
 

 

Legislative Council 

Tuesday, 8 September 2009 

                 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House) took the chair at 3.30 pm, and read prayers. 

NATIONAL GAS ACCESS (WA) BILL 2008 
Assent 

Message from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the bill. 

LIQUEFIED NATURAL GAS DEVELOPMENT � KIMBERLEY COAST 
Petition 

Hon Giz Watson presented a petition, by delivery to the Clerk, from 3 294 persons opposing the development of 
a liquefied natural gas processing hub, its associated infrastructure and industries on any part of the Kimberley 
coast.  

[See paper 1081.]  

MUNDLIMUP FOREST � LOGGING 
Petition 

HON ALISON XAMON (East Metropolitan) [3.33 pm]: I present a petition containing 898 signatures, 
couched in the following terms � 

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

We the undersigned residents of Western Australia are opposed to logging in the Mundlimup Forest 
adjacent to Jarrahdale.  

Your petitioners therefore respectfully request the Legislative Council to recommend that a buffer zone 
be established prohibiting logging within the half of the Mundlimup forest nearest Jarrahdale and its 
walk trails.  

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

[See paper 1082.] 

SWAN RIVER � PROFESSIONAL FISHERY 
Petition 

HON LIZ BEHJAT (North Metropolitan) [3.34 pm]: I present three petitions couched in identical terms, 
stating � 

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

We the undersigned seafood buying residents of Western Australia are opposed to the Government�s 
action to close the Swan River�s professional fishery because: 

•  The seafood eating public will forever be denied the opportunity to buy iconic Swan River crabs 
which are renowned for their size, meatiness and flavour. 

•  Sustainability has not been nominated as a reason for closing the fishery. 

•  According to the Department of Fisheries Research Report 156, there is no conflict with the 
recreational sector which they estimate take nearly two thirds of the crabs.  

Your petitioners therefore respectfully request the Legislative Council oppose the Government�s action 
to impose a Compulsory Fisheries Adjustment Scheme in the Swan River fishery and allow for 
continued supply of crabs to those who can�t or don�t catch their own.  

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

The petition from Mr Lynch contains 1 552 signatures, the petition from Mr Curulli contains 247 signatures and 
the petition from Mr Kailis contains 95 signatures. 

[See papers 1083 to 1085.]  
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TRAINING TOGETHER-WORKING TOGETHER PROGRAM � INDIGENOUS EMPLOYMENT 
Statement by Minister for Training 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan � Minister for Training) [3.35 pm]: Western Australia is on 
the cusp of significant economic growth, stemming from the state�s vast resources endowments, making now the 
time to plan with Aboriginal people to ensure they can enjoy the opportunities that will emerge. Unemployment 
amongst Aboriginal Australians is almost three times that of non-Aboriginal Australians. Many of them are long-
term unemployed, and experience a level of disadvantage that impacts their living standards, life expectancy and 
health. Youth unemployment stands at 15.9 per cent as at July 2009, according to Australian Bureau of Statistics 
figures. It is higher for Aboriginal youth, even in locations where future job opportunities are expected to be 
plentiful. In addition, KPMG recently warned of skill shortages that may arise as major resource and energy 
projects gear up, most notably the $50 billion Gorgon liquefied natural gas project, tipped to create up to 10 000 
jobs during construction. 

In its 2009 budget, the state government announced that training programs of up to 12 months would be free of 
charge for unemployed people for the next three years, which is a $17.6 million investment. But this opportunity 
will not in itself improve the circumstances of Aboriginal people unless there is an employment outcome. 
Boosting participation rates of Aboriginal people in a skilled labour market will require collaboration and 
partnerships between Aboriginal communities, industry, employers, training providers and government. To 
achieve our goal, I announced last week a Government initiative that will help ensure Aboriginal people gain 
substantially from the economic benefits that we want all Western Australians to enjoy. 

Training Together-Working Together is about providing access to life opportunities and a standard of living that 
comes from quality training and sustainable work. I have asked the State Training Board to take a leading role as 
the peak industry advisory body that reports to me on the skills supply and demand of industry in Western 
Australia, and to establish a Training Together-Working Together committee to drive these plans. As a key part 
of Training Together-Working Together, I will join members of the committee to visit metropolitan and regional 
communities between now and December to identify what is working and what is not, where the gaps are, what 
the big issues are, and the areas of need for those communities. Following the first round of consultation, the 
committee will convene meetings in their regions with industry and community stakeholders to discuss findings 
and generate solutions. 

Part of the solution has to be a long-term strategic and coordinated approach to provide programs and services 
for Aboriginal people and their communities. The work of the committee is consistent with the vision and policy 
framework outlined in Training WA, launched earlier this year. The State Training Board is due to report to me 
by 5 March 2010. The advice received will inform our training priorities and strategies for participation by 
Aboriginal people, to ensure they enjoy the benefits of training leading to employment as our economy continues 
to grow. I draw the attention of members to the Training Together-Working Together initiative and welcome 
their support.  

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

DEPARTMENT OF TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT � ESTABLISHMENT 
Statement by Minister for Training 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan � Minister for Training) [3.38 pm]: On Monday, the 
Premier and I announced plans to establish a new Department of Training and Workforce Development. This is 
part of an ambitious strategy to reform Western Australia�s training sector to deliver centres of excellence and 
increase the skill and competitiveness of the state�s workforce. This announcement follows the final approval for 
the Gorgon gas project off the Pilbara coast. The state government is committed to ensuring Western Australians 
have the skills and qualifications to benefit from the many employment opportunities that will emerge not only 
from this project but also as the economy grows. We will also encourage skilled people throughout Australia to 
come and work in Western Australia. 

