, for the World Cup—and cricket when the need arises. There is also, of course, the $100-
odd million that we are spending on the Perry Lakes redevelopment across the road at A.K. Reserve, and the 
Perth Arena spend. It is massive. It is a reflection of the times. It is also a reflection of our culture in Western 
Australia, which for many people has sport front and centre in it. I look forward to the development of those 
facilities as we go forward from here on.  
I think the interest in the AFL demonstrates the success that our two AFL teams are having. Yesterday, I 
attended a breakfast for the Wally Foreman Foundation. The member for South Perth also attended that 
breakfast. I urge all members of this state Parliament to contribute, if they can, to that foundation, which 
supports young athletes who are aspiring to great things, because we can do a lot at an individual level to help 
them out. At the table that I shared with the member for South Perth were Matthew Pavlich, the captain of the 
Fremantle Dockers, and Darren Glass, the captain of the West Coast Eagles. I think the member for South Perth 
would agree that they are great ambassadors for their teams. Darren Glass, in his inaugural season as captain, 
reflected the winning culture of the West Coast Eagles, and Matthew Pavlich reflected the culture of the 
Fremantle Dockers, I think. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER: That is not a slight on him at all. It is a great compliment to pay to Matthew Pavlich. I 
want to see what happens this year. I want to see what happens with Chris Judd tonight. I want to see what 
happens with the West Coast Eagles under their new captain, and the management of their off-field issues from 
last year and how that spills into this year. I want to see what happens with Fremantle, of course—the team that I 
support—with their new coach and with the new role for Des Headland as the in-and-under tough man of the 
side — 
Several members interjected. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER: — the armadillo, with the impenetrable armour! I also want to see, of course, what 
happens with the man I would like most to marry, Shaun McManus—the spiritual leader and heart and soul of 
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the Fremantle Football Club, known by those who truly understand him as tackle bags, and a wonderful 
contributor over a number of years. I hope that he is able to — 
Mr C.J. Barnett: I would like to confirm that Shaun McManus is straight!  
Mr A.J. CARPENTER: I did not say that he wanted to marry me, member for Cottesloe!  
I think everyone in this chamber is looking forward to the football season, and we wish all the teams well.  
Several members interjected. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER: We do not wear purple for nothing!  
We also look forward to the sense of excitement that surrounds football now that we have made the decision 
about the stadium. Now that people can start to see it come to fruition, they will understand what is going to 
happen, and they will all think it is a great thing. 

DANTE ARTHURS — PROSECUTION 

110. Mr C.C. PORTER to the Attorney General:  
I refer to the Attorney General’s press release yesterday, which states in part — 

The consolidation of murder and wilful murder will avoid the problems encountered in prosecuting 
Dante Arthurs . . .  

(1) Is the Attorney General aware that the result under the old laws and under the newly proposed laws 
would be exactly the same in the Dante Arthurs case; namely, a finding of guilt for murder when no 
intent to kill can be proved beyond reasonable doubt? 

(2) Is it not incumbent upon the Attorney General to engage in legal accuracy when dealing with such 
tragic matters of particular community sensitivity? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
(1)-(2) I thought yesterday that the member for Murdoch was missing a vital organ; that is, a heart. I think 

today he is missing another one; namely, a brain. 
Mr T. Buswell: You’re a bit touchy! 
Mr J.A. McGINTY: Not in the least.  
Several members interjected.  
The SPEAKER: Order, members! 
Mr J.A. McGINTY: Let me tell members that the result in the Dante Arthurs case would have been radically 
different under the new proposed law. The first thing is that he would have been charged with the most serious 
offence under the Criminal Code. Under the old law, he could not be, and that has caused distress to the family. I 
think it has caused grave concern to everyone associated with the criminal justice system, because the Director 
of Public Prosecutions came to the conclusion that he could not charge Dante Arthurs with wilful murder, which 
is the current most serious offence in the Criminal Code. This is the first impact that is different.  
Mr C.C. Porter: The result is the same. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY: No, it is not. Let me tell the member why. The second reason the member is wrong is that 
the sentence that was handed down had a maximum non-parole period of 13 years. That was the maximum that 
could be given by the court in those circumstances because of the deficiencies in the current legislation. Under 
the legislation that was introduced yesterday, the court would have had the power—which it does not currently 
have and did not have in the case of Dante Arthurs—to hand down a sentence that such an offender never be 
released. That is the first option that would have been available. The second option under our new legislation 
would have given the court the ability to prescribe a much longer parole period if it had not prescribed that he 
was never to be released. Under the new legislation, the court could have handed down a sentence with a non-
parole period of 40, 50 or 60 years. Under the old legislation, that could not be done. The court handed down the 
maximum non-parole period that it was able to under the existing legislation; that is, 13 years. If the member 
thinks that charging someone like Dante Arthurs with an offence less than the most serious offence in the 
Criminal Code is just, then stick with the current legislation. It is not just, it has caused distress, and it needed to 
be corrected. We have corrected it in the legislation. Secondly, if the member thinks that 13 years as a non-
parole period is adequate, then sorry; he has lost the plot completely. 
Mr R.F. Johnson: He did not say that at all. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY: Yes, he did.  
Let us look at what Tom Percy had to say about the member for Murdoch. Tom Percy is a card-carrying member 
of the Liberal Party and a great advocate for the Liberal Party cause.  
Several members interjected. 
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Mr J.A. McGINTY: I do not particularly care what he says about me. He is a member of the Liberal Party. Let 
us look at what he had to say about the Leader of the Opposition and his shadow Attorney General. Tom Percy 
said on radio on 31 January this year — 

Whenever you start to have a close look at the Governments, and see how poorly they’re performing, 
have a look at the Opposition, they’re worse. 

This is one of the Liberal Party’s own members. He makes reference to “a guy called Christian Porter” and 
says — 

He’s a very young bloke but, you know, what you don’t see about him is he’s exactly out of the same 
mould as Sue Walker . . . career prosecutor, between them, neither of them have ever once defended 
someone, they see life from one side only and you know, said he does hold some extreme views . . . and 
I just really think we need someone with a bit more rounded background than a career prosecutor. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY: They do not appear to be hearing, Mr Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members!  

Mr J.A. McGINTY: He said, “they see life from one side only” — 

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Reflecting on members of Parliament is not pertinent or relevant to an answer to the 
question. At least the members for Murdoch and Nedlands have been in a court as lawyers, which is something 
the Attorney General has not done. 

The SPEAKER: The member for Cottesloe of course knows that he cannot use a point of order to add or detract 
from a debate. It is an amazing assumption that members of this place do not reflect upon each other. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr C.C. Porter: Supplementary, Mr Speaker? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY: I am still going. Tom Percy went on to talk a little about the member for Hillarys, who will 
get an honorary mention. The question was posed — 

. . . I have heard . . . Tom Percy QC is going to have a real good look at Carine. 

Tom Percy replied — 

Not a remote possibility. There’re too many horses to feed. And I just couldn’t sit in a Party room with 
people like Porter, Rob Johnson, and the like . . .  

DANTE ARTHURS — VIDEO CONFESSIONS 

111. Mr C.C. PORTER to the Attorney General: 
Will the Attorney General undertake to consider reform of the laws relating to the admissibility of video 
confessions, which was the real problem in the Dante Arthurs case? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
Those people who have been members of this house for more than five minutes know that we did exactly that 
last year.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Albany and member for Perth!  

ROAD SAFETY CAMPAIGN — EASTER HOLIDAY PERIOD 

112. Ms D.J. GUISE to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: 
Will the minister advise the house about this year’s Easter road safety campaign? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
I thank the member for her question. I think we are all well aware that Easter is a time when many people travel 
and many more cars are on the road. Unfortunately, it is a time when the number of road deaths increases. 
Looking through the figures over a number of years, three to five deaths seem to occur on average over the 
Easter period. It is therefore a time when people need to be particularly vigilant. People need to be able to enjoy 
Easter with their friends and family and, hopefully, remain safe. A whole range of actions are being taken to 
ensure that the roads are kept safe. It is another weekend on which there are double demerit points; that started 
from midnight last night and will go through until Monday evening. Those double demerit points apply to a 
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whole range of offences, such as speeding, drink-driving, non-use of restraints and so on. Of course, the police 
will be very active over the Easter period targeting not only the usual key areas of speeding, alcohol, seatbelts 
and fatigue, but also antisocial driving and driving while distracted, such as when using mobile phones. The 
police will be out in strength on the roads. Speed traps will be in various places where they have not usually 
been. The drug bus and the booze bus will be at various places, without warning, to try to get that message 
through.  
Hopefully, we will find that people will show a bit of courtesy on the roads because it is a time when many roads 
have heavy traffic, which means that people must travel a bit more slowly. I am sure that all members would 
have witnessed an occasion in heavy traffic when someone has done something stupid in order to get in front of 
vehicles. We hope that people will be driving with respect for other road users, driving safely and not trying to 
get to their destination as quickly as possible, breaking the speed limit or going faster than is safe at a given time. 
We trust that this Easter the roads will be safe, although I understand there has already been a fatality at the start 
of the Easter period.  
I certainly wish all members a safe and happy Easter. I trust that we will be able to finish our business a little 
earlier today, so that those members who have to get away to drive home to their electorates can do so without 
being in the midst of that heavy traffic.  

PAROLE — SUPERVISION ORDERS 

113. Mr R.F. JOHNSON to the Minister for Corrective Services: 
(1) Will the minister explain why the 1 750 offenders who are walking freely in Western Australia while on 

parole or under supervision orders have been recategorised as monitored? 

(2) Will the minister explain why staff from her department are in fact unable to case-manage or supervise 
these offenders? 

(3) Will the minister explain why she is basically misleading the Western Australian public by 
recategorising these offenders as monitored when they are not being monitored or supervised by staff 
from her department and, in the words of her own staff, may represent a risk to public safety? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 
I thank the member for Hillarys for the question and of course his interest in the justice area. 

(1)-(3) I have called the member for Hillarys many things in the past but never a mouthpiece for the union. 
Today I will call him a mouthpiece for the union. Members might like to know that any claim that 
anyone on a community-based order is unsupervised is simply incorrect.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Are you saying it is a lie? 
Ms M.M. QUIRK: I am saying it is incorrect. The department is currently attending the Industrial Relations 
Commission with the Civil Service Association, talking about workloads for community justice officers. No 
person is unsupervised. However, some cases are not allocated to specific officers. My advice is that everyone is 
supervised.  
Mr R.F. Johnson: Why have you recategorised them as monitored? 
Ms M.M. QUIRK: The member for Hillarys is known for making irresponsible claims and not being able to 
back them up. This is yet another one. It is scaremongering. Every offender on a community-based order is 
supervised.  

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY STAFF — JOHN POLLARD 
Statement by the Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling): I inform the house that John Pollard, who is at the back of the chamber, is 
unfortunately leaving us today. His partner is pursuing a PhD in Oxford. As a consequence, she and John are 
moving to the United Kingdom in about a week’s time. Of course, John has been in the Assembly for the past 
couple of years and in the Legislative Assembly’s Papers Office. He has also assisted with some committee 
work. We thank him very much for his efforts over the past two years. For the interest of members, Isla 
Macphail will be taking over that responsibility in the Assembly office when John leaves. Thank you very much 
for your time, John. 
[Applause.] 

STATE HOUSING STRATEGY 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling): Today I received within the prescribed time a letter from the Leader of the 
Opposition, in the following terms — 
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That this house condemns successive Labor housing ministers for their failure to complete and adopt a 
state housing strategy and the subsequent failure to protect Western Australians from the dramatic 
increases in rents and the reduction in rental stock.  

The letter appears to be to be in order and if there are at least five members who will stand in support of it being 
discussed, the matter can proceed. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

MR T. BUSWELL (Vasse — Leader of the Opposition) [2.48 pm]: I move—  

That this house condemns successive Labor housing ministers for their failure to complete and adopt a 
state housing strategy and the subsequent failure to protect Western Australians from the dramatic 
increases in rents and the reduction in rental stock. 

I will start by making the following observation: in my view, there is no greater issue confronting Western 
Australia at the moment than the housing crisis. It is a housing crisis that is manifest in two forms: firstly, a cost 
of housing which slipped during 2006 beyond the reach of many, many people in this state; and, secondly, 
subsequent to that, a dramatic increase in rents across Western Australia and restrictions in the supply of rental 
properties, to the point at which increasingly large numbers of people who are seeking accommodation in this 
state—either existing residents or people moving to this state—can no longer find affordable rental 
accommodation nor affordable homes to purchase. We need to understand that about 1 000 people a week are 
moving to this great state. Many of those people are, of course, attracted by the unique set of economic 
conditions that have been driven by private sector activity, predominantly in the mining and petroleum 
industries, and which this state is enjoying. Indeed, the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western 
Australia has forecast that over the next 10 years, 400 000 additional full-time employees will be needed in this 
state. On current projections, we will be 150 000 people short. There is a massive shortage of labour.  

I would not smile so much if I were the Attorney General. I think the member for Murdoch will undo him pretty 
promptly and tidily before we get to the end of this year. I have a suspicion that the Attorney General will be 
sneaking off to Fremantle and begging Peter Bell to come back from Geraldton to take over his seat come the 
next state election. I would not be too cocky if I were the Attorney General. It is going to be a very interesting 
process to watch unfold. One of those people moving to the state may indeed fill one of the vacancies created 
when someone like the Attorney General moves on.  

It is a fact that there is a labour shortage in this state. More importantly, there is a housing shortage. This has 
immense social and economic consequences. As I said in my opening remarks, it is simply one of the most 
significant issues that we will have to confront as a state as we move forward into the twenty-first century. The 
Labor Party made a number of promises in 2001—a large number of which it never kept. One promise that it did 
not keep was its housing strategy. The government announced its housing strategy in April 2001. Why? Because 
the Labor Party recognised that — 

A long-term strategy is required to ensure everyone has access to secure, affordable and appropriate 
housing in sustainable and vital communities.  

They are fine and noble words. The then Minister for Housing, Hon Tom Stephens, announced on 12 April 2001 
that the government would develop Western Australia’s first long-term state housing strategy. The media release 
for this strategy states — 

He said it would take two years to develop the strategy, with consultation of all major housing and 
charitable bodies and contributions from other agencies.  

“The strategy will build on the National Housing Strategy prepared by the Federal Labor Government 
in the 1990s,” Mr Stephens said.  

More importantly, the minister laid out the goals of the housing strategy, which included refining the system to 
ensure the delivery of world-class housing. The strategy was also designed to ensure that future generations of 
Western Australians could afford to buy a home. The minister also promised to increase the supply of affordable 
private rentals, to provide strong housing safety nets through government-supported houses, and to house the 
most vulnerable people in our communities. He also guaranteed that there would be no shortage of residential 
land in the state of Western Australia. Those were the words that the government used with much fanfare to 
announce its housing strategy in 2001.  

I will quickly touch on what has happened since 2001 in this state. Not only has the Western Australian 
government become the highest taxing state government in the history of Australia, but also a number of other 
things have happened. The median house price in Western Australia has jumped significantly. I will give an 
example. In the December quarter of 2004, the median house price in Perth was around $260 000. Two years 
later, it had gone up by $200 000, such that by December 2006, the median house price was $460 000. It has not 
moved a lot since then, but it was then, and still is now, well beyond the reach of most Western Australians. The 
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dream of housing affordability in this state has in many ways been snuffed out by the inaction of a succession of 
Labor housing ministers. Funnily enough, three of them now sit in this house. What else has happened? People 
often ask why the price of houses went up. I will digress for a minute, because the cause has just wandered back 
into the house. The cause of the massive increase in housing prices was an evaporation of land supply, and the 
person who oversaw that massive evaporation of land supply was none other than the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: The land got up and went!  

Mr T. BUSWELL: It did not get up and go. The minister bound it up in that much red tape that she could not 
cut through it. That was the problem. The minister was focused on making sure that we all lived close enough to 
our work that we could walk or ride our bikes to work. This was the urban infill project. The minister was 
blinded by a philosophical obsession that will cost generations of Western Australians tens of thousands of 
dollars. Every time they buy overpriced houses, they will think of the minister.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr T. BUSWELL: Does the minister know what she should do? She should look at what the Victorian 
government has recently done.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Oh, yeah: they’re so good!  

Mr T. BUSWELL: I will let them know what the minister thinks. I will tell John Brumby that he has a fan in 
the west! He is probably glad that the minister does not think much of him. He will probably be relieved. 
Victoria is facing a similar problem to the one we faced in 2004. It has just taken a little longer for things to roll 
through there. Does the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure know what John Brumby did? He opened up 
land. He sped up the approvals process. That is what has been done in Victoria because they could see the 
problem coming. Everybody in Western Australia could see the problem coming except the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure, because she was blinded by her philosophical obsession with people taking their 
packed lunch and walking to work. It is absolute madness because of her.  
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Order, members! 
Mr T. BUSWELL: Housing stock has also fallen in Western Australia since 2001. The price of houses has 
jumped dramatically. Public housing stock has at best remained static and rents have gone through the roof. In 
the September quarter of 2001, the median rent in Perth as measured by the Real Estate Institute of Western 
Australia was $166. Last year, it was $320 a week. Rentals have gone up $100 a week.  
Mr A.P. O’Gorman interjected.  
Mr T. BUSWELL: The member is an idiot. He should go out and validate his train ticket and leave us in peace.  

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER: I think the Leader of the Opposition just used an unparliamentary term towards a 
member and should be required to withdraw it.  
Mr R.F. Johnson: What did he say?  
Mr A.J. CARPENTER: He said that the member was an idiot. I heard that quite clearly.  
The SPEAKER: I did not hear it. Although I think interjections have been encouraged by some of the comments 
made by the Leader of the Opposition in his speech, the interjections are such that they have led to a huge 
amount of noise. If the Leader of the Opposition used an unparliamentary term, which I did not hear, he should 
withdraw it.  
Mr T. BUSWELL: I clearly said “idiot”. If “idiot” is unparliamentary, I withdraw it.  