The new Department of Training and Workforce Development will elevate the status of training and work across 
government, at both state and national levels, to plan and prepare Western Australia�s workforce to address 
skilled and unskilled labour. This dedicated focus on training and workforce development continues the state 
government�s commitment on jobs and training established by the Liberal-National government in this year�s 
state budget. The budget provided $47.4 million for a raft of initiatives to boost training in Western Australia and 
to ensure that we develop a flexible and innovative training sector that provides the skills required of people to 
realise their potential. We will do this through a range of strategies including developing a skilled workforce; 
developing a contemporary apprenticeship and traineeship system that is relevant for today�s needs; increasing 
individual participation in training; improving support for regional communities; developing a vibrant and 
diverse training market; and building the training system�s capability capacity. 
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The new workforce development function will provide for much stronger and improved linkages between the 
training delivered by our TAFE colleges and private providers, and the skills required by industry. The 
government�s vision is for a training system that includes training providers who deliver high-quality training to 
world-class industry standards. We want to see a system where a training qualification is as highly regarded and 
sought after as a university qualification. These changes are real; they are not about a new letterhead and 
signage. They represent a fundamental change in our approach to training in Western Australia and the role of 
the state government in supporting the skills needs of our economy, driving economic growth and ensuring that 
Western Australians of all ages, right across the state, reap the benefits of our growing economy. This pivotal 
change is a major step towards meeting the workforce development needs and long-term economic prosperity of 
Western Australia. 

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

COMMUNITY ENVIRONMENTAL GRANTS PROGRAM 
Statement by Minister for Environment 

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan � Minister for Environment) [3.40 pm]: I wish to advise 
the house that I have announced $1.53 million in state government funding to community environmental and 
conservation groups and individuals throughout Western Australia. The funding is the first instalment of the 
four-year, $6 million community environmental grants program that was promised by the Liberal Party prior to 
the state election. The grants recognise the enormous contribution community-based organisations make to the 
protection of the state�s environment and the conservation of the nature of Western Australia. Although priority 
was given to projects sponsored by community and not-for-profit organisations, private landowners and local 
governments were also among the grant recipients. More than 280 applications were received, and, of those, 140 
projects have been funded in this first round of the grants program. Grants were made in seven categories, 
including major conservation and environment organisations; fauna rescue and rehabilitation; biodiversity 
conservation; private landholders; regional parks and the Bush Forever program; sustainable catchment 
management; and nature appreciation in natural areas.  

This is just one area in which the government is acting at the grassroots level to protect the environment. I advise 
the house that yesterday marked National Threatened Species Day, recognised every 7 September to 
commemorate the death of the last Tasmanian tiger in Hobart Zoo in 1936. The Department of Environment and 
Conservation, along with Kings Park and Botanic Garden and the Perth Zoo, are at the front line with programs 
to counter the decline in species. Over the past year, $4.5 million has been invested in 42 projects aimed at 
protecting threatened species and their communities. This includes the recent allocation of $600 000 to create a 
400-hectare predator-free enclosure for the woylie in the south west, and $250 000 for the critically endangered 
western swamp tortoise, through Natural Resource Management funding. In addition to this, the Western Shield 
program, which involves fox and feral cat control, has operated on more than 3.9 million hectares of 
conservation reserve and state forest. 

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

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

STANDING COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES AND FINANCIAL OPERATIONS 
Twenty-Third Report � �Annual Hearings in Relation to the Budget Estimates 2009/2010� � Tabling 

Hon Giz Watson presented the twenty-third report of the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial 
Operations, �Annual Hearings in Relation to the Budget Estimates 2009/2010�, and on her motion it was 
resolved � 

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

[See paper 1086.] 

STANDING COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION � WATER RESOURCE INQUIRY 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Norman Moore (Leader of the House) gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move � 

That the Standing Committee on Public Administration investigate � 

(1) The social, economic and environmental values and costs of recreation access, where possible, 
to Perth hills and south west drinking water catchments, including the costs and benefits to 
public health, water quality, recreation, Indigenous culture and management options. 
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(2) State, interstate and international legislation, policy and practice for recreation within public 
drinking water source areas, including information relating to population health benefits and 
impacts. 

(3) The range of community views on the value of water and recreation in public drinking water 
source areas. 

(4) The costs and benefits of alternative water quality management strategies and treatment for 
water catchments containing recreation. 

(5) Possible recreation sites and opportunities available outside the Perth hills and south west 
drinking water catchments. 

The committee is to report to the house not later than 1 July 2010. 

URGENCY MOTIONS � STANDING ORDER 72 
Statement by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Members, today my office received two urgency motions. One of the 
letters had been left on the chair of my executive assistant, and no identified time of delivery was apparent. I 
remind members that standing order 72 requires members to deliver urgency motions in writing to the President, 
and the President is to accept the first of them that is otherwise in order. A practice has developed in which 
members provide urgency motions in person to either the Clerk or the executive assistant to the President. This 
has ensured that the time of delivery can be verified. I suggest that members ensure that if I am unavailable on 
Tuesday mornings, urgency motions be submitted to the Clerk directly so that he can record the time of delivery. 