Debate Resumed 
Mr T. BUSWELL: It is a fact that rents have gone up by $100 a week in two years. The rental rise has been 
driven by economics. People invest in property. Investments generate a return. Returns move with capital 
growth. I will leave a copy of a report written by the Department of Treasury and Finance for the member for 
Joondalup. There is a big chapter in the report that explains in simple English exactly how it works. The member 
can read it on the way home on the train. I will leave it for him so that he can understand what I am talking 
about. It is not complicated. The Treasurer will agree with me. It is in the document.  
Several members interjected.  
The SPEAKER: Order, members!  
Mr T. BUSWELL: What happened to the housing strategy? It was announced with much fanfare in April 2001 
and trumpeted as the way forward. Social housing has failed. Affordable housing for Western Australians has 
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failed. The provision of plenty of cheap, private rentals for Western Australians has failed. None of the 
objectives laid out in 2001 has been achieved. Let us look at the history of the housing strategy. It was 
announced in April 2001 with a target for completion of two years. In 2005, four years later, the then Minister 
for Housing and Works announced that the strategy would go out for public consultation. It went out for public 
consultation. There were community meetings and thousands of brochures were printed. In March 2006, the 
current Minister for Housing and Works announced that she needed an extension of time because there was so 
much public interest in the document. There was so much public interest in the document, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, that in a media statement dated 3 March 2006 the minister stated — 

It is great news that there has been such a strong response to this very important strategy, which will 
have a major impact on all Western Australians . . .  

In the minister’s words, there had been a strong response to this very important strategy which was to have a 
major impact on all Western Australians. It had taken the government only four years to get there! Obviously, 
this issue was critical to the government. It was, obviously, highly valued by the community of Western 
Australia. Two years later—in fact it was last week—I thought to myself, “Where is this strategy? It has been 
only two years in public consultation.” We asked the minister where it was and last week she said that it had 
been largely superseded by a cabinet subcommittee. The minister said that the document was no good and that it 
had just become a dust catcher. In two years, this very important document—the state housing strategy—went 
from being a critically important document to being a dust catcher! The housing strategy was replaced by the 
government’s favourite answer to any political crisis—a committee! We were filled with confidence, because 
guess who is on the committee? Both the current Minister for Housing and Works and the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure are on the committee! How exciting! How excited are we?  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: We are the ministers! Do you have a problem with that? Maybe that is the cause of 
your problem! 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, minister!  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, members. 

Mr T. BUSWELL: Shall I ask the member for Swan Hills what she thinks about the minister?  

Madam Deputy Speaker, the housing strategy was abandoned and replaced by a committee. The government’s 
lack of a response to the housing crisis is appalling and the costs of that lack of response are being borne by the 
people in this state who are identified in the document that I have with me and will lend to the member for 
Joondalup. The worst affected are low-income people who rent in the private sector. It is an absolute disgrace 
that this document took so long to be delivered only to be abandoned without any murmuring or consultation. It 
is unforgivable. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [3.02 pm]: I rise to support the Leader of the Opposition in this motion. I 
reiterate his comments about the economic boom. There is no doubt that the state is in the middle of a massive 
boom driven by the mining sector in a frenzy to feed the energy and resources needs of countries such as China 
and India. This massive boom has placed a huge stress on housing in Western Australia. I have heard about the 
number of people who are working in the mining sector as fly-in, fly-outs because they not only cannot rent 
accommodation or purchase a house in the Perth metropolitan area, but also are unable to do so in the country 
centres where the mining industry is based. I have heard stories of people flying-in and flying-out from India. At 
airports in Adelaide, Sydney and Melbourne, it is possible to see a lot of fly-in, fly-out workers all heading to the 
northwest of Western Australia. This is having a domino effect. It is placing a huge pressure on young Western 
Australians. I agree with the Leader of the Opposition: the great Australian dream of home ownership is 
evaporating. This dream that for many years we who have grown up in Western Australia have striven to 
achieve—many of us starting in rental accommodation while we saved enough money to put a deposit on a 
home—is evaporating before our very eyes. I think housing affordability and housing availability will therefore 
be two of the most crucial issues for this modern generation of Western Australians. 

I will outline the problem. From the late 1990s to the early 2000s, house prices rose from four times the median 
household income—which they had been for most of the post-war period—to seven or eight times the median 
household income. This price rise was driven by government policies, which, since the late 1990s, have sought 
to do three things. First, this government has restricted the supply of land in order to increase the proportion of 
households living in home units rather than on a traditional suburban block. The government is trying to make it 
happen; it has Network City. The minister has been forced to agree that her aim of getting more and more people 
living in closer proximity to the city as a result of infill is not working. In fact, The West Australian reported in 
February 2008 that Minister MacTiernan admitted that the state government is unlikely to achieve its goals under 
the Network City strategy, including confining 60 per cent of Perth’s new homes to existing suburbs. 
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The government remains committed to this basic strategy, but it has abandoned the 60 per cent aim, which 
means it will not happen. Western Australians are unique. We are not like people who live in other states. I have 
been to Victoria and New South Wales and seen how people there use the cities. Because of the urban sprawl in 
Western Australia, young Western Australians are happy to buy a home and live on the urban fringes. They do 
not mind shopping at Carousel and Booragoon and the shopping centres of the like that are probably found in 
Wanneroo. Young aspiring families are happy to do that. However, they are being robbed of this opportunity 
because the land is not being released.  
The second thing that this government has done is tax new housing supplies through various fees, levies, 
charges, taxes and compliance costs. These taxes are said to have risen by more than 300 per cent between 2002 
and 2007 when the statistics were compiled. As the Leader of the Opposition said, these are massive taxes. 
Western Australia is one of the heaviest taxing states in Australia and this places a lot more pressure on young 
people who are trying to get into their first home. The government has also tied up supply in a worsening tangle 
of red tape that has seen assessment and approval processes for housing development take longer and therefore 
cost more. There are many examples of it. We have seen what has happened down at Kerrallup, the Amarillo 
development, which once again has been blocked by red tape. We do not know whether that development will 
ever get off the ground. Ninety thousand residents were to live in a new satellite city announced with much 
fanfare by this government at a time when there was pressure on the government to provide housing for young 
Western Australians. The Belmont Park development, which we have previously spoken about in this place, had 
to be reduced from 8 000 to 4 000 residences all because of red tape. A developer who wants to develop in the 
Byford district told me the other day that he has been waiting two years to have his development approved.  
What is the spin-off from all this? The housing shortage has led to a crisis in the rental sector, because if people 
cannot buy a house, they will have to rent one. In March 2007, David Hatt, the chairman of the government’s 
coming economic review of land and housing markets, spoke at a gathering of the Urban Development Institute 
of Australia (WA). He said that he was concerned that developers were expressing concerns to him that the 
state’s planning approval processes were seriously flawed. On 18 July 2007, the Department of Treasury and 
Finance identified in a report titled “Economic Summary: 2007: No. 2” that — 

Land supply is a key factor influencing the housing market. Limited land supply has led to higher land 
prices and hence fed through as higher prices of new homes. Over the past year, Perth has experienced 
the fastest land price growth of all capital cities and regional centres in Australia.  

The Urban Development Institute of Australia (UDIA) reports that 1,343 land lots were available for 
sale in the Perth metropolitan region in the March quarter 2007. This is less than half the quarterly 
average number of lots available for sale over the past 15 years . . .  

That is a staggering statistic.  
I will move on to rentals. I spoke to one of the real estate agents in my electorate who has been in the real estate 
industry for 21 years. He told me that one of the problems faced by homebuyers is stamp duty. We are the 
second most expensive state in Australia when it comes to stamp duty. The agent told me that when he first got 
involved in the industry, commissions were greater than stamp duty. Now commissions are about half what 
purchasers pay in stamp duty. For example, for a property worth $450 000, the commission is $12 375, including 
goods and services tax. The stamp duty on that same property for a young couple who wants to buy that property 
is $18 000. There is a bigger killer than that.  
Mr P. Papalia: How much does the house cost? 
Mr J.E. McGRATH: It costs $450 000. 
Mr P. Papalia: Is it a first home buyer you’re talking about?  
Mr J.E. McGRATH: It does not matter whether it is a first home buyer. 
Mr P. Papalia: It does matter. 
Mr J.E. McGRATH: There are people who buy second properties. 
Mr P. Papalia: Is it a first home buyer?  
Mr J.E. McGRATH: No, I am not talking about a first home buyer.  
Mr P. Papalia: You’re advocating on the one hand lowering stamp duty for people who buy second properties, 
and on the other hand you’re saying — 
Mr J.E. McGRATH: I am saying that people who buy one property often want to move into another. We do not 
want to make people stay in one house forever. Families grow, and they need to move from one home to another. 
We cannot always get the first home buyer — 
Mr P. Papalia: You can’t have it both ways. If you lower stamp duty for second home buyers, you will force the 
price of property up, and you know it.  
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Mr J.E. McGRATH: The member for Peel should listen to this: the real killer is the changeover cost. If that 
young couple with the $450 000 house want to upgrade to a $600 000 house—I know that the ALP does not like 
people to have any aspirations; it would rather they live in Homeswest accommodation for the rest of their 
lives—they have to pay a commission of $13 000 to the agent. Then they get slugged $26 100 in stamp duty. If 
they want to move from one house to another and improve their position in life, they will get slugged $26 000 in 
stamp duty. This couple has to come up with about $39 000 to cover that changeover. The point I am making is 
that these sorts of things are putting stress on young Western Australians and forcing people to try to get into the 
rental market because they cannot afford to buy a home.  A 2008 report by the Australian Institute of Health and 
Welfare found that 16 000 private renters and 13 015 households with a mortgage suffered from housing stress 
in Western Australia, a state experiencing a massive boom.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: You’re wanting them to trade off to more expensive houses. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: The minister wants them to live in tents.  
I will be quick because the Leader of the National Party wants to say a few words on this subject. It is little 
wonder that young people in Western Australia are looking for rental accommodation. Sadly, they are not getting 
much relief.  
Another rental agency in Western Australia told me that the average rent in my electorate for a three-by-one 
property is $350 a week. We should not kid ourselves that a prospective renter will get the property. The person I 
spoke to said that, usually, 20 parties are lining up to take the rent on most properties, and it is not uncommon to 
have seven or eight applications. Those hopeful renters are mainly young people who want to leave home, 
students enrolled in Curtin University of Technology, young people who have moved from the country and who 
want to further their careers, and young professional couples who want to save enough money so that they can 
achieve the great Australian dream. This is a serious concern for our state. This state is experiencing a massive 
boom, and we are all proud to be Western Australians at this time when our state is doing so well. With the 
boom has come a massive headache of how we are going to provide housing that is both affordable and available 
to young Western Australians.  
The member for Joondalup blamed real estate agents for putting up rentals. The agents assure me that landlords 
are putting up the rents in some cases because of the stress they are under, and they are not making any money 
from their investments. A lot of landlords are also carrying the extra cost because they have good tenants. This is 
a very serious problem, and we need to do something about it.  

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin — Leader of the National Party) [3.15 pm]: I want to talk today about styles of 
housing. 