RETAIL TRADING HOURS � EXTENSION 
Urgency Motion 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Members, I received the following letter on a fax machine at three 
minutes past midnight this morning � 

Dear Mr President 
I hereby give notice that at the next sitting of the House I intend to move, pursuant to Standing Order 
72, the following motion:- 
That the Council consider, as a matter of urgency, the Opposition�s support for the extension of retail 
trading hours at the last State election, and calls on the Opposition to support Government legislation to 
extend retail trading hours in the Perth metropolitan area, which will allow the residents and visitors to 
Perth alike the flexibility to shop wherever they choose after 6pm on weekdays. 
Yours sincerely 
Hon Liz Behjat MLC 
Member for North Metropolitan Region 
8 September 2009 

Point of Order 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Mr President, I wonder if I might ask a question by way of clarification of the statement 
you made before you read out the urgency motion. I understood that your advice to members was that they ought 
hand the prospective urgency motion to either the Clerk or your executive assistant for the purposes of 
determining the time the document was received. You then advised that you received by fax at three minutes past 
midnight the urgency motion before the house. The clarification I seek is whether you will be satisfied with a 
printout from your fax machine, demonstrating the time your fax machine received the urgency motion. 

The PRESIDENT: Leader of the Opposition, this urgency motion was received by my fax machine at three 
minutes past midnight, but it was later followed up with the original letter. I acknowledge that the lodgement of 
urgency motions by fax needs to be clarified, and I will make a statement about it tomorrow.  

Debate Resumed 

The PRESIDENT: I have read the motion of Hon Liz Behjat. According to standing order 72, at least four 
members must stand in their places for the matter to proceed.  

[At least four members rose in their places.] 

HON LIZ BEHJAT (North Metropolitan) [3.49 pm]: I move the motion. 

This motion calls on the opposition to reconsider its announcement that it will no longer honour its election 
commitment to the people of Western Australia that a re-elected ALP government would introduce legislation to 
extend retail trading hours.  
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Hon Sue Ellery: We wish we could. We weren�t re-elected. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: The ALP was not re-elected, but all of a sudden it changed its policy. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I have called only one member, Hon Liz Behjat, but about 12 members want to have 
a go already. We are less than a minute into the speech, so let us hear from the member who has moved the 
motion. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: There has been a lot of debate about this issue. I believe we need to have a bit more debate 
about it, and that is why we are having it in this house today. I say from the outset that this is not an argument 
about IGA versus Coles and Woolworths, which is what people seem to want to turn this argument into. I will go 
on the record and say that one of my favourite places for shopping is the Sisters Supa IGA store in Joondalup, 
which I love because it is innovative, has great choices and friendly service, including the old man who hands 
me a basket as I walk in, coffee if I spend more than $100 that I get at the shop�s cafe and a crèche where I can 
leave my children if I want to. It is a great store and I love shopping there. However, the problem is that I cannot 
shop there after 5.30 pm because it is inside a shopping centre and the centre closes. 

Hon Kate Doust: You can�t because you�re sitting in here! 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Neither can my husband go shopping, if he wants to after 5.30. I may be in this place later 
than 5.30 pm or I may be in my electorate office later than 5.30 pm. This is not an argument just about food 
shopping. It is an argument about when my son rings me at 5.00 or 5.15 in the afternoon saying, �Mum, I need a 
T-shirt for dress-up day tomorrow; I need crepe paper for my project; I need ink for my printer.� The list goes on 
and it is endless, but the shopping hours are not, and this is the issue we need to address. It is a bit of a furphy for 
people to say that the government is not supporting small business. People cannot say that there are no thriving 
small businesses in other states of Australia. When people go on holiday to Melbourne or Sydney, they come 
back and say they had a great time, that the shopping was fantastic, and they loved that they could go shopping at 
all sorts of hours. 

Members may recall that I spoke in my maiden speech about the people I represent in the North Metropolitan 
Region electorate. There are lots of people from different ethnic backgrounds there. They tell me that they love 
living in Australia. They have come to Western Australia and made their new homes here and they think it is 
fabulous. When I ask whether there is anything in Western Australia that they do not feel comfortable about, 
they say that there is one thing: the shopping hours. They say that it would be better if they had a choice about 
the times they go shopping. I have therefore thought about this question and had a look at some of the trading 
hours in the countries where some of my constituents come from. Trading hours in Canada are 10.00 am to 
9.00 pm Monday to Friday with Saturday and Sunday also in the equation; Finland, 7.00 am to 9.00 pm; Greece, 
9.00 am to 2.00 pm, as there is an afternoon break there, and 5.00 pm to 9.00 pm; Ireland, 9.00 am to 10.00 pm. 
The list goes on. Other countries with extended trading hours are the Netherlands, Switzerland, Britain, the 
United States and Hong Kong. Here comes the killer: Bangladesh has just extended its trading hours from 
8.00 pm to 10.00 pm. People in Bangladesh can go shopping; I am not sure what they are buying in Bangladesh 
but they can go shopping. It all comes down to choice. We must have choice to go shopping when we want to at 
times other than the hours that have been dictated to us. People argue that shops in Perth city can already trade 
until seven o�clock in the evenings, but they do not do so. They do not trade until seven o�clock because no other 
trading area is in competition with them. None of the metropolitan areas is trading in competition with Perth city. 
I can guarantee members that if the shops in the suburbs started trading later than 5.30 in the afternoon, we 
would find that all of a sudden the city shops would stay open until 7.00 pm because there would be competition. 
That is what happens in a deregulated market: there is competition and people have a choice.  