Several members interjected.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Ms D.J. Guise): Order! The Leader of the National Party started to speak, and we 
could not hear him. If members want to have a discussion, they should have it outside. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I want to talk about the style of housing, particularly as it relates to Homeswest housing and 
housing for state government employees, including nurses, teachers, police and other essential workers in 
regional Western Australia who are looking to provide essential services that are so important to us but who 
cannot do it if they cannot get housing. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: What about heritage housing? Do you want that just bowled over? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I have only five minutes in which to speak. That is another debate in its own right. The 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure put houses up in the main street of Merredin that ended up looking like a 
Nazi war camp because she let them get so derelict. Even though I have only five minutes to speak, I can say that 
the minister is the one who fenced off the public housing in Merredin with razor wire because it was not up to 
scratch. I do not think she can get me.  
The style of housing is incredibly important. I believe that the state government needs to look more closely at 
kit-style transportable homes. With the shortage of workers right across Western Australia, particularly in the 
regions, the idea of the traditional four-by-two brick-and-tile house in the south of the state and the traditional 
Kimberley-style house cladded with corrugated iron in the north of the state may be the dream of most people, 
but the cost of the materials and the time it takes to build those styles of houses may mean that kit homes are 
something we should look at and address. 
I have been working very closely with manufacturers of transportable kit-style homes. I encourage all members 
to look at the new style of kit homes. They are very innovative. They will be a much better option for many 
people than the current option, which is nothing. They look to be about half the price of a built-in-brick style 
home or the Kimberley-style housing from the north. For the same government dollar, we could probably get 
double the amount of housing. My family lives on a farm. We have a transportable kit home that was brought to 
our farm on a truck. We have lived in it ever since.  
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We need to change attitudes towards transportable housing. When the government’s own employee in the north 
says that the Homeswest list is about 1 000 houses short, we could probably look to have another 2 000 houses 
over the rest of the state for Homeswest tenants and specialist workers. We could build transportable kit homes 
quicker and cheaper and look to have higher density housing on blocks in country towns. One house could be 
built on 1 000 square metres. We already have the services, the roads, the power and the water in those 
communities. My suggestion needs to be looked at. I am quite sure that teachers and nurses who are doing their 
time in the country would be more than happy to live in villa-type developments constructed out of kit homes. 
We are not talking about erecting dongas or work camps; we are talking about recognising the housing problem 
and addressing it in a timely and affordable way that allows the housing to be built. 
Mr E.S. Ripper: What do you say about durability?  
Mr B.J. GRYLLS: They are extremely durable. The ultimate style of house we are aiming at is a four-by-two 
brick-and-tile house, but I do not think the state can afford this style of housing or build it in a timely enough 
manner to meet demand. The more kit homes and transportable housing that the government looks to procure, 
the more designs that will be available, and I am sure the durability that the Treasurer referred to could be built 
into that system. I do not see that durability is the reason that we should rule out looking at that style of housing. 
Although the government has made a commitment to housing in the north, the style of housing proposed takes 
too long to build and costs too much to get up and running. That is what I have seen in my time. As I said, many 
country people have lived in transportable homes all their lives. We need to get over the stigma that is attached 
to these homes. It is much better to have a transportable house that can be located in a town than no housing at 
all.  
MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland — Minister for Housing and Works) [3.19 pm]: I will address the 
comments of the Leader of the National Party first so that I do not forget them by the end of my speech. He 
talked about some kit homes and some alternative housing styles. I am very pleased to advise him that we are 
looking at different construction styles from the standard brick-and-tile built home. As I think you would be 
aware, Madam Deputy Speaker, in your electorate, and in Ellenbrook and elsewhere, we have let contracts for 50 
homes to be constructed using different building methods. That is a part of the work of the Department of 
Housing and Works. We are doing it so that people can see that these homes look and feel the same as a standard 
brick-and-tile home. They will not stand out in the street, whether it is in Ellenbrook or any other area. Under the 
tender that we put out, three companies have three separate construction methods, which are not brick and tile 
but which are quicker to build and can at least halve the construction time.  
Mr P.D. Omodei: Are they like park homes? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: No. I am talking about houses that have polystyrene blocks that are put together like 
Lego blocks, and the concrete is poured into the blocks. Some of the houses have panels that lock together and 
so forth. Many of them have a plaster coating over the outside and the like. The people who are behind these 
houses have done successful projects overseas and in Queensland. We are told that the durability of the houses is 
good. They can be built to very high cyclone standards, so that they can be used in the north of our state. Indeed, 
they are used in Queensland, Africa and other places where durability and being cyclone proof are factors. We 
have trialled 50 of those homes, and I hope to be able to open up some of those homes to the public in the very 
near future so that people can go through them and look at them. These homes are also constructed with 
sustainability factors in mind. Certainly, the manufacturers of them claim that they have potentially better 
thermal qualities than double-brick homes, depending on the roofs that are put on them and so forth, and good 
sound or noise qualities also. 
In addition to that, the Department of Housing and Works has recently put out a tender—the tender has closed 
but the contract has not been let yet—for 200 prefabricated houses to be built throughout regional Western 
Australia. Some of those will be in the north; some of them will be in the south. They will be a combination of 
government officers’ accommodation and Homeswest housing. We are interested in building those prefab-style 
houses. We think that we can get them on the ground more quickly, and they are potentially cheaper to put in 
place. Subject to the success of that program, we will certainly look at doing that kind of thing on a much bigger 
scale. 
I will now turn briefly to the housing strategy. Quite frankly, I say to the Leader of the Opposition that times 
have moved on—something that the member for South Perth essentially acknowledged when he said that our 
economy is very different now from what it was in 2001. Indeed, by 2006 it was very different from that in 2001. 
The document to which the Leader of the Opposition referred was not a document about housing affordability; it 
was a housing strategy. Therefore, it contained a lot of other elements such as sustainability and environmental 
factors. 
When I became the Minister for Housing and Works in 2006, I was very concerned about housing affordability. 
One thing that has changed between 2001 and 2008 is that at least 800 people are now arriving in our state each 
week. This is very different from the situation in 2001. Therefore, why would I still go with a 2001-cum-2002 
and 2003 broader housing strategy? 
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Mr T. Buswell: You embraced it. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: No. Let us make it quite clear that in March 2006 I had been the minister for one month. 
The comment period was about to close, and I was concerned that the strategy was not going in the direction that 
it should have been. Because of that, we sought additional comments. Unlike the Leader of the Opposition, I am 
not hung up on some ego trip. He has been in a job for four weeks and says, “This is the way we’re going, and 
we’re going to stick with it come hell or high water.” I believe that we must look at the reality. The reality that 
was facing us was a growing public housing list and a lack of growth in public housing construction. These were 
matters that concerned me. 
I want to make clear to this house that we have a very clear vision for housing in this state, and there are four key 
elements to it: providing greater access to home ownership; addressing the need for more social housing; 
improving affordability for renters; and creating better housing opportunities for Indigenous people. They are the 
four planks of our housing strategy. I have been more interested in getting on and doing the job and achieving 
outcomes for people in that area. Since 2006, our government has committed considerable additional money to 
housing in the state. For starters, in the 2007 state budget a commitment was made to provide an additional 
$417 million—that is on top of the previous housing budget—of which $376 million was to increase public and 
community housing numbers and provide more social housing options for the growing seniors’ market. An 
amount of $35.3 million over four years was to raise housing quality in Aboriginal town-based communities; 
$5.7 million was to expand the bond assistance scheme to help lower income earners access the private rental 
market; and $30 million was to fast-track government processing for granting approvals. That was in May. In 
September 2007, a further injection of money into the housing sector was provided by the government. There 
was an additional $238 million housing and land package over two years to deliver 124 extra social housing 
dwellings; up to 300 new lodging house and crisis accommodation rooms; incentives to relocate 100 people in 
under-occupied properties to smaller properties; strategic landholdings with the potential to deliver 1 850 future 
residential lots; and 62 new government regional officers’ housing dwellings. In addition, there was the nearly 
$1 billion commitment—$900 million—for the First Start shared equity scheme for first home buyers, which we 
announced in February 2007. There was $300 million for our equity component and up to $600 million in loans 
to help 3 000 people get into their first home. These people would not otherwise have been able to get into their 
first home. 
The government has committed an additional $654.7 million to affordable housing over a four-year period. This 
will ensure not only that our standard programs are delivered, but also that our total housing stock grows by 
more than 1 100 dwellings. The capital works housing program for 2007-08 is more than $900 million—nearly 
$1 billion. I do not think anyone could sneeze at that kind of commitment in the state budget for housing. In fact, 
it is often said to me by staff of the Department of Housing and Works that in the past couple of years we have 
made a greater commitment to provide affordable housing and more Homeswest housing than the former 
government did during its whole term in office. 
One of the government’s other initiatives, as part of our overall housing strategy, has been the continued support 
for Keystart. As members will be aware, Keystart was established in 1989. So far, more than 64 000 low-deposit 
loans have injected more than $6 billion into the housing industry. I think Keystart is a tremendous achievement, 
and it is a scheme that is not in place in the other states. Despite our growing economy and the fact that more 
than 800 people are coming to our growing state each week, the same kinds of issues are being experienced in 
the other states, not necessarily because they have massive injections of people into their states, but because 
housing affordability is an issue all around Australia. In 2006-07, more than 3 000 applications were approved 
under the Keystart scheme. Of the 1 500 approvals for new homes, 68 per cent were for first home buyers. To 
date, in the 2007-08 financial year, Keystart has approved well over 2 600 loans across its various programs, to a 
total value of $383 million. Recent changes in the wider mortgage market, such as increasing interest rates and 
concern about the sub-prime loans in the United States, have coincided with increased interest in our Keystart 
products, so much so that Treasury recently approved an additional $150 million in funding for 2007-08 to help 
Keystart meet this increase in demand. The First Start housing program, established by this government, is 
assisting those 3 000 people to get into homes. We have made it available to even more people and increased the 
income levels for families to qualify for First Start loans. The new income level for families is now up to 
$80 000 from $70 000; for couples, up to $70 000 from $60 000; and for singles up to $50 000 from $43 000. 
The maximum price of a home to qualify for First Start has also increased by $10 000 to $375 000.  
Another key component of our housing strategy is our land joint ventures, which were established by the 
department back in 1991. I think most members will know that ever since the Housing Authority, formerly the 
State Housing Commission, was formed in 1980, it has been acting in its own right. Joint ventures have been 
operating since 1988 and, of course, the current model evolved from the Ellenbrook joint venture formed in 1991 
to develop a 563-hectare holding north of Perth. Ellenbrook is a model for community creation by early 
introduction of social infrastructure and integration of private and public housing. It has grown into one of the 
most successful urban developments in Western Australia. That development has been looked at by experts in 
housing and ministers for housing and planning from all around Australia, and it is the envy of many of them.  
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In the past 10 years, ventures have been undertaken in Dalyellup, Geraldton, Palm Beach, Beeliar, Clarkson, 
Butler, Albany and Wellard. More recently Stockland Property Group joined with the department to develop 
2 600 lots at Brookdale in a joint venture agreement currently being negotiated for this partnership. Heath 
Development Company became the department’s joint venture partner at Bayonet Head, Albany, and that project 
commenced in late 2006. That joint venture model has benefited the department in a number of ways. It will 
ensure a long-term continuous supply of land and encourage home ownership through the development of 
affordable lots. It is another area in which Western Australia is leading the nation. It provides the department 
with access to the best in private sector planning and marketing expertise and it results in sustainable 
communities that offer a good standard of not only housing, but also, very importantly, community amenity. 
Social housing is totally integrated into the community to ensure that low-income households are provided with 
accommodation and each development maintains a healthy level of social diversity.  
Through the Department of Housing and Works we have focused on transit-oriented developments since we 
have been in government. Wellard was the department’s first purpose-built, greenfields transport-oriented 
development. It is a joint venture between the department and Peet Ltd. The joint venture, which was formalised 
in September 2003, will span 11 years and produce approximately 2 700 lots. The development is centred around 
the new Wellard train station, which is located on the southern rail line. It has exceeded initial targets and has 
already sold more than 600 lots. Clarkson is another one of our greenfields transport-oriented developments in 
Perth’s northern suburbs. That was developed as a joint venture between the department and Urban Pacific Ltd. 
The partnership was formalised in 2002, and the first lots were released for sale in November the same year. The 
development is adjacent to the Clarkson train station, which forms part of the northern line expansion initiated 
by our government in 2004. Physical development is now complete and it has produced more than 1 700 lots, 
which will eventually house approximately 2 200 dwellings. The demand for land in that development is high 
and only a few lots remain to be sold before the project is complete. Somerly, one of our other developments, 
received the Urban Development Institute of Western Australia award for affordable development in 2006.  
Another of our key developments is the Dalyellup Beach retirement village. That is a new joint venture that 
commenced last year with the purchase of a 6.5 hectare site in Dalyellup. It will house 200 independent living 
units when the project is complete. The Department of Housing and Works will take 80 units in a retirement 
village to house existing public housing tenants or customers on our waiting list. The remaining 120 units will be 
for use as private seniors’ accommodation. Residents will have a lifetime lease on their home site. The chosen 
provider will contribute the bulk of the capital costs and manage the entire village. We called for expressions of 
interest for that in May 2007. Tenderers have been short-listed as part of a long process, and final submissions 
are due on 28 April this year. That is one of the new innovative ventures we have undertaken, rather than 
continue to deliver state and Homeswest housing in the way we always have. Most people aspire to a retirement 
village lifestyle where there is more community support. This is the first, and I hope it will be a successful model 
and that we will be able to trial similar retirement villages in the metropolitan area. Lots of elderly Homeswest 
tenants are occupying houses, on larger pieces of land, that have three or more bedrooms. It makes sense for 
those tenants to move to something more suitable for their current needs. It also makes sense for us to be able to 
free up those existing houses for families that may require Homeswest accommodation. We are also establishing 
a lot of mixed-use community housing in Northbridge by increasing the mix of housing types. For example, one 
of our landmark developments in Northbridge will soon provide 50 lodging house beds, 16 apartments and nine 
commercial units.  These are the significant initiatives we have been progressing in recent years. We have also 
provided greater assistance for private renters. I note that about half Western Australia’s private rental 
households rely on commonwealth rent assistance to meet their housing costs. The median private rent in Perth 
reached $320 a week for the December 2007 quarter, and we are considering a range of options to assist them. 
The state government has boosted its successful programs, such as its bond loan assistance scheme, and has 
provided $5.7 million for 2007-08 so that people can get into those rental properties.  
I will leave some time for my colleagues to comment further. We are now in discussions with the new federal 
government on national housing priorities. Housing availability and affordable housing are recognised as key 
issues by the Rudd Labor government. I have so far had some reasonably fruitful discussions with Jenny 
Macklin, the minister responsible. No doubt further commitments will be made at subsequent housing ministers’ 
meetings and meetings this year of the Council of Australian Governments. We will work closely with the 
commonwealth government so that we can deliver even better outcomes for housing in Western Australia.  
MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale — Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [3.37 pm]: No-one is 
denying that housing issues are of considerable concern, but the opposition, of course, has misdiagnosed those 
problems. If we misdiagnose the problems, we will not come up with appropriate answers. It is true that there 
was — 
Dr G.G. Jacobs interjected.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: The member for Roe has no idea. That is not a diagnosis. I would hate to go to the 
member for Roe for a medical issue if he cannot distinguish between a symptom and diagnosis. 
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There was in fact a very considerable frenzy in land buying in 2005-06. The suggestion that we somehow or 
other artificially suppressed the availability of land is completely wrong. I will show this chart I am holding 
because we think that, pictorially, it might be a little easier for our friends in the opposition to understand. If 
something cannot be described in 25 words or fewer, the concentration of members opposite lapses and they do 
not grasp it. I have a chart that very clearly shows — 

Mr T. Buswell interjected. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: These are the facts, my dear; these are the facts.  

Mr T. Buswell: I’m not your dear.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: In 2005; in the space of four years we had doubled — 

Mr T. Buswell interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I call the Leader of the Opposition to order for the third time. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I will not try to be nice to him, then! I will not use terms of endearment! I will say 
what I really think!  We have in fact doubled the rate of production of lots—when I say “we”, that is the 
government through its approvals, and the private sector through its production. However, because there was a 
frenzy and there was rapid development, market prices shot up.  
I will show members another chart to illustrate my point about how the market price of land has increased. The 
approvals for the land depicted in this chart were granted in 2003, so no socialist conspiracy was involved. 
Between 2004 and 2006, the price of the land in the various subdivisions shown in this chart increased by 93 per 
cent, 100 per cent and 95 per cent. That had nothing to do with government regulation or with an evil, socialist 
policy of putting everyone in a dogbox. Virtually all that increase in the price of land was caused by profit taking 
by developers. The developers are only now, very reluctantly and very slowly, reducing the price of that land, 
much of which is, as I have said, overpriced and on the fringe.  
At the same time, there has been a series of interest rate rises. There is no problem now with the rate of land 
release. The rate of land release is now well in excess of the rate of housing starts. The problem is that not 
enough housing is being constructed. In the metropolitan area, the number of vacant lots that are titled and have 
been sold has increased from 30 000 to 38 000. The gap between lot creation and housing starts is getting bigger 
and bigger. Developers are not moving forward and seeking final approvals on their land because the land is not 
selling. The land is not selling because the market is suppressed. We suspect that two factors are responsible for 
that. The first factor is that the land has been overpriced by the developers. The second factor is that the people 
in the lower 50 per cent of the market are now feeling great uncertainty about the increases in interest rates, and 
that has made them very nervous about investing in land. 
Mr T. Buswell: What about the impact of the suppressed yield in the residential rental market? That is a third 
factor that is discouraging investment. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Yes. As the Leader of the Opposition has pointed out, rents are increasing. We 
accept that this is creating a problem. This problem is being experienced around Australia. This problem has a 
great deal to do with the current climate of increases in interest rates, understandably, because the Reserve Bank 
is putting up interest rates to suppress demand, and that is working. That is of particular concern in Western 
Australia. We acknowledge that. We are trying to do a range of things. We do not have great swathes of land 
available under the control of LandCorp. However, we are trying to ensure that we can bring that land onto the 
market at reduced prices. The Minister for Housing has spoken about the expansion of the shared equity scheme 
to enable more people to participate in the housing market. We are trialling a range of other measures. One of 
those measures involves our redevelopment authorities setting aside lots for long-term rental accommodation, 
because the provision of long-term rental accommodation in the private sector is an important way of ensuring 
that rents are contained. If we can get up some models that work well, we will have greater capacity to work with 
the federal government to ensure that its new housing affordability schemes can be implemented more broadly.  
It is a real challenge. As these charts show, there has been a substantial increase in lot production in country 
areas. Karratha has been a great success story. In response to the comments of the member for Merredin and 
Leader of the National Party, when we have been holding the land ballots in Karratha, we have also been holding 
housing exhibitions. We have brought to those exhibitions companies from all over Australia that are producing 
prefabricated housing and product which is specially designed for those lots and which will help reduce the time 
frames and the costs. We want to facilitate homebuyers moving into that accommodation by utilising alternative 
and faster building technologies. A display village of housing that utilises these alternative building technologies 
is currently under construction at Seville Grove.  
We are addressing this problem on a great number of fronts. It is not an easy problem to address, and it is being 
experienced around Australia. It is a combination of people moving into the state, and the uncertainty that is 
being caused by the rapid increase in interest rates.  
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MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Treasurer) [3.45 pm]: The premise behind the opposition’s argument is that 
something unusual is happening in Western Australia and it is all the fault of the state government. That 
argument falls down when a comparison is made with what is happening in other states. I do not want to 
understate the importance of the issue of housing affordability. It is an important issue. However, it is also an 
issue that is not confined to Western Australia. Indeed, based on some figures that I am about to quote, the 
situation in Western Australia is somewhat less serious, although still serious, than it is in other states.  
I want to quote from a Real Estate Institute of Australia document titled “Home loan affordability report Joint 
Quarterly Survey No. 93. December quarter 2007”. Chart 1 on page 1 of that document is titled “Proportion of 
family income required to meet loan repayments, December 2007”. The figures in that chart are as follows: 
South Australia, 35.7 per cent; Queensland, 38.7 per cent; New South Wales, 39.8 per cent; and Victoria, 
36.2 per cent. In all those states, the figure was higher than the figure for Western Australia of 33.5 per cent. The 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and the Minister for Housing and Works have extensive powers and 
responsibilities in Western Australia. However, their powers and responsibilities do not extend to South 
Australia, Queensland, New South Wales and Victoria, where, on these figures, housing affordability is more 
seriously astray than it is in Western Australia. 
Table 1 on page 2 of the report is titled “Proportion of income needed to meet rental payments”. The figures are 
as follows: New South Wales, 24.8 per cent; Queensland, 25.1 per cent; South Australia, 24.5 per cent; 
Tasmania, 28.4 per cent; and the Northern Territory, 26.1 per cent. All those figures are higher than the Western 
Australia figure of 23.3 per cent. Table 2 on page 5 of that report is titled “Home Loan Affordability Indicators”. 
On this indicator, the higher the number, the greater the affordability. The figures are as follows: New South 
Wales, 25.1; Victoria, 27.6; Queensland, 25.8; South Australia, 28; and Tasmania, 29.9. With the exception of 
the figure in Tasmania, which is virtually equivalent to the figure in Western Australia, all those results are 
worse than the result in Western Australia of 29.8. That is better than the figures in South Australia, Queensland, 
Victoria and New South Wales, and it is 0.1 behind the Tasmanian figure. Of course, housing affordability is a 
serious issue in Western Australia, but it is a serious issue right across the country and, on the basis of those 
figures I have quoted, less serious in Western Australia than it is in some other states. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (19) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr J.E. McGrath Mr G. Snook 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.D. Omodei Dr S.C. Thomas 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr C.C. Porter Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr D.T. Redman Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr R.F. Johnson Mr A.J. Simpson  

 
Noes (27) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr F.M. Logan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr T.G. Stephens 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr P. Papalia Mr D.A. Templeman 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr J.A. McGinty Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Ms J.A. Radisich Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr E.S. Ripper Mrs J. Hughes (Teller) 
Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Mrs M.H. Roberts  

 

            

Pairs 

 Mr G.A. Woodhams Mr S.R. Hill 
 Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr M.P. Murray 

Independent Pairs 

Dr E. Constable 
Ms S.E. Walker 

Dr J.M. Woollard 

Question thus negatived. 

MINING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT AND VALIDATION BILL 2007 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn — Minister for Resources) [3.54 pm]: I was beginning to respond to the issues 
that had been raised by the speakers from the opposition on this legislation. They were the member for Warren-
Blackwood, the member for Roe and the member for Greenough. 
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Members will take their conversation outside, please. We cannot hear the 
minister. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I was responding to the members and thanking them for their support and contribution. I was 
briefly describing what the intention of the bill was all about and reiterating those statements that I made in the 
second reading speech.  

Primarily, this is an administrative bill to deal with a situation that occurred where the Mining Warden, 
following the BHP tailings case, indicated that section 42B of the regulations of the Mining Act was called into 
question. Section 42B gave the director general the powers to issue miscellaneous licences. The Mining Warden 
thought that those powers were ultra vires, given the fact that the Governor himself or herself is the only person 
who has those powers and, basically, cannot allow those powers to be devolved to any other person. That being 
the case, the government has to amend the act to ensure that those licences that have been issued are dealt with 
properly and that the licences that will be issued will also be able to be placed on a legal footing. For the benefit 
of the member for Warren-Blackwood, the number of licences that have been issued since 1991, when the 
regulation first came into place, is 450 in all. Some 200 applications are waiting for further approval. This 
amendment would ensure that those 450 licences were validated. 

Mr P.D. Omodei: Are those 200 applications for miscellaneous licences or exploration licences? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: They are for miscellaneous licences. I will come to exploration licence applications in a 
moment. 

As the member for Warren-Blackwood pointed out, those licences deal with infrastructure that is associated with 
the oil and gas and mining industries, particularly the mining industry. They concern infrastructure such as 
bridges, railways, barges in certain cases that have been referred to, transmission lines and transmission line 
corridors, and pipelines and pipeline corridors, and mainly corridors and land associated with infrastructure that 
is associated with the mining industry. The member for Warren-Blackwood gave the example of the Browse 
Basin and the oil and gas infrastructure that is planned for the north west of Western Australia, including the 
Kimberley. I concur with him; that is a classic example of why we want this amendment dealt with as quickly as 
possible so that proponents for the construction of those major projects can continue to use instruments, such as 
the Mining Act, to undertake applications under a miscellaneous licence to construct infrastructure associated 
with their major projects, such as industrial land, pipeline corridors etc. I will certainly take contention with the 
point raised by the member for Roe. He referred to this as the “oops” bill. That is a silly approach to it. He was 
arguing that it is the “oops” bill because somehow we as a government have made a mistake by allowing this to 
occur and that it has occurred because the Department of Industry and Resources is under significant pressure 
from all the mining applications and is under-resourced. He gave an example about the number of people who 
are needed in the environmental section of the department.  

This is not the “oops” bill at all. Regulation 42B has been around since 1991. It has been used in good faith by 
successive governments, including a previous Liberal government. The previous Liberal government certainly 
did not pick up this problem, nor did Labor governments prior to 1993 and since 2001. Problems with acts of 
Parliaments sometimes occur once they are applied and tested in courts of law. That is what happened here. A 
regulation has been tested and found wanting by the Warden’s Court, and it obviously now needs to be amended. 
This is simply an administrative process to fix that problem. This problem has not been caused by the workload 
of the Department of Industry and Resources. Although it has nothing to do with the bill, I will nevertheless 
briefly address that issue. The member for Roe said that this regulation was somehow overlooked because of the 
demand for mining and exploration applications within the Department of Industry and Resources. That could 
not be further from the truth. It is a pity that the member for Roe did not listen to my ministerial statement this 
morning, because he would have heard me address the very point that he talked about. The backlog of tenement 
applications awaiting determination has fallen from 18 823 to 16 506 in the 12 months to February 2008. That 
reduction is the result of an increase in the number of people who are now working specifically on the backlog of 
mining and exploration applications before the department. It is also because of the flowthrough effect of the 
$3.5 million I encouraged Treasury to invest in that area of the department. The member for Roe asked what we 
are doing about it.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: We need to do better, that is all I know.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member obviously did not hear what I just said. We have reduced the backlog. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: I just walked into the chamber.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I will say it again, now that the member is here: we have reduced the backlog. The member 
obviously did not hear my ministerial statement this morning. I repeat: we have reduced the backlog by 2 000 in 
the past 12 months because of a previous injection of $1 million to employ more staff in that area. We are also 
seeing the flowthrough of $3.5 million — 
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Dr G.G. Jacobs: How many are outstanding? About 18 000?  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member for Roe should just listen for a moment. He might then be able to ask a more 
sensible question. An amount of $3.5 million has been injected into that part of the department to employ more 
people. The backlog is now being reduced. Why is the backlog there? It is because of the massive demand for 
mining and exploration tenements in this state. I indicated in a separate ministerial statement this morning that 
the state is hitting record levels of exploration, with more than $1 billion of exploration undertaken in the past 12 
months. The member can understand why so many applications are continuing to flow into the department. That 
is being addressed. The member specifically referred to seven people from the environmental section of the 
Department of Industry and Resources who have taken jobs in the private sector. Those people were lured away 
by the private sector, and there is not much we can do about that. They are free to work for other people.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: When are you going to replace them?  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: They are being replaced right now. The capacity of the department to offer incentives to 
encourage — 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Have you replaced all those people in the past two weeks?  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: They are being replaced now. The interview process is occurring. They are being replaced. 
In terms of the incentives that can be used to attract people into the department, and specifically into that 
specialised area, financial incentives can be offered by the director general of the department as attraction 
bonuses to encourage people to apply.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Can you tell us what they are?  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: No, I will not.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Tell us what the incentives are.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I am dealing with the specific issues the member raised, even though they have nothing to 
do with this debate.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs interjected. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I am answering the member’s questions. He does not like the fact that I am actually dealing 
with the specific questions that he asked.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: I just asked you about the incentives.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member for Roe was being smart earlier by asking questions that he thought would 
somehow undermine the department or would certainly undermine me or the government. Those questions have 
been answered adequately and effectively, and the member does not like it. If the member for Roe wants further 
information about the specific bonuses that the Department of Industry and Resources is offering, he should put 
that question on notice and we will give him an answer.  

The member for Greenough raised three points. The first was about informing smaller operators, particularly 
miners.  

Mr G. Snook: One-man mining operations.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes. I am not too sure what he was going on about. I think he was talking about how the 
department gets information to people when changes are made to the Mining Act, not that those one-man 
operators will probably be interested in the contents of this bill. That is undertaken through the normal processes 
that the Department of Industry and Resources uses, which is through relevant organisations and directly to 
leaseholders themselves. The department has a very close relationship with the industry, both large and small. 
That has been well recorded in this house and is certainly well known in this state.  

The member for Greenough raised another issue about the siding at Tilley, not that this issue has anything to do 
with the bill whatsoever. I think that would concern the Gindalbie Metals Ltd operations in the mid-west.  

Mr G. Snook: Just north of Morawa.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes, it would have been Gindalbie Metals Ltd. That was a general purpose licence under the 
Mining Act, which was ultimately dealt with by the company itself. The company was issued with the general 
purpose licence. Whilst that apparently caused some problems for a resident who lives close to that siding, that 
issue has apparently now been resolved by the company and the resident concerned. There is not much more I 
can say about that. That general purpose licence does not have anything to do with the miscellaneous licences 
and the issue we are dealing with at the moment.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Short on detail.  
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Mr F.M. LOGAN: I have said before that some members opposite are being silly. The member for Roe has 
really shown himself up in this debate. Why does he not just stick to the bill? He is starting to show himself up 
as being really silly in this debate. The only speaker from the other side who actually dealt with the contents of 
the bill was the member for Warren-Blackwood, who went through the components of the bill and asked specific 
questions about the application of the bill. I think I have answered all the questions asked by the member for 
Warren-Blackwood. I think I have also dealt with the other questions that were asked but which have nothing to 
do with this bill. Nevertheless, those questions relate to the mining industry. Those questions were certainly 
answered as adequately as they needed to be. I once again thank members for their contributions. I thank 
opposition members for their support for this bill. I commend the bill to the house.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr F.M. Logan (Minister for Resources), and transmitted to the Council. 

PARENTAL SUPPORT AND RESPONSIBILITY BILL 2005 
Council’s Message 

Message from the Council received and read notifying that it did not insist on its amendments Nos 6 to 8, 10 to 
12, 18, 19, 24 to 36, 40 to 45, 49 and 50 to which the Assembly had disagreed; agreed to the amendments 
proposed by the Legislative Assembly in substitution for Legislative Council amendments Nos 15, 17, 20 and 
22; agreed to the further amendment to amendment No 48; did not insist on amendments Nos 4, 14, 16, 23 and 
39 to which the Assembly had disagreed but had substituted alternative amendments; and agreed to substituted 
amendment No 21 proposed by the Legislative Assembly subject to a further amendment. 

MEMBER FOR RIVERTON 
Corruption and Crime Commission Investigation — Personal Explanation 

MR A.D. McRAE (Riverton) [4.11 pm] — by leave: It is now 393 days since I appeared at a public hearing of 
the Corruption and Crime Commission. It is 393 days since the CCC made hideous and unsustainable allegations 
of corrupt behaviour on my part. For 393 days, I have been fighting to clear my name and rescue my career from 
the abuse handed out by the CCC. In the middle of last year, and after I had made a number of public comments 
both in this chamber and outside absolutely rejecting the CCC’s allegations against me, I was served with a 
suppression order by the CCC in an attempt by that organisation to stop me from making any further public 
comment. Although the order from the CCC has no effect on my right to speak in this place, I complied with the 
intent of the order in the hope that this might facilitate a speedy resolution of the matter that has caused me and 
my family so much hurt. Unfortunately, this cooperation has failed. More than a year and a month after the 
frenzy and damage created by the CCC, I have no indication of when the CCC will provide a report on its 
investigation. My inquiries through my lawyers have been met with a dismissive written response to the effect, 
“We’ll let you know when we’re ready.” 

The Corruption and Crime Commission’s failure to bring a timely closure to my case is an appalling breach of 
the principles of natural justice. It is evidence of a level of incompetence and of a deeply flawed organisational 
culture that is a real concern for us all. 

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I defend the right of the member to state his point of view, but it is very clear that personal 
explanations are not to be used for points of argument. If the member wants to present his perspective or 
personal view of the situation that is affecting him, that is appropriate. However, standing orders do not provide 
this as an opportunity to argue the case against the Corruption and Crime Commission. 

Mr A.D. McRAE: On that point of order, I am not arguing the merits of the case that is under examination. I am 
pointing out, primarily, that a suppression order has been used against a member of this place in a matter that is 
under investigation, and that I have complied with that order in the interests of proceedings being advanced. That 
has not occurred, so I am letting the chamber know that the Corruption and Crime Commission is using a 
suppression order. I think that is important information and I bring it to the chamber. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman): That is not a point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr A.D. McRAE: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.  
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The Corruption and Crime Commission is a very important institution and it must be made to work in the 
interests of our state and in compliance with our laws. Its failure to meet the basic standards of justice is a failure 
in the maintenance of a civil, open and democratic society. I say again for the record that I reject absolutely the 
allegations made against me. I did not use my office improperly or corruptly. The CCC withheld or ignored 
evidence and its retention of this, and failure to report, is part of the continuing damage to my name. It is well 
past the time for the CCC to report on this matter, to learn from its mistakes and to move on.  

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
On motion by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House), resolved — 

That the house at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 1 April 2008 at 2.00 pm. 

House adjourned at 4.15 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

MINIM COVE PARKLANDS, MOSMAN PARK 

2967. Mr C.J. Barnett to the Minister for the Environment 

In relation to proposed urban development of Minim Cove Parklands in Mosman Park, I ask: 

(a) following the closure of the Mosman Park Municipal Tip in 1985, when did the then 
Department of Conservation and Environment authorise remediation work on surrounding 
reserves; 

(b) what, if any, remediation work was undertaken in the following reserves:  

(i) 36788; 
(ii) 1630; 
(iii) 17102; 
(iv) 31156; and 
(v) 31157; 

(c) what, if any, further remediation is required; 

(d) is the remediation the responsibility of the State Government or the Town of Mosman Park; 
and 

(e) what, if any, contaminants are leaching from Minim Cove Park into the Swan River? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 

(a) The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC), and its predecessors, have not authorised 
remediation work on reserves surrounding the Mosman Park Municipal Tip following its closure.  

(b) (i)-(v)  Not applicable. 

(c) Appropriate soil and groundwater investigations would need to be undertaken before DEC can 
determine if any remediation is required.  

(d) If soil and groundwater investigations determine that remediation is required, the Contaminated Sites 
Act 2003 sets out the hierarchy of responsibility for remediation. The Contaminated Sites Committee, 
established under the Act, may determine who is responsible for remediation of sites which are 
classified 'contaminated - remediation required' if requested to do so or may choose to do so if there is 
any doubt about who is responsible.  

(e) Appropriate soil and groundwater investigations will need to be undertaken to determine if 
contaminants are leaching from Minim Cove Park into the Swan River as part of consideration of any 
development approvals for the area. 

BRIAN BURKE 

2969. Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan to the Premier 

(1) During the last ALP leadership contest did any Member of Parliament discuss (in the Premier’s 
presence) contacting Brian Burke for his support or assistance? 

(2) If yes, did the Premier expressly forbid any member from contacting Mr Burke; and 

(i) if not, why not? 

(3) Did anyone give the Premier any feedback regarding contact with Mr Burke in this regard? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(1)-(3) I refer the Member to my previous comments on the public record on this issue. 

POLICE — CANINE UNITS 

2971. Mr G.M. Castrilli to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) Is there currently a canine unit operating from the Bunbury Police Station and, if not, why not? 

(2) If yes to (1), how many dogs and handlers are within the unit and is it planned to continue the unit? 

(3) If there is no canine unit, when was it removed? 

(4) If there is not a canine unit currently, will it be re-established and when? 
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(5) When was the canine unit in Bunbury established? 

(6) Are there any canine units in other regional areas and, if so, where are they based? 

(7) In 2000 how many canine units were based in areas outside of Perth? 

(8) Where were those canine units based? 

(9) In 2002 how many canine units were based in areas outside of Perth? 

(10) Where were those canine units based? 

(11) If any canine units in regional areas were closed since 2000, when did each closure occur and for what 
reason? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(1) In mid 2007 an officer and a general purpose dog were transferred to Bunbury to replace the dog that 
was due to retire. The replacement dog became ill and in late 2007 was euthanized. Currently there are 
no operational dogs attached to the Bunbury Canine Unit.   

(2) The dog handler is currently deployed to the Bunbury Police Station and is waiting to train another 
suitable dog. 

(3) The Bunbury Canine Unit has been without a dog since late 2007. 

(4) It is envisaged the dog handler and dog will undertake a training course in June 2008. Following the 
successful completion of this course the handler and dog should return to Bunbury by September 2008. 

(5) The first dog was deployed to Bunbury in 2000. 

(6) There is one general purpose dog based in both Geraldton and Kalgoorlie. 

(7)-(8) One in Bunbury. 

(9)-(10) One in Bunbury. 

(11) No regional dog units have been closed. 

GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE TO TIMBER MILLS 

2975. Dr S.C. Thomas to the Minister for Industry and Enterprise 

I refer to the Business Exit Assistance (BEA) Program for timber mills implemented by the Government, and the 
subsequent Specialty Timber Mills Compensation Program (STMCP), and I ask: 

(a) did either program make compensation payments to businesses which had ceased milling more 
than twelve months before the advertising of the availability of the assistance; and 

(b) if so, how many businesses and how much was paid; 

(c) how much of the initial three million dollars of the STMCP funding has been allocated to 
millers exiting the industry; 

(d) how much of this figure has been paid; and 

(e) how much of the initial three millions dollars of STMCP funding was spent on administration 
and contractors? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

(a) The dates on which these programs were announced were not relevant to eligibility to apply 
for assistance. Funding was only paid to those businesses which met the eligibility criteria 
detailed as follows. 

To be eligible for BEA sawmillers had to; 

• hold a log timber contract of sale entered into under the Forest Products Act 2000, and  

• prove it could not be fully effective because of the operation of the Protecting Our Old 
Growth Forests Policy (POOGF), and  

• demonstrate that for at least nine months within the period of 1 September 1999 and 
ending 1 March 2001 they had directly participated in the native forest timber industry.  

The timber industry was advised of the BEA program through the relevant industry 
associations and the Forest Products Commission (FPC). 
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To be eligible for STMCP a sawmiller must; 

• have held a contract for specialty timbers with the FPC immediately prior to the 
implementation of the new Forest Management Plan in January 2004 or; 

• had at least two Minor Production Contracts for specialty timber in the three year period 
from January 2002 to December 2004.  

• have applied for a contract under RFT 2679 and was unsuccessful in obtaining a contract 
under that RFT or did not receive sufficient resource under the new contract to make the 
business economically viable. 

FPC provided a list of the unsuccessful bidders under RFT 2679 to the Department of Industry 
and Resources who in turn wrote to the sawmillers providing information on the STMCP.  

(i) Not applicable. 

(b) The three million dollars was an estimate only. The specialty timber sawmills were much 
smaller and less profitable than anticipated (when compared with those that received funding 
under the BEA) and many were not eligible for access to the program. An amount of $207,262 
was allocated based on the valuation of the eligible businesses as assessed by an independent 
assessor. 

(c) $97,946 has been paid to date.  

(d) $65,523.  

GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE TO TIMBER MILLS 

2976. Dr S.C. Thomas to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Forestry 

I refer to the Business Exit Assistance (BEA) Program for timber mills implemented by the Government, and the 
subsequent Specialty Timber Mills Compensation Program (STMCP), and I ask: 

(a) did either program make compensation payments to business which had ceased milling more 
than twelve months before the advertising of the availability of the assistance; and 

(b) if so, how many businesses and how much was paid; 

(c) how much of the initial three million dollars of the STMCP funding has been allocated to 
millers exiting the industry; 

(d) how much of this figure has been paid; and 

(e) how much of the initial three millions dollars of STMCP funding was spent on administration 
and contractors? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY replied: 

I refer the Member to the response to an identical Question on Notice 2975, provided by the Minister for 
Industry and Enterprise. 

PAEDOPHILES — PSYCHOLOGICAL REPORTS 

2980. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Corrective Services 

In relation to the article ‘Jail Delays See Paedophile Free’ on page 15 of The West Australian on 16 
January 2007: 

(a) how many referrals for psychological reports have been made in each year from 2001 to 2007; 
and 

(b) how many psychological reports have been completed in each year from 2001 to 2007? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

(a)  The number of referrals made for specialist Psychological reports on offenders by year is:   

2001:  152 
2002:  129 
2003:  128 
2004:  135 
2005:  177 
2006:  165 
2007:  236 
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(b) The number of completed specialist Psychological reports provided by year is: 

2001:  152 
2002:  129 
2003:  128 
2004:  135 
2005:  177 
2006:  165 
2007:  236 

PRISONS — REHABILITATION PROGRAMS FOR SEXUAL OFFENDERS 

2983. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Corrective Services 

In relation to sexual offenders’ rehabilitation programs provided in prisons: 

(a) how many people have participated in the sex offenders’ rehabilitation program in each year 
from 2001 to 2007; 

(b) how many people have refused to be involved in the program; 

(c) what is the completion rate for participants in the program; 

(d) what is the cost per participant of running the program; and 

(e) of the participants who have completed the program, what percentage has subsequently been 
charged with: 

(i) a crime; and/or 
(ii) a sexual offence? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

(a) The number of prisoners who have completed a Sex Offender Treatment Program is:  

2001:  198 
2002:  190 
2003:  121 
2004:  165 
2005:  150 
2006:  145 
2007:  87 

(b) There are currently 37 prisoners in the system that have refused to participate in a Sex Offender 
Treatment Program. 

(c) To provide accurate data requires more time, therefore it will be provided to the Member as soon as 
possible. 

(d) The cost of running a Sex Offender Treatment Program is approximately $750.00 per day with the 
average number of participants on a program being ten. 

(e) The Department of Corrective Services only collects data on individuals who have been convicted and 
sentenced. 

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES — REQUIREMENT TO PROVIDE REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT POLICIES 

2991. Dr S.C. Thomas to the Minister representing the Minister for Regional Development 

I refer the Minister to Premier’s Circular Number 2007/16 titled Annual Reporting and the list of requirements 
removed from the 2006–2007 Annual Report Framework for Government agencies. One of the items removed 
from the 2006–2007 annual reporting requirements is a ‘Regional Development Policy’, and I ask: 

(a) how many agencies were asked to supply a Regional Development Policy and how many did 
supply a Regional Development Policy to the Department of Local Government and Regional 
Development for the 2006–2007 reporting year? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

In its annual review of annual reporting requirements, the Department of Treasury and Finance decided to 
remove the requirement for agencies to report on its Regional Development Policy. As stated in the Premier's 
Circular 2007/16 (the Circular), the aim of removing reporting requirements was to achieve more value from 
agency reporting by: 

• Increasing the focus on agencies' core business and their actual performance; and   
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• Streamlining annual reporting requirements by eliminating or reducing information that is either 
available elsewhere, or is not used by readers of the annual reports, while not impacting adversely on 
accountability and governance. 

As the Circular states that agencies are obliged to report elsewhere, namely to the Department of Local 
Government and Regional Development, this Department is undertaking the compilation of the 2006/2007 
and 2007/2008 Implementation Progress Reports from agencies responsible for each outcome area in the next 
few months. As required through the Policy, comprehensive data collections are compiled on an annual basis but 
are not published. This comprehensive assessment is only required to be published every two years with public 
comment encouraged. Through this process around 40 agencies will be required to submit reports. 