Another issue we talk about in Western Australia is tourism. Every year 625 000 overseas visitors and one 
million interstate visitors contribute $4 billion to the economy of this state. Not all of these people stay in the city 
centre where they may be able to go shopping after hours because shops can stay open. Some are in what is 
called the VFR market�visiting friends and relatives. They stay in the suburbs and spend their days going to 
some of our wonderful tourist places here. They may go to Rottnest Island for the day or to Yanchep National 
Park. They can go anywhere they like. When they go home towards six o�clock and, because they are feeling a 
bit chilly, wish they had packed a jumper they had intended to pack but they may think they can go to the shops 
and buy one. However, they cannot because the shops in the suburbs are not open. They may not have bought 
anything for dinner either and they cannot do that shopping either. There we go; we are not even looking after 
our tourists very well. 

Another issue is that opposition members say that they have changed their minds about supporting our 
legislation to introduce extended trading hours because they have gone out and spoken to the people in their 
electorates. I wonder whom they went out and spoke to. The website yourchoiceortheirs.com shows quite clearly 
that people from all over the place are saying they want extended retail trading hours. 
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Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I can sense that a couple of members on the opposition benches are very keen to take 
part in this debate, but they must wait their turn. I give the call to Hon Liz Behjat. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Thank you, Mr President. 

I was referring to the website yourchoiceortheirs.com. I will read some of the comments made on that website 
from people living in areas such as Balcatta. David Gibson of Balcatta asks � 

I fully support the reduction of restrictions on trading hours in WA. The arguments to protect small 
businesses � are false in the prosperity of these businesses in other states. Why do we vote for 
leadership if the leaders won�t make the hard decisions? 

Linley Simons of Balcatta said � 

We should be allowed to choose where and when we shop, not be told. If it can work in other states 
there is no reason it can�t work in WA. Come on WA, get with the times! 

Kelly Aldridge of Balcatta said � 

I am definitely in support of extended trading hours and believe we should be able to choose. 

Obviously, the people of Balcatta pretty much want to have extended shopping hours.  

Hon Sue Ellery: All three of them! 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: They are not going to get them because the opposition chose not to support the legislation 
in the other place. Members opposite might think these comments are limited to people in Balcatta, but they 
include people in the Perth electorate. 

Rod Reynolds of Perth said � 

just another nail in ripper�s coffin. with our position as an emerging major international player in the 
region it�s imperative w.a. and perth move into the 21st century. say no to dullsville �  

David Hamilton of Perth said � 

Give the community choice! If even Adelaide and Tasmania can operate with extended trading hours 
than so can Western Australia. 

Hon Donna Faragher: Even Canberra. 
Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Even Canberra. I thank Hon Donna Faragher. 

Canberra, as we know, has extended trading hours. When I was working over there I would sometimes arrive by 
plane late at night�10.30 pm. I would go to Manuka and do my shopping for the week. Hon Alyssa Hayden will 
attest to that as well. We always used to do those sorts of things because we were working women. We arrived 
late and had to shop for the week when we were living in Canberra. Late-night shopping can be done, therefore, 
in Canberra, Adelaide and Tasmania, but it cannot be done in Perth. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I ask the opposition to seriously rethink its position and perhaps listen to the Labor member 
for Perth who said on 15 August that he would be telling his party the following week that the metropolitan area 
needed extended trading hours. The opposition was going to meet on Tuesday to decide its response to the 
legislation. Mr Hyde said that the proposed changes did not go far enough and that he would like local councils 
to be given the power to determine trading hours for their communities. He said that what we have seen in the 
past is that piecemeal reform plays into the hands of higher prices and cutting down competition, so if we were 
going to have genuine reform, we needed proper reform. Mr Hyde said that he would not break party ranks 
should Labor decide that there was no need for reform. Obviously, Mr Hyde put his opinion to the caucus and 
has been hounded for that. Unfortunately, the people of Perth in Mr Hyde�s electorate will not see extended 
trading hours any time in the near future, unless, of course, we can convince the opposition today that it should 
reverse its decision to not support the legislation currently in the other place. 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan � Leader of the Opposition) [4.01 pm]: The opposition rises to 
oppose the urgency motion. I think a more urgent and perhaps more pertinent motion to put before the house 
would be a motion that calls on all partners in the government alliance to support their Premier�s call for 
increased flexibility on extended trading hours. If members opposite cannot get the people at the cabinet table to 
agree with them, they should not come and ask us to consider providing them with the numbers. The government 
cannot even get the support of its own cabinet ministers. 

The motion begins by talking about the Australian Labor Party�s election commitment on general retail trading 
hours in the metropolitan area. The proposal we put to the electors was for an extension of trading hours to seven 
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o�clock. An additional component of that was about extending opening hours for a lesser period on a Sunday for 
the sale of whitegoods, furniture and electrical goods. There was no change in the proposition that local 
government outside Perth maintain its capacity to set its own rules for trading hours. We lost the election, so like 
all sensible parties having lost an election, we took the position of going back to each of the policies we took to 
the election and, given we were not returned to government, asking whether we ought to reconsider the position 
that we put to the people.  

What did the Liberal Party take to the election? It took a policy headed �Trading Hours�. It is about half a page 
and states, in part � 

•  The Liberals respect the decision of people at the referendum � 
� 
5. If elected to govern the Liberals will take into account both business and community views 
� 

•  For a further step in deregulation the Liberals would want a broad agreement. 

Bear in mind that the Liberal Party was elected on the basis of an alliance with the National Party, which took its 
position to the electorate that it would not support an extension to trading hours in Perth. 