In addition, this Department has been responsible for releasing the external progress report as a Regional Policy 
Highlights document each year since this policy was developed. This document is publicly available on the 
Department website. The Highlights document for 2007 has been signed off by the Minister for Regional 
Development and will be uploaded onto the website shortly. 

The Highlights document showcases initiatives undertaken by various State departments and agencies to 
progress regional development and enhance regional lives. 

It should be noted that the Policy states that the overall process of policy implementation and reporting shall be 
flexible and innovative. 

COMMISSIONER OF DISPUTE RESOLUTION DIRECTORATE — WORKCOVER WA 

2992. Mr M.J. Cowper to the Minister representing the Minister for the Employment Protection 

(1) Can the Minister confirm that the current Commissioner of the Dispute Resolution Directorate, 
WorkCover WA, intends to resign from the position? 

(2) Has the Minister been provided with any reasons for the intended resignation through the 
Commissioner’s correspondence or other materials? 

(3) In the event reasons have been communicated to the Minister, are any of those reasons related to the 
appropriate administration, management or judicial independence of WorkCover WA and the Dispute 
Resolution Directorate? 

(4) If so, what steps has the Minister taken, or intends to take, to assess and act upon any concerns raised by 
the Commissioner? 

(5) If the Commissioner has tendered his resignation to the Minister, what is the current status of obtaining 
an immediate replacement for him to ensure that the judicial review process is not affected? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(1) His Honour Judge Peter Nisbet QC, a Judge of the District Court of Western Australia, resigned from 
the position of Commissioner of the Dispute Resolution Directorate, WorkCover WA on 30 
November 2007. 

(2) Yes. 

(3) Yes. 

(4) The concerns raised by the former Commissioner will be discussed, assessed and acted upon with the 
newly appointed Commissioner. 

(5) A new Commissioner was appointed for a 5 year term commencing on 11 March 2008. The new 
Commissioner is His Honour Judge Philip McCann, a Judge of the District Court of Western Australia. 

VEHICLE CONFISCATIONS UNDER ROAD TRAFFIC ACT 2000 

2995. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

In relation to vehicle confiscations under the Road Traffic Act 2000: 

(a) how many vehicles have been confiscated in each of the years from 2004 to 2007; 

(b) how many people have had their vehicle confiscated in each of the years from 2004 to 2007; 
and 

(c) what were the ages of people who have had their vehicle confiscated, in each of the years 
from 2004 to 2007? 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

No vehicles have been confiscated under Section 80A, 80C, and 80CB of the Road Traffic Act 1974. 

The tables below relate to vehicles that have been impounded under Section 79 of the Road Traffic Act 1974, 
subject to the qualifications identified with each table. 

(a) The following table shows the number of impoundments per year, which is an indicator of the 
number of vehicles impounded, however due to a number of unregistered vehicles and vehicles 
with unrecorded number plates there may be a small over count.  

Year  Total 
2004*  154 
2005  400 
2006  346 
2007  1028 
Total  1928 

(b) The following table shows the number of unique persons who have an impounded vehicle each 
year. An individual may have a vehicle impounded in multiple years and is counted as a 
unique person within each year. There are a number of impoundments where the person is 
recorded as unknown; these have been counted as unique individuals.  

Year  Total 
2004*  153 
2005  394 
2006  339 
2007  1011 
Total  1897 

(c) The following table shows the number of impoundments per year by the age group of the 
driver. A drivers' age group is counted per impoundment and therefore may be counted 
multiple times.  

Year  Age Group Total 
2004*  <17  2 

17-24  127 
25-29  12 
30-40  10 
Unknown 3 

2004 Total   154 

2005  <17  3 
17-24  300 
25-29  61 
30-40  28 
41>  4 
Unknown 4 

2005 Total   400 

2006  <17  4 
17-24  264 
25-29  46 
30-40  24 
41>  5 
Unknown 3 

2006 Total   346 

2007  <17  6 
17-24  654 
25-29  163 
30-40  76 
41>  36 
Unknown 93 

2007 Total   1028 

Grand Total   1928 

Note: 2004* Partial year count, enabling legislation enacted September 2004. 
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BREACHES OF ROAD TRAFFIC CODE 2000 

2996. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

In relation to breaches of the Road Traffic Code 2000, in each of the years from 2001 to 2007: 

(a) how many infringement notices were issued or proceedings brought against drivers for a 
breach of section 265 of the Code; and 

(b) what were the ages of drivers issued with infringement notices or subject to proceedings under 
section 265 of the Code? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(A)  Infringement notices issued for a breach of Section 265 of the Road Traffic Code 2000 (use of mobile 
phones), 2001 to 2007 (a) 

Year  2001 (b)  2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 
Infringements N/A  4,574 5,862 8,112 1,2742 12,883 15,753 

Notes: 

(a) The number of infringement notices issued excludes withdrawn and cancelled infringement 
notices. 

(b) Infringement notice data not available for 2001. 

Charges for a breach of Section 265 of the Road Traffic Code 2000 (use of mobile phones), 2001 
to 2007 

Year  2001 (a)  2002 (a) 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 
Charges  N/A  N/A 92 133 180 296 379 

Notes: 

(c) Charges data not available for 2001 and 2002 

(B) Infringement notices issued for a breach of Section 265 of the Road Traffic Code 2000 (use of mobile 
phones) by age group, 2001 to 2007 (a) 

Age Group 2001(b)  2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 

Under 16 N/A  11 17 28 32 13 2 
16-20  N/A  340 418 567 997 980 1,275 
21-25  N/A  739 986 1,388 2,223 2,368 2,744 
26-30  N/A  744 870 1,155 2,009 1,938 2,540 
31-35  N/A  690 871 1,216 1,812 1,871 2,207 
36-40  N/A  639 745 1,083 1,693 1,726 2,087 
41-45  N/A  531 712 965 1,406 1,396 1,734 
46-50  N/A  386 514 732 1,077 1,068 1,246 
51-55  N/A  268 381 501 750 722 899 
56-60  N/A  143 237 299 490 508 566 
61-65  N/A  57 84 123 175 184 328 
66-70  N/A  20 23 45 64 82 95 
71-75  N/A  5 4 8 11 21 22 
76-80  N/A  1  1 2 5 8 
Over 80  N/A    1 1 1  
Total  N/A  4,574 5,862 8,112 12,742 12,883 15,753 

Notes: 

(a) The number of infringement notices issued excludes withdrawn and cancelled infringement 
notices. 

(b) Infringement notice data not available for 2001. 

Charges for a breach of Section 265 of the Road Traffic Code 2000 (use of mobile phones) by age 
group, 2001 to 2007 

Age Group 2001 (a)  2002 (a)  2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 

Under 16 N/A  N/A  0 0 0 0 1 
16-20  N/A  N/A  10 9 21 28 50 
21-25  N/A  N/A  15 34 39 86 96 
26-30  N/A  N/A  19 27 32 46 65 
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31-35  N/A  N/A  15 22 26 42 50 
36-40  N/A  N/A  6 12 21 33 46 
41-45  N/A  N/A  6 7 17 23 29 
46-50  N/A  N/A  5 12 11 20 23 
51-55  N/A  N/A  11 3 7 10 9 
56-60  N/A  N/A  4 4 5 5 5 
61-65  N/A  N/A  1 1 1 2 4 
66-70  N/A  N/A  0 1 0 0 1 
71-75  N/A  N/A  0 1 0 1 0 
Total  N/A  N/A  92 133 180 296 379 

Notes: 

(a) Charges data not available for 2001 and 2002 

WRONGFUL IMPRISONMENTS 

2998. Dr E. Constable to the Attorney General 

In relation to wrongful convictions in Western Australia: 
(a) how many years of imprisonment were served in each of the years from 2001 to 2007 by 

people subsequently found to be wrongfully convicted; and 
(b) how much did imprisonment of people wrongfully convicted cost in each of the financial years 

from 2001–2002 to 2006–2007? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

Convictions may be quashed on appeal. Appeals against a decision of the District Court or Supreme Court are 
made to the Court of Appeal. An appeal against a decision of the Magistrate's Court is made to a judge sitting 
alone in the Supreme Court. Appeal cases heard by a judge sitting alone have not been included due to the need 
to undertake a manual search of files necessary to determine the appeal outcome. 

The information provided below relates to cases where the Court of Appeal has quashed the conviction and not 
ordered a retrial. In cases where the Court of Appeal quashes the conviction and orders a retrial the accused may 
be convicted again, or found not guilty, or the trial may not go ahead as a result of death of the accused or the 
prosecution withdrawing the charges. These options have not been considered.  

(a) 2001  0.77 years 
2002  1.61 years 
2003  2.84 years 
2004  3.78 years 
2005  5.00 years 
2006  4.48 years 
2007  1.47 years 

(b) Using the cost per day to house a prisoner, as published in the department's Annual Reports 
(Department of Justice, now the Department of Corrective Services), and applying that to the 
number of prisoner years identified in part (a) of this answer, the cost per financial year is as 
follows: 

2001/02   $104,920 
2002/03   $207,234 
2003/04   $307,080 
2004/05   $383,384 
2005/06   $447,277 
2006/07   $310,425 

WRONGFUL CONVICTIONS 

2999. Dr E. Constable to the Attorney General 

In relation to wrongful convictions in Western Australia: 
(a) how many wrongful convictions have been recorded in Western Australia in each of the years 

from 2001 to 2007; 
(b) how many claims for compensation for wrongful conviction have been lodged in each of the 

years from 2001 to 2007; 
(c) how many compensation payments have been made in each of the years from 2001 to 2007 to 

people wrongfully convicted; and 
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(d) how much compensation has been paid in each of the years from 2001 to 2007 to people 
wrongfully convicted? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

(a) Convictions may be quashed on appeal. Appeals against a decision of the District Court or 
Supreme Court are made to the Court of Appeal. An appeal against a decision of the 
Magistrate's Court is made to a judge sitting alone in the Supreme Court. Appeal cases heard 
by a judge sitting alone have not been included due to the need to undertake a manual search of 
files necessary to determine the appeal outcome. 

The information provided below relates to the number of cases where the Court of Appeal has 
quashed the conviction and not ordered a retrial. In cases where the Court of Appeal quashes 
the conviction and orders a retrial the accused may be convicted again, or found not guilty, or 
the trial may not go ahead as a result of death of the accused or the prosecution withdrawing 
the charges. These options have not been considered.  

2001  2 
2002  1 
2003  3 
2004  3 
2005  6 
2006  1 
2007  4 

(b) 2001  3 
2002  1 
2003  1 
2004  1 
2005  2 
2006  0 
2007  5 

(c) 2001  0 
2002  0 
2003  1 
2004  0 
2005  0 
2006  0 
2007  2 

(d) 2001  0 
2002  0 
2003  $460,000 
2004  0 
2005  0 
2006  0 
2007  $363,017 

Note: The figures presented for each year cannot be compared because they represent different phases 
of the appeal and compensation process and there may be significant lapse of time between one phase 
and another. 

BUSINESS ENTERPRISE CENTRES — FEDERAL GOVERNMENT FUNDING 

3009. Mr M.W. Trenorden to the Minister for Small Business 

In relation to the $1.8 million in funding that the Commonwealth Government is reportedly providing to 
Business Enterprise Centres (BECs) in Western Australia, I ask the Minister:  

(a) has the State Government been consulted on where these funds are to be distributed; 

(b) which State public servant (if any) provided advice to the State Government  regarding the 
distribution of these funds; 

(c) how many BECs will receive a portion of the above mentioned funding; 

(d) how much of this amount will be allocated to each individual BEC; 

(e) in which towns and suburbs are these BECs located; 
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(f) in which Western Australian State and Federal electorates are these BECs located; and 
(g) who are the current State and Federal members for these electorates? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 
(a) No 
(b) N/A 
(c) 6 Small Business Centres and one non State funded BEC 
(d) SBC Bunbury Wellington - $250,000 

SBC Stirling - $300,000 
SBC Belmont - $250,000 
SBC East Metro - $300,000 
SBC South West Metro - $300,000 
SBC Metro Coastal - $250,000 
South East Metro BEC - $250,000 (non State funded) 

(e) SBC Bunbury Wellington - Bunbury 
SBC Stirling - Balcatta 
SBC Belmont - Belmont 
SBC East Metro - Midland 
SBC South West Metro - Rockingham 
SBC Metro Coastal - Fremantle 
South East Metro BEC - Welshpool 

(f) SBC Bunbury Wellington - State (Bunbury) Federal (Forrest) 
SBC Stirling - State (Balcatta) Federal (Stirling) 
SBC Belmont - State (Belmont) Federal (Swan) 
SBC East Metro - State (Midland) Federal (Hasluck) 
SBC South West Metro - State (Rockingham) Federal (Brand) 
SBC Metro Coastal - State (Fremantle) Federal (Fremantle) 
South East Metro BEC - State (Victoria Park) Federal (Swan) 

(g) Location State Members Federal Members 
Bunbury: Hon John Castrilli MLA, Member for Bunbury and Ms Nola Marino MP, Federal 
Member for Forrest. 
Balcatta: Hon John Kobelke MLA, Member for Balcatta and Mr Michael Keenan MP, Federal 
Member for Stirling. 
Belmont: Hon Eric Ripper MLA, Member for Belmont and Mr Steve Irons MP, Federal 
Member for Swan. 
Midland: Hon Michelle Roberts MLA, Member for Midland and Ms Sharryn Jackson MP, 
Federal Member for Hasluck. 
Rockingham: Hon Mark McGowan MLA, Member for Rockingham and Hon Gary Gray AO 
MP Federal Member for Brand. 
Fremantle: Hon Jim McGinty MLA, Member for Fremantle and Ms Melissa Parke MP, 
Federal Member for Fremantle. 
Welshpool: Mr Ben Wyatt MLA, Member for Victoria Park and Mr Steve Irons MP, Federal 
Member for Swan. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS OR PUBLICLY OWNED  
CORPORATIONS — WEBSITES OWNED OR OPERATED 

3010. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Treasurer 

Can the Treasurer list each active website owned by or operated for the Treasurer’s office or any Government 
department or publicly owned corporation under the Treasurer’s portfolios, and advise: 

(a) what is the recurrent cost of each of these websites per year; 
(b) how much did each website cost to make; 
(c) are there any dedicated staff members within the Minister’s office or any of the Government 

departments or publicly owned corporations under the Minister’s portfolios who are assigned 
to manage any of these websites; and 

(i) if not, who maintains these websites; and 
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(d) has the State Government or any other entity spent any funds on advertising these websites; 
and 

(i) if yes, how much and for which websites? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

Please refer to question on notice 3026. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS OR PUBLICLY OWNED  
CORPORATIONS — WEBSITES OWNED OR OPERATED 

3015. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Disability Services; Tourism; Culture and the Arts; Consumer 
Protection 

Can the Minister list each active website owned by or operated for the Minister’s office or any Government 
department or publicly owned corporation under the Minister’s portfolios, and advise: 

(a) what is the recurrent cost of each of these websites per year; 
(b) how much did each website cost to make; 
(c) are there any dedicated staff members within the Minister’s office or any of the Government 

departments or publicly owned corporations under the Minister’s portfolios who are assigned 
to manage any of these websites; and 

(i) if not, who maintains these websites; and 
(d) has the State Government or any other entity spent any funds on advertising these websites; 

and 

(i) if yes, how much and for which websites? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

Please refer to question on notice 3026 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS OR PUBLICLY OWNED  
CORPORATIONS — WEBSITES OWNED OR OPERATED 

3016. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Education and Training; South West 

Can the Minister list each active website owned by or operated for the Minister’s office or any Government 
department or publicly owned corporation under the Minister’s portfolios, and advise: 

(a) what is the recurrent cost of each of these websites per year; 
(b) how much did each website cost to make; 
(c) are there any dedicated staff members within the Minister’s office or any of the Government 

departments or publicly owned corporations under the Minister’s portfolios who are assigned 
to manage any of these websites; and 

(i) if not, who maintains these websites; and 
(d) has the State Government or any other entity spent any funds on advertising these websites; 

and 

(i) if yes, how much and for which websites? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 

Please refer to Question on Notice 3026. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS OR PUBLICLY OWNED  
CORPORATION — WEBSITES OWNED OR OPERATED 

3017. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Energy; Resources; Industry and Enterprise 

Can the Minister list each active website owned by or operated for the Minister’s office or any Government 
department or publicly owned corporation under the Minister’s portfolios, and advise: 

(a) what is the recurrent cost of each of these websites per year; 
(b) how much did each website cost to make; 
(c) are there any dedicated staff members within the Minister’s office or any of the Government 

departments or publicly owned corporations under the Minister’s portfolios who are assigned 
to manage any of these websites; and 

(i) if not, who maintains these websites; and 
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(d) has the State Government or any other entity spent any funds on advertising these websites; 
and 

(i) if yes, how much and for which websites? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

The Minister for Energy; Resources; Industry and Enterprise has been provided with the following response: 

Please refer to question on notice 3026. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS OR PUBLICLY OWNED  
CORPORATIONS — WEBSITES OWNED OR OPERATED 

3018. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for the Environment; Climate Change; Peel 

Can the Minister list each active website owned by or operated for the Minister’s office or any Government 
department or publicly owned corporation under the Minister’s portfolios, and advise: 

(a) what is the recurrent cost of each of these websites per year; 

(b) how much did each website cost to make; 

(c) are there any dedicated staff members within the Minister’s office or any of the Government 
departments or publicly owned corporations under the Minister’s portfolios who are assigned 
to manage any of these websites; and 

(i) if not, who maintains these websites; and 

(d) has the State Government or any other entity spent any funds on advertising these websites; 
and 

(i) if yes, how much and for which websites? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 

Please refer to question on notice 3026. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS OR PUBLICLY OWNED  
CORPORATIONS — WEBSITES OWNED OR OPERATED 

3020. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Corrective Services; Small Business; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for Federal-State Relations 

Can the Minister list each active website owned by or operated for the Minister’s office or any Government 
department or publicly owned corporation under the Minister’s portfolios, and advise: 

(a) what is the recurrent cost of each of these websites per year; 

(b) how much did each website cost to make; 

(c) are there any dedicated staff members within the Minister’s office or any of the Government 
departments or publicly owned corporations under the Minister’s portfolios who are assigned 
to manage any of these websites; and 

(i) if not, who maintains these websites; and 

(d) has the State Government or any other entity spent any funds on advertising these websites; 
and 

(i) if yes, how much and for which websites? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

Please refer to question on notice 3026. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS OR PUBLICLY OWNED  
CORPORATIONS — WEBSITES OWNED OR OPERATED 

3021. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister representing the Minister for Child Protection; Communities; Women's 
Interests; Seniors and Volunteering 

Can the Minister list each active website owned by or operated for the Minister’s office or any Government 
department or publicly owned corporation under the Minister’s portfolios, and advise: 

(a) what is the recurrent cost of each of these websites per year; 

(b) how much did each website cost to make; 
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(c) are there any dedicated staff members within the Minister’s office or any of the Government 
departments or publicly owned corporations under the Minister’s portfolios who are assigned 
to manage any of these websites; and 

(i) if not, who maintains these websites; and 

(d) has the State Government or any other entity spent any funds on advertising these websites; 
and 

(i) if yes, how much and for which websites? 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 
Please refer to Question on Notice 3026 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS OR PUBLICLY OWNED  
CORPORATIONS — WEBSITES OWNED OR OPERATED 

3022. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government; Racing and Gaming; 
Multicultural Interests and Citizenship; Government Enterprises; Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure; Goldfields-Esperance; Youth 

Can the Minister list each active website owned by or operated for the Minister’s office or any Government 
department or publicly owned corporation under the Minister’s portfolios, and advise: 

(a) what is the recurrent cost of each of these websites per year; 

(b) how much did each website cost to make; 

(c) are there any dedicated staff members within the Minister’s office or any of the Government 
departments or publicly owned corporations under the Minister’s portfolios who are assigned 
to manage any of these websites; and 

(i) if not, who maintains these websites; and 

(d) has the State Government or any other entity spent any funds on advertising these websites; 
and 

(i) if yes, how much and for which websites? 
Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 
Please refer to question on notice 3026 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS OR PUBLICLY OWNED  
CORPORATIONS — WEBSITES OWNED OR OPERATED 

3023. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food; 
Forestry; the Mid West and Wheatbelt; Great Southern 

Can the Minister list each active website owned by or operated for the Minister’s office or any Government 
department or publicly owned corporation under the Minister’s portfolios, and advise: 

(a) what is the recurrent cost of each of these websites per year; 

(b) how much did each website cost to make; 

(c) are there any dedicated staff members within the Minister’s office or any of the Government 
departments or publicly owned corporations under the Minister’s portfolios who are assigned 
to manage any of these websites; and 

(i) if not, who maintains these websites; and 

(d) has the State Government or any other entity spent any funds on advertising these websites; 
and 

(i) if yes, how much and for which websites? 
Mr M.P. WHITELY replied: 
Please refer to the response provided to question on notice 3026. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS OR PUBLICLY OWNED  
CORPORATIONS — WEBSITES OWNED OR OPERATED 

3025. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

Can the Minister list each active website owned by or operated for the Minister’s office or any Government 
department or publicly owned corporation under the Minister’s portfolios, and advise: 
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(a) what is the recurrent cost of each of these websites per year; 

(b) how much did each website cost to make; 

(c) are there any dedicated staff members within the Minister’s office or any of the Government 
departments or publicly owned corporations under the Minister’s portfolios who are assigned 
to manage any of these websites; and 

(i) if not, who maintains these websites; and 

(d) has the State Government or any other entity spent any funds on advertising these websites; 
and 

(i) if yes, how much and for which websites? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

Please refer to question on notice 3026. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS OR PUBLICLY OWNED  
CORPORATIONS — WEBSITES OWNED OR OPERATED 

3026. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Premier 

Can the Premier list each active website owned by or operated for the Premier’s office or any Government 
department or publicly owned corporation under the Premier’s portfolios, and advise: 

(a) what is the recurrent cost of each of these websites per year; 

(b) how much did each website cost to make; 

(c) are there any dedicated staff members within the Premier’s office or any of the Government 
departments or publicly owned corporations under the Premier’s portfolios who are assigned to 
manage any of these websites; and 

(i) if not, who maintains these websites; and 

(d) has the State Government or any other entity spent any funds on advertising these websites; 
and 

(i) if yes, how much and for which websites? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

As the Member is aware, the Office of e-Government has been working with all Government agencies on a 
Website Government Framework, which requires all agencies to undertake an internal audit of their current 
website. 

Audit data received to date indicates there are 671 active websites - covering a broad range of entities, including 
schools. 

In relation to the questions above, to develop a response would require an unreasonable allocation of 
Government resources to source and collate all information requested. 

This does not apply to section (c), which was asked in a similar question by the Member last year. I refer the 
member to Question on Notice 2792 through to 2806. 

As part of the development of the new Website Governance Framework, it is intended that agencies will be 
required to report annually on the cost of their websites to the Office of e-Government. 

BEDFORDALE — POWER OUTAGES 

3032. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Energy 

In reference to the power supply to the locality of Bedfordale during the calendar years of 2006 and 2007, can 
the Minister advise: 

(a) how many power outages were suffered during this period; 

(b) what was the duration of the shortest and longest power outage; 

(c) what was the average duration of outages; 

(d) what was the greatest and lowest number of homes affected by these outages; 

(e) what was the average number of homes affected by these outages; and 

(f) what was the primary causes of these outages? 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

Western Power has provided the Minister for Energy with the following response.  

a)  2006 - 11 network outages. 
2007 - 22 network outages. 

b)  2006 - The shortest outage was 8 minutes and the longest was 9 hours. 
2007 - The shortest outage was 5.9 minutes and the longest was 5.7 hours. 

c)  2006 - The average duration of outages was 1.8 hours. 
2007 - The average duration of outages was 2 hours. 

d)  2006 - The highest number of homes affected by outages was 555 and the lowest was 3. 
2007 - The highest number of homes affected by outages was 621 and the lowest was 9. 

e)  2006 - The average number of homes affected by each outage was 88. 
2007 - The average number of homes affected by each outage was 173. 

f)  2006 - The primary causes of these outages were equipment failures (3) and planned outages (2). 
2007 - The primary causes of these outages were unknown causes (5), planned outages (4) and lightning 
(4).  

Notes: All information provided was for the locality of Bedfordale supplied from all SWIS (South 
West Interconnected System) distribution feeders for both calendar years 2006 and 2007. 

The definitions of the fault causes listed above are: 

• Planned outages are when customers have been given a minimum of 3 days advance 
notice of the outage. Planned outages are generally as a result of doing improvement 
works on the network. 

• Equipment failure is where the condition of the equipment results in equipment 
failing. This also includes pole top fire incidents. 

• A fault cause is listed as lightning where it was determined that lightning/stormy weather 
condition had caused the fault. 

• A fault cause is listed as unknown when the cause of the outage could not be determined. 

BYFORD — POWER OUTAGES 

3033. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Energy 

In reference to the power supply to the locality of Byford during the calendar years of 2006 and 2007, can the 
Minister advise: 

(a) how many power outages this locality suffered during this period; 

(b) the duration of the shortest and longest power outage; 

(c) the average duration of outages affecting this locality; 

(d) the greatest and lowest number of homes affected by these outages; 

(e) the average number of homes affected by these outages; and 

(f) the primary causes of these outages? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

Western Power has provided the Minister for Energy with the following response. 

The locality of Byford is included in the Top 40 Worst Feeders program. 

a)  2006 - 47 network outages 
2007 - 72 network outages 

b)  2006 - The shortest outage was 2.6 minutes and the longest was 9.1 hours. 
2007 - The shortest outage was 2 minutes and the longest was 9.1 hours. 

c)  2006 - The average duration of outages was 2.8 hours. 
2007 - The average duration of outages was 2.2 hours. 

d)  2006 - The highest number of homes affected by these outages was 721 and the lowest was 2. 
2007 - The highest number of homes affected by these outages was 820 and the lowest was 2. 

e)  2006 - The average number of homes affected by each outage was 183. 
2007 - The average number of homes affected by each outage was 165. 
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f)  2006 - The primary causes of these outages were planned outages (28) and equipment failures (7) and 
unknown fault cause (5). 
2007 - The primary causes of these outages were planned outages (24), vehicle, machine or tool (16), 
equipment failures (13) and unknown fault causes (9). 

Notes: All information provided was for the locality of Byford supplied from all SWIS (South West 
Interconnected System) distribution feeders for both calendar years 2006 and 2007. 

The definitions of the fault causes listed above are: 
• Planned outages are when customers have been given a minimum of 3 days advance 

notice of the outage. Planned outages are generally as a result of doing improvement 
works on the network. 

• Equipment failure is where the condition of the equipment results in equipment 
failing. This also includes pole top fire incidents. 

• Vehicle/machine/tool is where it was determined that the fault was caused by a third party 
such as vehicle, machine or tool under the control of a human. 

• A fault cause is listed as unknown when the cause of the outage could not be determined. 

CHIDLOW — POWER OUTAGES 

3034. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Energy 

In reference to the power supply to the locality of Chidlow during the calendar years of 2006 and 2007, can the 
Minister advise: 

(a) how many power outages this locality suffered during this period; 
(b) the duration of the shortest and longest power outage; 
(c) the average duration of outages affecting this locality; 
(d) the greatest and lowest number of homes affected by these outages; 
(e) the average number of homes affected by these outages; and 
(f) the primary causes of these outages? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 
Western Power has provided the Minister for Energy with the following response. 
The locality of Chidlow is included in the Top 40 Worst Feeders Program. 
The numbers in this response will be slightly different from the numbers given in response to the ten suburbs 
with the most outages. This is because for the ten worst affected suburbs question, only faults on the metro 
feeder were included. Some customers in Chidlow are fed by a country feeder (from Wundowie substation), and 
is reflected in the figures below. 
a)  2006 - 47 network outages 

2007 - 63 network outages 
b)  2006 - The shortest outage was 3.6 minutes and the longest was 8.3 hours. 

2007 - The shortest outage was 1.8 minutes and the longest was 6.8 hours. 
c)  2006 - The average duration of outages was 2.5 hours. 

2007 - The average duration of outages was 2.8 hours. 
d)  2006 - The highest number of homes affected by these outages was 635 and the lowest was 2. 

The highest number of homes affected by these outages was 636 and the lowest was 2. 
e)  2006 - The average number of homes affected by each outage was 254. 

2007 - The average number of homes affected by each outage was 143. 
f)  2006 - The primary causes of these outages were planned outages (14) and equipment failures (12) and 

unknown fault causes (6). 
2007 - The primary causes of these outages were planned outages (24) and equipment failures (17) and 
unknown fault causes (7). 

Notes: All information provided was for the locality of Chidlow supplied from all SWIS (South West 
Interconnected System) distribution feeders for both calendar years 2006 and 2007.  The 
definitions of the fault causes listed above are: 
• Planned outages are when customers have been given a minimum of 3 days advance 

notice of the outage. Planned outages are generally as a result of doing improvement 
works on the network. 
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• Equipment failure is where the condition of the equipment results in equipment 
failing. This also includes pole top fire incidents. 

• A fault cause is listed as unknown when the cause of the outage could not be determined. 

JARRAHDALE — POWER OUTAGES 

3035. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Energy 

In reference to the power supply to the locality of Jarrahdale during the calendar years of 2006 and 2007, can the 
Minister advise: 

(a) how many power outages this locality suffered during this period; 

(b) the duration of the shortest and longest power outage; 

(c) the average duration of outages affecting this locality; 

(d) the greatest and lowest number of homes affected by these outages; 

(e) the average number of homes affected by these outages; and 

(f) the primary causes of these outages? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

Western Power has provided the Minister for Energy with the following response. 

The locality of Jarrahdale is included in the Top 40 Worst Feeders program. 

(a) 2006 - 36 network outages 
2007 - 48 network outages 

(b) 2006 - The shortest outage was 1.4 minute and the longest was 8.9 hours. 
2007 - The shortest outage was 4.9 minutes and the longest was 11 hours. 

(c) 2006 - The average duration of outages was 2.8 hours. 
2007 - The average duration of outages was 2.9 hours. 

(d) 2006 - The highest number of homes affected by these outages was 341 and the lowest was 2.  
2007 - The highest number of homes affected by these outages was 453 and the lowest was 2. 

(e) 2006 - The average number of homes affected by each outage was 46. 
2007 - The average number of homes affected by each outage was 69. 

(f)  2006 - The primary causes of these outages were planned outages (15), equipment failures (6) 
and unknown causes (6). 
2007 - The primary causes of these outages were planned outages (15), equipment failures (11) 
and unknown causes (7). 

Notes: All information provided was for the locality of Jarrahdale supplied from all SWIS 
(South West Interconnected System) distribution feeders for both calendar years 2006 
and 2007. 

The definitions of the fault causes listed above are: 

• Planned outages are when customers have been given a minimum of 3 days 
advance notice of the outage. Planned outages are generally as a result of doing 
improvement works on the network. 

• Equipment failure is where the condition of the equipment results in equipment 
failing. This also includes pole top fire incidents. 

• A fault cause is listed as unknown when the cause of the outage could not be 
determined. 

SHIRE OF SERPENTINE-JARRAHDALE — DISPUTES BETWEEN LAND DEVELOPERS AND SHIRE 

3056. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Attorney General 

(1) Can the Attorney General advise how many disputes regarding the development of residential lots 
between developers and the Shire of Serpentine Jarrahdale were forwarded to the State Administrative 
Tribunal in the past 12 months? 

(2) Can the Minister also advise how many of these cases involved an overruling of the Shire’s original 
decision? 
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Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

1.   Four (4). 

2.  One (1). 

SOUTH WESTERN HIGHWAY 

3058. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

Since the RAC reportedly found the South Western Highway to be the seventh most dangerous highway in the 
State, does the Minister: 

(a) have any specific plans to upgrade this highway through Byford or to take some of the traffic 
off it; and 

(i) if no, why not; and 

(ii) if yes, what plans does the Minister have and what funding has been allocated to 
make these plans a reality? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

South Western Highway in the townsite of Byford is a four-lane road with a kerbed median for much of its 
length. There is a major four way intersection with Beenyup and Abernethy Roads, where the main shopping 
centre and tavern are located, which is currently controlled by stop signs. 

Main Roads has been working closely with community representatives and the Shire of Serpentine-Jarrahdale, 
on a project to improve safety on the Highway and enhance the town precinct. 

It is planned to install traffic signals at the intersection of the Highway and Beenyup and Abernethy Roads which 
will provide the following benefits: 

• improved access and safety for vehicles; and 

• improved access and safety for pedestrians and cyclists. 

It is also planned to modify the median island on the Highway just north of the intersection to close the right 
hand turn into Clara Street from the Highway for northbound vehicles, and to provide a turning lane to allow the 
right hand turn movement into Pitman Way for southbound vehicles. This will allow access southbound vehicles 
to the main shopping area in Byford without having to perform a U-turn or having to proceed further south to the 
Beenyup / Abernethy Roads intersection.  

Funding of $900 000 has been provided for the project. Preliminary works have commenced and the project is 
expected to be completed by mid-2008.  

BROOKTON HIGHWAY — THROUGH ROLEYSTONE AND KARRAGULLEN 

3059. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

In relation to the use of the Brookton Highway through Roleystone and Karragullen, can the Minister advise: 

(a) whether any specific actions have been taken to take trucks and other large vehicles off this 
road and on to an alternative route; and 

(i) if no, why not; and 

(ii) if yes, what actions have the Government taken and what funding has specifically 
been allocated to these actions; 

(b) since the RAC found the Brookton Highway through Roleystone and Karragullen to be the 
second most dangerous section of highway in the State, does the Minister have any specific 
plans to upgrade this part of the highway; and 

(i) if no, why not; and 

(ii) if yes, what specific plans does the Minister have and what funding has been allocated 
to make these plans a reality; and 

(c) are there any specific plans to upgrade the bus bays on Brookton Highway through Roleystone 
and Karragullen; and 

(i) if not, why not; and 

(ii) if yes, what specific plans does the Minister have and what funding has been allocated 
to make these plans a reality? 
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Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) The member may not be aware that the previous state Coalition Government had agreed to 
allow 36 metre vehicles to use Brookton Highway. However our Government stopped that 
expansion so through the suburbs of Roleystone and Karragullen the Highway is limited to 
long vehicles up to 27.5 metres in length. Long Vehicles consist of short road trains, B doubles 
and rigid trucks towing a trailer.  

Through the suburbs of Roleystone and Karragullen the Highway is approved for all types of 
long vehicles up to 27.5 metres in length. Long Vehicles consist of short road trains, B doubles 
and rigid trucks towing a trailer. 

To enhance road safety Main Roads requires laden long vehicle type road trains, when 
travelling west towards the metropolitan region, to leave Brookton Highway at Karragullen 
and use Canning Road and Welshpool Road (east) to gain access to the Metropolitan area. 

To further reduce the number of heavy vehicles on Brookton Highway, Main Roads has 
implemented processes to encourage the use of rail for the transport of grain between grain 
receival centres in the Great Southern and the Metropolitan region.   

(b) As part of the AusRAP process there are two outputs - crash mapping and a Star Rating which 
is an assessment of the road attributes and the relative risk they pose to a road-user. It rates 
various road attributes and essentially gives them a score (e.g. seal width, carriageway etc).  

The star rating does not consider exposure (traffic volumes) and therefore a road which 
carries 50 vehicles per day will be assessed the same as a road that carries 5000 vehicle per 
day. Main Roads uses a different criteria for prioritising locations that require remedial works, 
which is based on exposure. Therefore different roads and road sections will be flagged by the 
Main Roads process rather than the AusRAP rating. One of the key criteria used by Main 
Roads is crash data.  

A review of crash data over the last five years (January 2003 - December 2007) indicates there 
have been a total of 43 crashes on the 7 kilometre section of Brookton Highway between Peet 
Road and Canning Road. The overall safety performance for this section of the Highway is 
reasonably good and in terms of crashes per million vehicle kilometres of travel, compares 
favourably to other semi-rural, undivided roads across the State.  