Hon Ken Travers: It went further; it said it would not form an alliance with a party that was going to deregulate 
trading hours. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Indeed, but how things change. 
Hon Col Holt interjected.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Therefore, what the Premier took to the election was that he would want broad agreement 
on any change or any further step in deregulation. Now, does he have that? No. He does not even have it at the 
cabinet table, in the joint party room or on his side of the floor in the Assembly where, in addition to members of 
the National Party, he also has some Independents on his side. What does he have in this chamber? He has five 
seats filled by members of the National Party. I will be interested to see what contribution they make to the 
debate today, because the more pertinent motion is that the government honour its election commitment to bring 
broad support, and it should start inside its own house. This is a government initiative. The responsibility is on 
members opposite, as the government, to demonstrate that they do indeed have support for this initiative, 
because they did not take a 9.00 pm package to the election. They did not. Members opposite did not put 
anything specifically like that. The Liberal Party did not take a package of measures to ensure that small business 
concerns and the Independent Grocers Alliance�s concerns were taken into account. It did not and it does not 
have a mandate to do that. If the Premier wants that mandate to make the changes that he says he seeks, he 
should try getting the mandate inside his own government first, from his own cabinet, inside his party room, and 
then go out and engage the community and get the mandate out there. The Premier needs to demonstrate that he 
has the broad support that he said he would need when he went to the election with the words he said about 
extended trading hours. He needs to demonstrate he has that support.  

I do not think there is broad community support for this package�that is, the 9.00 pm package and no additional 
protections for small business. There may well be broad community support for another package, and that broad 
community support would need to include the views of consumers, those people who work in the industry, and, 
importantly, I think, in this industry, the parents and families of a large number of the people who work in this 
industry, because is it right that the government would have a retail sector that is staffed in no small part by 
young people who need to get home and who rely on public transport? The government has to think about all 
those things when it extends trading hours for that particular workforce, and it needs to have some protections 
for small business in its package. If the government goes out there and demonstrates that it can get that support, 
then it will have another message to come back into this place and move its urgency motion. Members opposite 
cannot even get support within their own joint party room, so do not come into this place whingeing that we do 
not support the government! 

Hon Norman Moore: There is no such thing as a joint party room. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Maybe members opposite should start one! Maybe if the Liberals want support from inside 
government, they should start a joint party room. Maybe government members should talk to each other a bit 
more. Then they might not have to come asking us to support the initiatives of their own Premier.  
This matter will become urgent when the Premier can demonstrate that the community has in fact adopted a 
position for change. Hon Liz Behjat said in her opening remarks that this is not an argument about IGA versus 
Coles. She is right; it is not. But, in part, it is an argument about what the buying power of Coles and 
Woolworths does to the rest of the retail sector. If the government does not appreciate that, it has not listened to 
the arguments raised during the course of public debate on things like food labelling, because when we have a 
public debate, which we did in Western Australia � 
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Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order!  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Thank you, Mr President, I have about three and a half minutes left. I think it is a false 
description of the argument to say that there is no level of concern in the community about what the large buying 
power means for businesses like Coles and Woolworths, because there is. That concern occurs in the food 
labelling debate and it occurs in the debate about retail trading hours. It is inaccurate to think that that is not a 
factor in people�s thinking. IGA tapped into that very successfully in the referendum in 2005. Whether the 
ultimate numbers that hold the level of concern they expressed in 2005 remain the same in 2009 or whether that 
has somehow changed is up to the Premier to demonstrate to the rest of us. If that has changed, the Premier has 
the right to come back and say to us that we should reconsider our position.  

Until the Premier can demonstrate that he has support for his position in the community, never mind inside his 
own government, it is really a bit cheeky to come into this place and say it is the Labor Party�s problem that the 
government cannot deliver on its Premier�s intention to extend trading hours. With those words I say that it was 
a good try and good on the member for standing up and having a go, but it is really a bit cheeky to be saying that 
the onus is on us when the government has five members of this house who have said they will not support the 
extension to trading hours that the Premier wants. Members opposite should go and have their conversation with 
them first and then come back and put the word on us to support their Premier�s proposition. 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan � Parliamentary Secretary) [4.09 pm]: The Leader of the 
Opposition has just forgotten one small matter in this; that is, it is about a metropolitan area initiative. The issue 
around changing these hours was � 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order!  

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I know members are all excited about being back here, but just settle down. We will 
have one member at a time speaking. Hon Helen Morton has the call. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: The initiative is to deregulate shopping hours in the metropolitan area, as the country 
area already has it. We want the same opportunity for choice and flexibility in the metropolitan area. Opposition 
members know that if this was a conscience vote amongst metropolitan members of Parliament, it would pass. 
The opposition has made this some sort of party political issue. Members opposite know that there is broad 
support for this in the metropolitan community, and I will tell members why, and why Hon Liz Behjat raised this 
urgency motion.  

The people I have spoken to who give deregulation the most support are young mums. I do not know how many 
members opposite can identify with those young mums, but when I was around 30 years old, I had five kids at 
home�three of my own and two foster kids. Two of them were in preschool, or were babies, and three were at 
school. My husband worked full time; I did not work. He worked six days a week to try to make sure that things 
ticked over all right for us. Sometimes he worked for 12 hours a day, starting at 5.00 am and finishing at about 
6.00 pm, so that we could pay off the mortgage and things that we were trying to pay off at that stage. It is not 
unusual for families with multiple children to have a stay-at-home mum, and it is not unusual for dads in those 
circumstances to work pretty hard for long hours. I can tell members the two things that I remember about those 
times being some of the worst times in my life: the first was the sleep deprivation, which I think just about any 
mum with lots of kids would understand, and the second was the absolutely impossible task of going shopping.  