(c) In March 2005 Main Roads completed a Road Safety Review on Brookton Highway, which 
included an assessment of all the bus embayments between Albany Highway and Chevin 
Road. The Review recommended the upgrading of 8 bus embayments, the installation of 2 new 
embayments, as well as a number of other low cost treatments such as the installation of 
advance warning signs, installation of yellow pavement markings and clearing of vegetation to 
improve sight distances.  

To improve traffic flow and enhance road safety a number of the low cost recommendations 
were undertaken and the first of the embayments, situated near Lefroy Road, was upgraded 
early last year. Upgrading of the other embayments will be addressed as funding becomes 
available. 

TRAFFIC COUNTS — BYFORD, OAKFORD AND DARLING DOWNS 

3060. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

Can the Minister advise what traffic counts were taken in the localities of Byford, Oakford and Darling Downs 
between January 2005 and the present and list the: 

(a) traffic counts recorded at these times; 
(b) breakdown of vehicle counts; and 
(c) average speeds of vehicles recorded during these counts? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a)-(b)  Main Roads has undertaken traffic volume counts at a number of locations in the localities of 
Byford, Oakford and Darling Downs since January 2005. The locations, timing and results of 
these counts are as follows: 

Tonkin Highway (south of Rowley Road)  

Average weekday volume March/April 2006  
south bound 3887 vehicles per day (vpd) 
north bound 3720 vpd 
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Thomas Road (railway crossing) 

Average weekday volume August 2005 
Both directions (combined flow) 3400 vpd 

Average weekday volume March 2006 
Both directions (combined flow) 6226 vpd 

Thomas Road (west of railway crossing) 

Average weekday volume February 2005 
East bound 1934 vpd 
West bound 2020 vpd 

Thomas Road (east of Kargotich Road) 

Average weekday volume February 2005 
Both directions (combined flow) 5043 vpd 

Average weekday volume August 2005 
Both directions (combined flow) 4567 vpd 

Average weekday volume March 2006 
Both directions (combined flow) 7986 vpd 

South Western Highway (south of Thomas Road) 

Average weekday volume August 2005 
North bound 6477 vpd 
South bound 6696 vpd 

Average weekday volume March 2006 
North bound 7372 vpd 
South bound 7339 vpd 

South Western Highway (south of Jessie Street)  

Average weekday volume March 2006 
North bound 6894 vpd 
South bound 6786 vpd 

South Western Highway (south of Nettleton Road) 

Average weekday volume March 2006 
Both directions (combined flow) 9406 

(c) Vehicle speed counts and their results undertaken in the area concerned are as follows: 

Thomas Road (east of Kargotich Road) March 2006 mean speed 82.6 km/h. 
Thomas Road (rail crossing) March 2006 mean speed 78.7 km/h. 
South Western Highway (south of Thomas Road) April 2007 mean speed 62.3 km/h. 
South Western Highway (south of Jessie Street) March 2006 mean speed 62 km/h. 
Tonkin Highway (south of Rowley Road) March 2007 mean speed 102.0 km/h. 

TRAFFIC COUNTS — ROLEYSTONE 

3061. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

Can the Minister advise what traffic measurements were taken in the locality of Roleystone between 
January 2005 and the present and list the: 

(a) traffic counts recorded at these times; 

(b) breakdown of vehicle counts; and 

(c) average speeds of vehicles recorded during these counts? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a)-(b)  Main Roads has undertaken traffic volume counts at the following location in the locality of 
Roleystone since January 2005. The location, timing and results of these counts are as follows: 

Brookton Highway (east of Holden Road)  

Average weekday volume May 2005  
Both directions (combined flow) 3726 vpd 
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Brookton Highway (west of Mount Street) 

Average weekday volume February 2005 
West bound 3572 
East bound 3672 

(c) Vehicle speed counts and their results undertaken in the area concerned are as follows: 

Brookton Highway (east of Holden Road) May 2005 mean speed 69.7 km/h 
Brookton Highway (west of Mount Street) February 2005 mean speed 72.3 km/h 

HOMESWEST DWELLINGS — COCKBURN CENTRAL, ATWELL, SUCCESS 

3067. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Housing and Works 

In regard to the planned State Housing development for Cockburn Central, can the Minister advise: 

(a) what information has been provided to the local community at this stage in the process; and 
(i) if none, why is this the case; 

(b) what plans are in place to provide information to the local community about this project; and 
(i) if none, why is this the case; 

(c) how many Homeswest dwellings are planned for Cockburn Central and how many inhabitants 
are they designed to house; 

(d) how many buildings, complexes and stand alone homes are these dwellings located in; 

(e) what is the total number of people currently living in Homeswest dwellings in the suburb of 
Atwell; 

(f) what is the current proportion of inhabitants in the suburb of Atwell living in Homeswest 
housing; 

(g) what is the total number of people currently living in Homeswest dwellings in the suburb of 
Success; 

(h) what is the current proportion of inhabitants in the suburb of Success living in Homeswest 
housing; 

(i) how many people does the Minister estimate will be living in the planned and proposed 
Homeswest dwellings in Atwell once they are completed; 

(j) what proportion of the inhabitants of Atwell are estimated to be living in Homeswest dwellings 
once all planned developments are completed; 

(k) how many people does the Minister estimate will be living in the planned and proposed 
Homeswest dwellings in Success once they are completed; and 

(l) what proportion of the inhabitants of Success are estimated to be living in Homeswest 
dwellings once all planned developments are completed? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
The Department of Housing and Works advises 

a-b)  Cockburn Central is a LandCorp development and falls within the responsibilities of the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure.  

c)  The Department is seeking to acquire Lot 10 within the development with an estimated yield of 50 
dwellings, subject to determination of the final land area. 

d)  A mixed-use development (commercial and residential) involving the construction of a 3-4 storey 
complex is envisaged. 

e)  The number of people living in the Department's rental properties in the suburb of Atwell is 113 
residents or 32 tenancies. 

f)  The Department estimates its presence in Atwell to be approximately 1.45%. 

g)  The number of people living in the Department's rental properties in the suburb of Success is 23 
residents or 7 tenancies. 

h)  The Department estimates its presence in Success to be .044%. 

i - l)  The Department does not have any land holdings in Atwell or Success to develop. The Department 
considers appropriate spot purchase opportunities in these suburbs as they arise. 
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GOVERNMENT AGENCIES — CAPITAL WORKS BUDGET OVERRUNS 

3069. Dr S.C. Thomas to the Treasurer 

I refer the Treasurer to the requirement for Government agencies to remain within the budget approved in the 
Government’s Capital Works Program. The agency must notify the Department of Treasury and Finance 
immediately when it becomes aware that a project is likely to exceed the approved budget before proceeding 
with a project, and I ask for the financial years 2005–2006, 2006–2007 and 2007–2008: 

(a) which agencies have notified Treasury of project cost overruns; 

(b) which projects did these overruns apply to; 

(c) what was the cost variance over approved budgets for these projects; and 

(d) what was the original budget cost for these projects? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

Various agencies have made submissions for cost increases associated with capital works projects within these 
financial years. The submissions will have been considered by the Expenditure Review Committee and Cabinet, 
and the details associated with any project variations have been reported in the relevant Budget or Mid-year 
Review publications. 

FOSTER CARE — REPORTS OF ABUSE BY RELATIVES 

3072. Dr E. Constable to the Minister representing the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) How many children in foster care reported abuse by a relative during time spent in a relative care 
placement in each of the following years: 

(a) 2004; 
(b) 2005; 
(c) 2006; and 
(d) 2007? 

(2) How many of the reports of abuse by a relative were substantiated in each year in (1) (include figures 
for each year)? 

(3) Of the substantiated reports of abuse by a relative in each year in (2), how many incidents of abuse 
involved: 

(a) physical abuse; 
(b) emotional abuse; 
(c) sexual abuse; 
(d) neglect; and/or 
(e) a combination of (a) to (d)? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 

(1) (a)-(d)  The person believed responsible for maltreatment is not recorded in the Department for Child 
Protection's client database at the time of the allegation. It is only recorded if an incident 
becomes substantiated. Information about the person accused of the abuse could only be 
attained through a case-by-case analysis requiring substantial resources.  

(2) The number of substantiated incidents where the person believed responsible for the maltreatment is a 
relative foster care is as follows. Due to the complexity of cases, some investigations are still being 
undertaken. Therefore figures may increase over time as these cases are completed.  

2004 = 9 
2005 = 12 
2006 = 5 
2007 = 0 

(3) (a)  2004 = 6  
2005 = 1 
2006 = 1  
2007 = 0 

(b)  2004 = 0  
2005 = 4 
2006 = 2  
2007 = 0 
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(c) 2004 = 2  
2005 = 1  
2006 = 1  
2007 = 0 

(d) 2004 = 1  
2005 = 6  
2006 = 1  
2007 = 0 

(e) Not applicable. Only a single, most substantial, category of abuse or neglect is recorded on the 
departmental data base. Individual case files do record all relevant details. 

GWENN MURRAY REPORT 

3079. Dr E. Constable to the Minister representing the Minister for Child Protection 

With reference to the recommendations contained in Gwenn Murray’s report on the quality assurance and review 
of substantiated allegations of abuse in care, titled A Duty of Care to Children and Young People in Western 
Australia and published in December 2005: 

(a) will all of the recommendations in the report be implemented; and 
(i) if not, why not (by recommendation); 

(b) of those recommendations that will be implemented, which recommendations have not yet 
been implemented; and 

(c) for each recommendation that will be implemented, but has not yet been implemented, what is 
the timeframe for implementation (by recommendation)? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 

(a) The majority of recommendations have been implemented. A few recommendations are yet to 
be fully implemented, but action has occurred or is occurring on these.  

(i)  The following recommendations have not been fully implemented: 
• Recommendation 7.2 recommends that 'the Department employ workers and 

placement officers to support carers at a ratio of 1:50'. 

The 2006/07 budget provided increased support for carers for a ratio of 1:100. The 
Department continues to work towards achieving funding to support a ratio of 1:50.  
• Recommendation 7.3 recommends experienced carers are encouraged to 

complete training units and that this be recognised in a practical way with a 
higher subsidy.  

Increases in subsidy payments to carers have not been directly linked to completion of 
training. However more training is being provided to carers and subsidies have been 
increased. In recognition of the increasingly complex needs of children, in July 2007 
the government increased the subsidy paid to general and relative foster carers by $50 
per week. Further increases will be made annually through to 2010/11 for a further 
$50 per week. Completion of essential core training units for new and existing foster 
carers is a requirement. Further, training that focuses on increasing their skills and 
knowledge in caring for children is offered throughout the year to experienced carers. 
Long serving carers are recognised by Carer Awards. 
• Recommendation 10.1 recommends 'that the Duty of Care Unit be expanded to 

incorporate additional senior officers to undertake assessments of abuse in care 
allegations with case workers. The officers would attend District offices when 
allegations of abuse in care are received or notified. These officers would team 
with case workers and lead the investigations of the allegations, assessment 
action, outcome findings and recommendations.'  

In response to this recommendation from the Murray report, the 2006-07 Budget 
provided additional funding to the Duty of Care Unit for three senior investigation 
officer positions. The Unit works alongside Districts and quality assures all abuse in 
care allegation notifications and investigation outcomes. It also provides direction and 
consultation, and directly undertakes investigations when best positioned to do 
so. However, it is not feasible for the Unit to undertake the direct investigation of all 
abuse in care allegations throughout the state.  
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• Recommendation 15.1 recommends that 'only' Managers and Team Leaders have 
the authority to update records and complete the investigation screens on the 
Department's electronic client information system.  

All investigation outcomes require Team Leader and Manager endorsement. It is the 
investigation officer however, who updates the electronic records once endorsement 
has been received.  

• Recommendation 15.2 recommends that abuse in care allegations be completed 
electronically and 'automatically reported to the Duty of Care Unit and Director 
General'.  

All notifications of alleged abuse in care are automatically reported to the Duty of 
Care Unit. The Director of this Unit and District Directors each have a responsibility 
to ensure Executive Directors and the Director General are advised as quickly as 
possible of serious matters.  

(b) Recommendation 17.1, regarding the development of a model for participation of children and 
young people in care in decision making, is yet to be implemented. It was recommended by the 
Murray Report that this task be undertaken by the departmental Advocate for Children in Care. 
It is relevant to note that the department has advanced the process of forming an advisory 
group of children and young people in care that will be supported by CREATE, the relevant 
consumer based organisation. 

(c) The target date for completion of 17.1 is 30 December 2008. 

PRISONER TRANSPORTATION 

3095. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Corrective Services 

In relation to the replacement schedule for prisoner transportation vehicles owned by the Government of Western 
Australia: 

(a) is there a maximum threshold for the number of kilometres completed by a prisoner 
transportation vehicle before it is replaced; and 

(i) if so, what is it; and 
(ii) if not, why not; 

(b) on average, how many kilometres does each prisoner transportation vehicle completed before 
it is replaced; 

(c) on average, how old is each prisoner transportation vehicle when it is replaced; 

(d) what is the current cost of each new prisoner transportation vehicle; 

(e) how many prisoner transportation vehicles were replaced in each of the following years: 

(i) 2001–2002; 
(ii) 2002–2003; 
(iii) 2003–2004; 
(iv) 2004–2005; 
(v) 2005–2006; and 
(vi) 2006–2007; and 

(f) how many prisoner transport vehicles will be replaced in each of the following years: 

(i) 2007–2008, 
(ii) 2008–2009; and 
(iii) 2009–2010? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

(a) No 

(i) Not applicable. 

(ii) Vehicles are regularly serviced and assessed on a case by case basis. A replacement 
program for the entire fleet has commenced.  

(b) The original fleet was acquired by the (then) contractor in 2000. Since that time three vehicles 
have been replaced and four additional vehicles acquired. The average kilometres travelled for 
the three vehicles replaced was approximately 650,000. 

(c) The three vehicles replaced were 6-7 years old. 
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(d) Costs of the new vehicles are: 

Year  Vehicle Type        Purchase Cost 

2004-05  Mercedes Benz Sprinter (originally leased by AIMS, then  
purchased by the Department in 2005)     $16,364 

2004-05  Mercedes Benz Sprinter (originally leased by AIMS, then  
purchased by the Department in 2005)     $22,273 

2005-06  Nissan Patrol DX (4x4)       $51,820 

2006-07  Mercedes Benz Sprinter       $53,696 

2006-07  Isuzu FRR 500 (auto)       $87,807 

2007-08  Isuzu FRR 500        $76,022 

2007-08  Isuzu FRR 500 Prototype       $430,000 

* Isuzu FRR 500 Prototype purchase cost includes the design, manufacture and installation of a specialised pod.  

(e) The number of vehicles replaced in each year is as follows:   

(i) nil 
(ii) nil 
(iii) nil 
(iv) nil replaced, two additional vehicles acquired 
(v) one 
(vi) two 

(f) The current vehicle acquisition schedule (including the provision of two additional vehicles) is 
as follows, although acceleration of this schedule is being explored with the contractor: 

(i)  Three (3) vehicles in 2007-08 
(ii)  Ten (10) vehicles in 2008-09  
(iii) Seventeen (17) vehicles in 2009-10 
(iv)  Nine (9) vehicles in 2010-11. 

PRISONER TRANSFERS 

3096. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Corrective Services 

With reference to the expected increase in the total number of prisoner transfers in (10% in 2007–2008) cited on 
page 22 of the Contract for the Provision of Court Security and Custodial Services Annual Report 2006–2007: 

(a) how many prisoner transfer vehicles were in use in each of the financial years: 

(i) 2001–2002; 
(ii) 2002–2003; 
(iii) 2003–2004; 
(iv) 2004–2005; 
(v) 2005–2006; and 
(vi) 2006–2007; and 

(b) what measures are in place to ensure adequate service levels for prisoner transfers in the 
future? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

(a) The number of prisoner transport vehicles in use each year are as follows: 

(i) 33 vehicles 
(ii) 33 vehicles 
(iii) 33 vehicles  
(iv) 35 vehicles 
(v) 36 vehicles  
(vi) 36 vehicles 

(b) Service levels are monitored on an ongoing basis. Additionally, there are quarterly Board 
meetings and monthly contract management meetings at which service levels are discussed.  In 
the event that service is considered to be inadequate, provisions in the contract allow for 
formal performance improvement requests to be issued to the contractor and for reductions to 
performance linked fee payments to the contractor. 
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PRISONER TRANSFERS 

3097. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Corrective Services 

In relation to prisoner transfers made within Western Australia: 

(a) how many prisoner transfers were made in each year from 2001–2002 to 2006–2007; 

(b) what is the average length of each prisoner transfer in: 

(i) kilometres; and 
(ii) minutes; 

(c) given the increase in total prisoner numbers from 3,443 in 2005–2006 to 3,622 in 2006–2007, 
why were prisoner transfers for hospital admissions lower in 2006–2007 than in the previous 
year; and 

(d) what percentage of prisoner transfers for medical appointments in 2006–2007 were cancelled 
by the contractor? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

(a)  2001-02 : 58,641 
2002-03 : 54,650 
2003-04 : 58,925  
2004-05 : 54,567 
2005-06 : 47,192 
2006-07 : 40,148  

Transfers include: 

(i) Medicals; 
(ii) Inter prison transfers; 
(iii) Prison to court and return; 
(iv) Funerals; and 
(v) Lockup clearances. 

Note: Minimum Security Prisons (Wooroloo, Karnet and Boronia) commenced providing their own 
services for medicals, funerals, court and some inter prison transfers from 2005-06.  

(b) It is not possible to accurately calculate this information due to the variable number of prisoners 
transported for each trip. In the first six years of the contract (up to 30 July 2007) the total number of 
kilometres travelled by the contractor was 13,736,050, the total contractor staff hours were 912,210 and 
the total number of prisoner transfers was 314,123. 

(c) The decrease in numbers for this period is largely due to: 

(i) There were fewer prisoners requiring hospitalisation; and 
(ii) The contractor experiencing staff shortages resulting in cancelled appointments. 

(d) 20.60% (911) of medical appointments were cancelled by the contractor in 2006-07." 