One thing led to another. I vividly recall a near-fatal accident when I fell asleep in the car and ran off the road, 
with my two babies strapped into the back of the car, on my way home from yet another disastrous shopping trip 
in the middle of the afternoon. I did not want to take these two babies shopping, but I was new to town and I 
knew no-one who could look after them during the daytime, and I could not afford to pay for a creche whilst I 
went shopping. I wonder how many members on that side of the house have ever tried to get two babies out of a 
vehicle, set them up in strollers, along with their baggage�it is like a major expedition�and then push the 
shopping trolley and two babies down a shopping aisle. Do members opposite know what it is like to get to the 
checkout with kids screaming, and then have to choose whether to go through the checkout or put the items back 
on the shelf, walk away, and try again a week later? Do members opposite know what it is like when the kids get 
older and they want to go to the toilet during a shopping trip, just before they reach the checkout, and then the 
whole expedition has to be abandoned?  

Hon Kate Doust: Is that your justification for extending trading hours, so the kids can go to the toilet whilst 
you�re shopping?  

Hon HELEN MORTON: Let me finish, and then the member will hear the justification.  
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All these problems would have been solved if I could have settled them in for an early night and bathed and fed 
them, and sorted out my husband as well, and I could have had a few hours to shop by myself. I could have 
shopped for groceries, clothes, shoes, household goods�anything I needed. For five or six years of my life it 
would have been an absolute luxury in my life, and one that I rarely experienced, to be able to have some 
freedom during shopping time.  

Hon Kate Doust: That�s a really sad story, but it is not justification for opening the shops up later.  

Hon HELEN MORTON: Has the member ever tried buying gifts in a kitchenware or glassware shop whilst the 
kids pick things up and put them down?  

Hon Robyn McSweeney: Perhaps their frontbenchers don�t understand that! 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I do not think they do.  

I remember going without a vacuum cleaner for many months because I just could not get to the place where 
they were sold. During the week these luxury items and purchases had to play second fiddle to important things 
such as getting kids to and from school, doctor appointments, visits to the chemist, vehicle maintenance and 
bank visits, because there were no automated teller machines in those days. Yes, once or twice I forgot to pick 
the kids up from school.  

Any thought of leaving the shopping until Saturday was even worse. We believed in keeping our kids pretty 
active and all the children had sport to go to, which I was managing alone most of the time whilst my husband 
worked. I had to get them to netball and two different grades of football, as well as prepare all their equipment 
et cetera. It was just about impossible to do that.  

I could not plan for a regular Thursday night shopping trip because the kids had things on at school and 
invariably one of the kids was not well, or I was just too tired after another sleepless night. I hated not having the 
option of being able to shop on other nights. I needed the flexibility to make my week work the best for me. 
Therefore, I cannot understand the opposition�s ridiculous position on retail trading hours and how it is willing to 
take away flexibility from families who want to make their lifestyle work the best way for them.  

The opposition is forcing young mums into the stressed and anxiety-riddled positions that I often found myself 
in, metropolitan member of Parliament. 

Hon Sue Ellery: That�s right! 

Hon HELEN MORTON: The opposition�s change of heart is not fair on the mothers, particularly the working 
mothers, of this state.  

Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Helen Morton has the call. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Many, many families do not have extended family support, and many, many more 
have working mums who still do the same amount of housework and have the main responsibility for managing 
children. These mums are absolutely drowning in their commitments and responsibilities, and each year the 
burden of trying to juggle their working life and home life gets tougher. When I last looked at the statistics, 
around 155 000 women headed up single-parent families in Western Australia compared with 95 000 men�
more than 50 per cent higher�but the opposition�s position on this is making life that much more difficult for 
these mums and dads. 

I could not believe it when Hon Ken Travers started telling young mums what products they should buy, 
especially when it came to brands of nappies. 

Several members interjected.  

Hon HELEN MORTON: I thought to myself, �What on earth does he know about brands of nappies? 
Nothing!� He had the audacity to try to tell young mums what to buy! What experience has he got of buying 
nappies? He does not know which nappy absorbs better than another! 

Several members interjected. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: How many members opposite have had to juggle being a young mum, married or 
single, with a couple of kids and the weekly shopping? Very, very few have done so�maybe one or two�but 
they are prepared to force young mums into these intolerably restrictive hours.  

The current system is an absolute dog�s breakfast. The trading laws that allow a major supermarket to open on 
Sundays because it is located in the so-called tourist precinct is the way we are turning now. Some members 
opposite support extended trading hours in some precincts as a way of getting around these stupid restrictions 
that are being forced on us. Hon Michelle Roberts, the member for Midland, is prepared to support extended 
trading hours in her electorate; Hon Alannah MacTiernan is prepared to support extended trading hours in the 
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City of Armadale. Those members are all about trying to give families more flexibility to shop. The opposition is 
just being absolutely intolerable and inflexible in the position it has taken. Do something for young mums, do 
something for young families, and do something for the people of the metropolitan area! 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan � Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.19 pm]: Sometimes 
urgency motions are about very, very important subjects. Hon Helen Morton is right; trading hours are a dog�s 
breakfast, and so have been the comments of the two previous speakers. Hon Helen Morton rabbited on about 
her own personal experience and she talked about young mums; she forgets that we previously put a position to 
the people of this state. They rejected us a year ago, sadly, so it is not our policy. The government has come up 
with a position that, by the way, it did not really canvass all that well with the public before it was elected. 
Because the Liberal Party�s coalition partners have shut up shop and refused to support them, it is now trying to 
put the pressure on us. We went out and canvassed the community again to see what people think about 
extending trading hours. Overall, the response to members who did that was that people were not really busting 
their chops to extend trading hours to nine o�clock. We thought, �Isn�t this great! Push on.� Hon Phil Edman has 
the advantage in Rockingham of having 13 Sundays a year for extended trading hours. I know that those shops 
are not always busy, so we will come back to the honourable member later.  

In Western Australia, trading hours are a dog�s breakfast. We need to do this properly. Rather than looking at the 
hours that people are canvassing, it has always been my personal view, based on my long experience of working 
in retail, that we need to have a broader look at shop classification, the type of product involved and a whole 
range of other issues, not just the trading hours or the precinct. It is a very complex matter and not one that a 
Liberal government has ever tackled properly. I know that when I was working as an organiser in the retail 
industry, the only government that ever talked about absolute deregulation 24/7 was a Liberal government, or the 
Liberal Party. The Liberal Party has gained government through a coalition�a very interesting coalition with the 
National Party�and it has come forward with this proposal. Because it cannot get the support of its cabinet 
colleagues and coalition partners, it has said, �We will put it back on the Labor Party to deal with this.� Not once 
did the Premier make any approaches. Not once has he demonstrated that there is indeed broad support for 
extended hours until nine o�clock.  

We were quite happy with our policy to go to seven o�clock and have a range of other options, but we were not 
ever looking at nine o�clock. As our leader has already said, if the Premier can demonstrate that there has been a 
change in the community, that it wants to push trading out to nine o�clock, then let him come back and talk to us 
about it and see what happens. I want to go back and correct some of the misinformation �  

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! I know shopping excites some people and they really like to exercise their 
lungs on the topic, but only one person at a time can speak.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Thank you, Mr President.  

There has been some misinformation put forward about what has happened in other states. The Premier came out 
and said, �They can trade all these hours in Adelaide; surely we can do that.� We saw that lovely press item a 
couple of weeks ago: the shops were shut! I know that in Adelaide the shops are open on a Thursday night in the 
suburbs and on a Friday night in the city, but they are still not getting the trade. In Sydney, the shops are not 
open after hours. Food shops and strip shops may be�I do not mean �strip� shops in that other term; I mean 
strip shops along the road. I had the good fortune to be in Sydney last year during the papal visit. Hundreds of 
thousands of people were walking around the streets of Sydney during the evening. It was a joyous occasion. 
One morning I met with one of the ministers there. I said to him, �It amazes me. You�ve got the capacity to trade 
24 hours a day, seven days a week here in New South Wales, yet last night the only shops that were open after 
six o�clock at night were corner convenience stores�the 7-Elevens.� But people could not go into Dymocks to 
buy a book, they could not go into DJs and they could not go into Woolworths� small supermarket in town. After 
six o�clock they were shut. With an extra couple of hundred thousand people in town in Sydney�allegedly the 
hub of the universe in retail in Australia�the shops were shut after six o�clock! The same applies if we go to 
places like Brisbane.  

In terms of our argument here in Perth, members are right: it is not really about the Independent Grocers 
Alliance; it is not really about Coles and Woolworths; it is about food. It does not matter where one goes, it is all 
about food. It is not about where one buys whitegoods or furniture. We can already do that. People can go into 
Bunnings �  

Hon Liz Behjat: What about getting my nails done?  

Hon KATE DOUST: That is your problem; do it yourself!  

It is an artificial argument. Members opposite need to take into account, when looking at this, how it is going to 
impact. 

Several members interjected. 
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The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Ken Travers, I do not think you are really helping your deputy leader.  

Hon KATE DOUST: This argument is all about food. If we were to go down this path, most people would 
accept it. They would have thought about our proposal of going to seven o�clock, because people like the idea of 
maybe dropping in to pick up their capsicum or broccoli on their way home to cook their dinner.  

The argument is made about tourists needing to be able to shop at nine o�clock at night to buy their groceries. I 
have this image of tourists perusing Perth trying to find broccoli! I heard a funny story about Alice Cooper 
shopping in town last weekend. I said to my husband, �Isn�t that great�poor old Alice must be really worried; 
he can�t go and buy his broccoli for his dinner because we don�t open until nine o�clock at night.� It is about 
food. There is capacity already. It is up to this government to demonstrate that there is widespread support to 
trade until nine o�clock at night. It has not done that. The Premier has made no effort to try to discuss this issue 
outside his own party room. We do not even know what his discussions have been with the National Party.  

I come back to the argument about the Nats being out of this. Does that mean that on any piece of legislation that 
is city-centric, the National Party should absent itself permanently from any decision-making capacity on any 
legislation or motion or any other business concerning anything to do with the city? Is that the line the 
government is running, because that is just crazy? That is the way the government is going. 

I come to the issue of trading at night and, if other areas were able to trade at night, then the city would open 
beyond seven o�clock. Where does that leave us on Sunday? Fremantle and the city trade on a Sunday. Nobody 
else trades on a Sunday. Let me tell the honourable member that the minute that other suburbs are able to open 
up on Sundays, the city would absolutely die. We can go into the city now on a Sunday and it is busy at certain 
times of the year�Father�s Day, Mother�s Day, Easter; all that sort of stuff�but if we were to go into Myer to 
buy something on a Sunday afternoon, we would be hunting around for service. Businesses are not getting the 
trade; they are not bringing in the staff. The money is not there. Myer said it would not open until nine o�clock if 
the government went down that path. This is a contentious issue. It is never going to settle down until a proper 
review happens right across the industry. We have to take into account all the other factors in retail. As well as 
that, we have to look at how it will impact upon people who work in the industry.  