PRISONER TRANSPORT — GLOBAL SERVICES LIMITED CORPORATION 

3098. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Corrective Services 

In relation to the Government’s contract with Global Services Limited Corporation for prisoner transport 
services: 

(a) on what date did the contract commence; 
(b) on what date was the extension of the contract approved; 
(c) for what reasons was an extension to the contract approved until 2011; and 
(d) is the contract exempt from the Goods and Services Tax? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 
(a) Novation was approved 19 July 2007 and the contract commenced 31 July 2007.  
(b) 30 July 2007 
(c) Primary reasons for the contract extension were: 

• Extension of the contract was the most cost-effective option;   
• Consistent with government policy to extend contracts that included an extension option 

and when service delivery has been satisfactory;   
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• Degree of stability and collaboration which existed between the parties involved in the 
management and operation of the contract;   

• Provision of a more stable environment in which to conduct the complex CBD Courts 
transition, thereby reducing the associated risks; and   

• The ability for agencies involved to fully understand the quantum of services which 
remain under the contract following the commencement of services in the new CBD 
Courts complex. 

(d)  No 

PRISONER TRANSPORTATION VEHICLES 

3099. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Corrective Services 

In relation to prisoner transportation vehicles owned by the Government of Western Australia: 

(a) what is the total number of prisoner transportation vehicles owned by the Government; 

(b) what types of vehicles are used for prisoner transportation; 

(c) how many of each type of vehicle does the Government currently own; 

(d) how many of each type of vehicle is currently in use; 

(e) in each of the years from 2001–2002 to 2006–2007, how many of each type of vehicle was 
purchased; and 

(f) what was the original cost of each type of vehicle when purchased? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

(a) Thirty-six (36) vehicles are owned. One (1) vehicle is leased. 

(b) The type of vehicles used are: 

• Mazda E2500 Vans;   
• Mercedes Benz Sprinter Vans;   
• Isuzu FRR long range vehicle;   
• Holden Rodeo;   
• Nissan Patrol 4 x4; and   
• Holden Commodore. 

(c) The number of each type of vehicle owned and leased is: 

• Sixteen (16) Mazda E2500 Vans;   
• Ten (10) Mercedes Benz Sprinter Vans;   
• Five (5) Isuzu FRR long range vehicles (including one leased);   
• Four (4) Holden Rodeos;   
• One (1) Nissan Patrol 4x4; and   
• One (1) Holden Commodore. 

(d) All vehicles are currently in use. 

(e) The number and type of vehicles purchased in those years is as per the answer to part (d) of 
Parliamentary Question 3095. 

(f) At the commencement of the contract in July 2000, the entire fleet was leased by the 
contractor. In 2005, government purchased the fleet from the contractor. Since that time, four 
additional vehicles have been acquired - two purchased and two leased. The cost of purchases, 
including those vehicles purchased from AIMS, is as per the following table. 

Registration Vehicle Type   Purchase price (ex GST) 
1AOX481 Holden Commodore Executive  8,000 
1APR064 Holden Rodeo DX   5,336 
1APR065 Holden Rodeo DX   6,700 
1APR067 Holden Rodeo DX   6,700 
1APR066 Holden Rodeo DX   6,700 
1QBF200 Isuzu FRR 500 Auto    87,807 (2006) 
1QBF217 Isuzu FRR 500 Auto   Leased (2007) 
1QBH188 Isuzu FRR 500 Auto   Leased (2007) 
1APR068 Isuzu FRR 500 Long   38,000 
1QBH181 Isuzu FRR 500 Long   70,590 
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1APR048 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  6,600 
1APR053 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  6,600 
1APR051 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  6,909 
1APR049 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  6,600 
1APR050 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  6,600 
1APR054 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  6,600 
1APR057 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  6,995 
1APR055 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  6,582 
1APR056 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  9,000 
1APR058 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  6,600 
1APR060 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  7,691 
1APR052 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  6,600 
1APR059 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  7,600 
1APR063 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  6,600 
1APR061 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  7,600 
1APR062 Mazda E2500 LWB Diesel  7,600 
1APS996 Mercedes-Benz Sprinter 413CDI LWB 21,000 
1APS979 Mercedes-Benz Sprinter 413CDI SWB 21,000 
1APS972 Mercedes-Benz Sprinter 413CDI SWB 22,273 
1ARM259 Mercedes-Benz Sprinter 413CDI SWB 22,273 
1ARM256 Mercedes-Benz Sprinter 413CDI SWB 22,273 
1ARM250 Mercedes-Benz Sprinter 413CDI SWB 22,273 
1APS967 Mercedes-Benz Sprinter 413CDI SWB 22,273 
1BAM514 Mercedes-Benz Sprinter 413CDI SWB 16,364 
1BZU996 Mercedes-Benz Sprinter 413CDI SWB 22,273 
1QAY907 Mercedes-Benz Sprinter 416CDI LWB 53,696 
1QAX372 Nissan Patrol DX (4x4)   51,820  

CONTRACT FOR PROVISION OF COURT SECURITY AND CUSTODIAL SERVICES 

3100. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Corrective Services 

With reference to the Minister’s media statement of 25 July 2007 titled Security and Staff Retention the Key 
Points in AIMS Sale and page 26 of the Contract for the Provision of Court Security and Custodial Services 
Annual Report 2006–2007: 

(a) was the contract sold by Australian Integration Management Services Corporation to Global 
Solutions Limited; and 

(b) was Australian Integration Management Services Corporation sold to Global Solutions 
Limited? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 
(a) Yes. 
(b) No. 

PRISONER TRANSPORTATION VEHICLES 

3101. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Corrective Services 

With reference to the article titled ‘Quirk Flags Review of Contract for Prison Vans’ published on page 17 of 
The West Australian on 14 February 2008: 

(a) when will the current: 
(i)  ‘preferred provider status’ arrangement with Specialised Vehicle Manufacture 

Queensland; and, 
(ii) contract with Global Solutions Limited Corporation for the operation of prisoner 

transportation vehicles, 

be reviewed; 
(b) who will conduct the review of the: 

(i)  ‘preferred provider status’ arrangement; and, 
(ii) contract for the operation of prisoner transportation vehicles; and 

(c) will the report from the review of the: 
(i)  ‘preferred provider status’ arrangement; and 
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(ii) contract for the operation of prisoner transportation vehicles, 

be made public; and 

(A) if so, when; and 
(B) if not, why not? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

(a) (i) The current "preferred provider status" arrangement with Specialised Vehicle 
Manufacture (SVM) Queensland which was approved by the State Supply 
Commission is for the provision of thirteen (13) new vehicles. New arrangements 
with either SVM or another provider will be arranged for replacement of the rest of 
the fleet. 

(ii) The contract with Global Solutions Limited Corporation for the operation of prisoner 
transportation vehicles will expire on 30 July 2011. There is no further provision for 
an extension of the contract. Prior to the expiry of the contract government will 
consider its options in relation to future delivery of the service. 

(b) (i) The Department of Corrective Services is currently exploring options to replace the 
entire fleet. 

(ii) Consideration of options for future service delivery will involve all key stakeholders 
and is likely to be coordinated by the Department of Corrective Services. 

(c) (i) Not applicable. There is no review of the preferred provider status. 

(ii) No. Consideration of options for future service delivery will be the subject of a 
Cabinet submission. 

PRISONER TRANSPORTATION VEHICLES 

3102. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Corrective Services 

In relation to facilities in prisoner transportation vehicles owned by the Government of Western Australia: 

(a) how many prisoner transportation vehicles have sleeping facilities; 

(b) how many prisoner transportation vehicles have air-conditioning for prisoners being 
transported; and 

(c) how many prisoner transportation vehicles have non-functioning air-conditioning? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

(a) None. 

(b) All 37 vehicles in the fleet have air-conditioning.  

(c) None. 

PRISONER TRANSFERS 

3103. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Corrective Services 

In relation to the cost of the Government’s contract for the provision of prisoner transfer services: 
(a) what is the average cost of each prisoner transfer; 
(b) what is the total value of the current contract with Global Solutions Limited; 
(c) how much was the payment to Australian Integration Management Solutions Corporation for 

the financial year 2006–2007; 
(d) how much will Australian Integration Management Solutions Corporation be paid for the 

period of the contract from 1 July 2007 to 22 August 2007; and 
(e) what is the estimated performance linked fee for Global Solutions Limited for the 2007–2008 

financial year (year to date)? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 
(a) Given the variables associated with the transportation of prisoners, such as the distance and the 

number of prisoners moved for various reasons across the state, an average cost for each 
prisoner movement would provide an unrealistic figure. 

(b) The estimated total value of the current contract with GSL is $21,882,266 for the 2007-08 
year. 
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(c) The total amount paid to AIMS Corporation under the contract in 2006-07 was $22,186,912. 

(d) AIMS Corporation ceased providing the services under the contract on 30 July 2007. The 
payment to AIMS for the period 1 July 2007 to 30 July 2007 was $4,007,091.12 to clear all 
amounts owing under the contract, including Performance Linked Fee payments. 

(e) The maximum Performance Linked Fee for the contractor is 4.5% on top of the total cost of 
the contract. No Performance Linked Fee payments have been paid to date and no decisions 
have been taken to date in regard to any deductions to the Performance Linked Fee. 

PRISONER TRANSFERS 

3104. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Corrective Services 

In relation to the Government of Western Australia’s contract with Global Solutions Limited Corporation to 
provide prisoner transfer services: 

(a) in the financial year 2006–2007, how many prisoner transfers were conducted on: 

(i) Saturdays; and 
(ii) Sundays; and 

(b) do employees of Global Solutions Limited Corporation receive higher rates of pay or 
additional loading on: 

(i) Saturdays; and 
(ii) Sundays? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

(a) 1,297 prisoner transfers on Saturdays and 345 prisoner transfers on Sundays. 

(b) (i)-(ii) Yes. 

ARTS DEVELOPMENT PANEL — FUNDING 

3105. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Culture and the Arts 

With reference to the most recent round of applications for funding through the Arts Development Panel: 

(a) which organisations or individuals applied for grants; 

(b) which organisations or individuals received grants and for what; 

(c) what was the total funding to each category of the arts; and 

(d) how much funding was granted to each successful applicant? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

Department of Culture and the Arts: 

(a)  Upon submitting applications, applicants are informed and accept the terms of privacy and 
FOI, an element of which is their information is treated as confidential.  If successful, grant 
applicants know that their listing will be published on the DCA the website and in department 
publication. If the Member wishes to address a specific query further information can be 
provided. 

(b) Nova Ensemble Incorporated $58,962 
2008 Annual Program of Activities for Nova Ensemble Inc 

Australian Classical Era Orchestra Ltd $10,000 
Staging of two concerts, at Margaret River and Government House  Ballroom in Perth, 
providing creative playing opportunities and showcasing for Western Australian musicians 
Darlington Concerts $16,150 
A winter series of professional chamber music concerts in the Perth Hills 
Ms Dawn Jackson $29,368 Development of two new dance works, completing stage-two for 
'Beauty Spot' and bringing solo work 'Kohl' to professional production 
Ms Joanna Pollitt $5,190 
Development of a new solo dance work 'Re-Rendering' choreographed by Jo Pollitt and 
performed by Chrissie Parrott, integrating rigorous improvisation with experienced physicality 
Dr Donna Mazza $15,212 
Research and write a novel in the Australian gothic genre, set in Bunbury, incorporating local 
history 
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Out of the Asylum $29,383 
Publication of two volumes of 'Indigo' journal, a new journal designed to promote Western 
Australian creative writing 

writingWA $6,081 
(Auspiced for Society of Children's Book Writers and Illustrators) 
The inaugural State Conference of the Western Australian branch of the Society of Children's 
Book Writers and Illustrators   

University of Western Australia Press $29,622 
Publication of three new literary titles on unique aspects of the arts and culture of Western 
Australia 

Katharine Susannah Prichard Foundation Inc $19,584 
2008 Annual Program of Activities for Katherine Susannah Prichard Foundation Inc 

Ms Varnya Bromilow $4,320 
Revision of manuscript, 'The Marital Adventures of Rose and Max' 

Ms Amber Flynn $3,981 
Publish and promote a collaborative book of poetry called 'Between You and Me' 

Ms Marcella Polain $4,000 
Publish a new book of original poetry entitled 'Therapy like Fish' 

Peter Cowan Writers Centre Inc $35,910 
2008 Annual Program of Activities for Peter Cowan Writers Centre Inc 

Southern Forest Arts $12,640 
Market and promote the Southern Forest Sculpture Walk, Northcliffe 

Mr Rodney Glick  $10,000 
Creation of new artworks for a mid-career exhibition at the Lawrence Wilson Art Gallery at 
the University of Western Australia 

Mundaring Arts Centre Inc $35,000 
2008 Annual Program of Activities for the Mundaring Arts Centre Inc 

Mr David Thomson $9,943 
Production of a publication to document the process, work and exhibition resulting from a 
year-long creative collaboration between seven artists in the South-West region 

Ms Toni Wilkinson $11,000 
A large scale photographic exhibition to be held at two galleries in Western Australia and 
Queensland, with an extensive accompanying publication 

Sculpture by the Sea Inc $40,000 
Stage a public, outdoor sculpture exhibition, entitled 'Sculpture by the Sea' at Cottesloe Beach, 
March 2008 

FotoFreo Inc $45,575 
FotoFreo 2008: The City of Fremantle Festival of Photography 

Jewellery and Metalsmiths Group of Australia (WA) Inc $12,042 
Stage an exhibition of contemporary Western Australian jewellery at the Biennial JMGA 
National Conference, 'Inside Out' 

The Photography Gallery of WA Inc $48,700  
2008 Annual Program of Activities for Photography Gallery of WA 

Theatre Kimberley Inc $24,000 
2008 Annual Program of Activities for Theatre Kimberley Inc 

Australian Script Centre Inc $12,000 
2008 Annual Program of Activities for Australian Script Centre Inc 

Ms Sandy McKendrick $24,600 
Production and presentation of 'Turtle and the Trade Winds' at the UNIMA World Puppetry 
Festival, 2008 

Stalker Stilt Theatre Inc $20,000 
A two-stage skills and development program for 12 young Indigenous people in Broome, 
towards a new outdoor stilt theatre production for young people 
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Performing Arts Centre Society Inc, Happy Dagger Theatre $27,979 
A new interpretation of The York Crucifixion, using 'bouffon' theatre to explore love and 
sacrifice through mockery and ridicule  

Mr Matthew Lutton $50,000 
2008 Annual Program of Activities for Thin Ice Productions  

Mr Roderick Sprigg $1,000 
Creation of a professional website as part of an overall marketing plan 

Swerve Association Inc $24,950 
Design, rehearse and perform a new puppetry performance for the UNIMA 2008 Festival 
'Carnival Day' 

Artrage Inc (Auspiced for Sam Fox - Hydra Poesis) $11,380 
Development of a new media performance project "Prompter" a new one-on-one performance 
structure and building performance installation 

PVI Partners $8,925 
2008 Annual Program of Activities for PVI Partners - contribution toward 2008 Symposium  

Laverton Remote Community School $11,496 
Development of skills in drama, music, circus skills and photography within a remote 
community setting, leading to a series of performances and exhibitions 

(c) The total funding to each category of the arts was: 

MUSIC: $85,112 
DANCE: $34,558 
WRITING: $148,093  
VISUAL ARTS AND CRAFT: $224,900 
THEATRE: $158,579  
MULTI-ARTS: $46,255 
SHORT TERM ARTIST IN RESIDENCE: $11,496 

(d) Refer to part (b)  

COMMUNITY OFFENDER SUPERVISORS AND PAROLE OFFICERS 

3107. Mr R.F. Johnson to the Minister for Corrective Services 

Can the Minister advise the current number of community offenders supervisors and parole officers required to 
fill shortages or vacancies per police district?  

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

The Department of Corrective Services does not maintain its figures based upon police districts. 

INFILL SEWERAGE PROGRAM — CAPEL TOWN SITE 

3108. Dr S.C. Thomas to the Minister for Water Resources 

With regards to the Infill Sewerage Program within the Capel town site, can the Minister please confirm:  

(a) when is the program expected to be started to the town blocks north of the Capel River; 

(b) when is the program expected to be completed to the town blocks north of the Capel River; 

(c) what is the expected cost of this project; and 

(d) why has this project been delayed? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(a)  The area north of the Capel River has never been scheduled as part of the Infill Sewerage 
Program. 

(b)-(d)  Not applicable. 

INCREASE IN LEASE RENTAL FEES 

3120. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for the Environment 

In reference to the Minister’s answer to Question on Notice No. 2267, can the Minister advise what associations 
and clubs are expected to be affected by the increase in lease rental fees in the calendar years of: 

(a) 2008; 
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(b) 2009; and 
(c) 2010? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 

Leases with the following clubs and associations are expected to be the subject of a rental increase in accordance 
with the approved forest lease rental fee schedule in: 

(a) Shire of Mundaring (subleased to Mundaring Marksmen Association), Sporting Shooters 
Association of Australia (WA) Inc. (shooting range - Jarrahdale), Shire of West Arthur 
(aquatic sports at Lake Towerrinning) and Walpole Yacht Club. 

(b) Manjimup Motor Cycle Club Inc. (motor cycle scramble course). 

(c) None. 

OFFICE OF E-GOVERNMENT 

3121. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Public Sector Management 

In regard to the internal audits required of all government departments in relation to the Office of e-
Government’s Website Governance Framework, can the Premier: 

(a) list how much each government department is spending on this audit; 

(b) if not, why not? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet advises: 

In order to minimise the work required by agencies to complete the audit, the Office of e-Government prepared 
customized CDs for each agency, pre-populated with each agency's known list of websites. Agencies were asked 
to confirm each website in the list, and add any other identified websites. The time required by agencies to 
comply with this request should have been minimal. 

PRIMARY SCHOOL TEACHERS — RESIGNATIONS 

3124. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Education and Training 

(1) How many primary teachers employed in Department of Education and Training schools resigned at the 
end of the 2007 school year? 

(2) How many secondary teachers employed in Department of Education and Training schools resigned at 
the end of the 2007 school year? 

(3) How many primary school teachers employed in Department of Education and Training schools 
resigned during the 2007/2008 school holidays? 

(4) How many secondary school teachers employed in Department of Education and Training schools 
resigned during the 2007/2008 school holidays? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 

(1) There were 30 resignations from primary school teachers in December 2007. 

(2) There were 42 resignations from secondary school teachers in December 2007. 

(3) There were 80 resignations from primary school teachers during January 2008. 

(4) There were 102 resignations from secondary school teachers during January 2008. 

__________ 

 