Hon Sue Ellery raised some very relevant points about how people ingress and egress out of their workplaces 
late at night. Until the government addresses the issues of transport, access to child care, appropriate family 
balance rosters for those people, as well as all those issues about classifications, sale of product, protection for 
small business and issues with tenancies and leases, then we are never going to resolve this issue. At this point in 
time, this government has not done the leg work. It has come out and said, �We�re elected so let�s do what we�ve 
always wanted to do. We�ll open the door on trading hours. We think nine o�clock.� No-one has been able to 
justify why nine o�clock. Why not seven o�clock or eight o�clock? No-one has been able to say why nine o�clock 
is the best option. There is no empirical evidence to suggest that that is the best option for everyone.  

Quite frankly, after work on a Thursday is when I tend to do my food shopping for my family. Mr President, I 
know you and I have had this discussion before about where we shop and the type of product we buy. If I go to 
my local supermarket on a Thursday night, the shops are shutting by seven o�clock. They are not worrying about 
staying open until nine o�clock because the trade is not there. The trade is not there now on a Thursday night. On 
a Saturday afternoon, by three o�clock a vast number of shopping centres and retail sectors are getting quiet. The 
trade is not there. I do not know how the government expects retailers to survive and thrive at nine o�clock. At 
the end of the day it is all academic. Until this government demonstrates to the community, and to everyone else 
that is involved, that there is actual demand for trading until nine o�clock, it is its problem, not ours. When the 
Premier is prepared to come and talk to people and explain that there is support, maybe people might be prepared 
to listen. Do not blame it on us. Bring in the National Party people and do the work. Bring the results in.   

HON PHIL EDMAN (South Metropolitan) [4.29 pm]: We can speculate about what Labor may have done if a 
different time had been proposed, because much of the debate is about the time that trading hours should be 
extended to, but I am asking that members of this chamber go beyond the issue of exactly when the hours should 
be extended to and consider how the current arrangements are impacting on our state�s tourism sector. 

Point of Order 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Mr President, I draw your attention to standing order 83 and ask that the member table 
the speech he is reading from. 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: These are notes. It is not a speech. 

The PRESIDENT: Any member is permitted to refer to notes when he or she speaks. Those notes can be very 
brief notes or they can be copious notes. If a document was being quoted word for word, the point of order 
would have some merit. At this stage I have no way of knowing for sure whether the member is reading in total 
from a document or whether he is reading from notes. If the member has a document that he wishes to table, of 
course he is at liberty to seek leave to table it. But I will be watching the debate with interest from this point. 



6366 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 8 September 2009] 

 

Debate Resumed 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: A lot of the debate in the lower house was on the issues faced by the people in the Perth 
metropolitan region. 

Point of Order 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The member cannot refer to a debate in the other place, particularly about legislation 
that we may get in this place one day. 

Hon Liz Behjat: Hopefully. 

The PRESIDENT: There is no point of order in a sense, but the member on his feet would be aware of standing 
orders that refer to debates in the other place. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: I remind members that the last significant step in deregulation came about from the 
negative impact that our trading hours were having on tourism in the 1990s. In 1994, the Liberal-National 
government created the two tourism precincts of Perth and Fremantle in response to continuing complaints from 
country, interstate and international visitors that our trading hours were making it very hard to make shopping a 
part of their visits. This was an important step in the orderly and staggered deregulation of trading hours. But 
15 years on, it is now time to take another step. 

Today, Perth has some of the most restrictive trading hours of any capital city in Australia. Even shoppers in 
Hobart have more choice than we do. Melbourne, for example, has a tourism strategy of selling itself as a 
shopping destination. Even people from our own state fly there for that reason. If shopping is an important part 
of holidaying�which it is for many people�we should be adapting to better capture the tourist dollar. 

Our tourism industry brings in outside money that feeds into our whole economy, so every tourist dollar lost is a 
dollar less for our economy. As discussed by the Premier in the lower house, a visitor to an east coast capital city 
spends about $125 a day, on average. A visitor to Western Australia spends on average about $93 a day. That is 
a drop of $32 a day, which represents more than a quarter of a tourist�s total spending. How is it that, on average, 
people are spending more money in Adelaide, Brisbane, Hobart, Sydney and Melbourne? It is not because our 
hotels, taxis, restaurants, entertainment and the like are 25 per cent cheaper than they are in any other city in 
Australia; it is because there is less opportunity to shop here and, consequently, less opportunity to spend. 

The Liberal Party knows how important this is, and so does the Labor Party. Its previous leader, for example, 
was very aware of what outsiders think of the Perth trading hours. I am referring to an article in The West 
Australian in which the former Premier, Alan Carpenter, recalled a conversation he had with a then visiting 
Malaysian government minister. During that visit, the minister said, �One thing you can do for us in Perth is 
open the shops. I can�t shop. I come here and everything is closed.� The member for Willagee�s response was, 
�We need to change that.� 

Point of Order 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Can I ask the member to identify the document that he is quoting from, please? 

The PRESIDENT: That is a reasonable request. Hon Phil Edman has been asked to identify the document he is 
quoting from. 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: The document I have is just some speech notes that I have written for myself. There is 
nothing more in it. It is not from a book; it is simply my own notes, Mr President. 

The PRESIDENT: Okay. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: That statement has become even more accurate now that we are doing so much as a 
government to make Western Australia a better state to live in and, in turn, a better state to visit. There are many 
exciting opportunities in this state, including the sinking of the railway line, the Perth arena, the Perth theatre and 
the waterfront development, all of which will bring a range of tourism and entertainment businesses. All these 
developments will have a positive impact on our competitiveness as a tourist destination. But as long as Western 
Australia continues to have such restrictive trading hours, we will never see their full potential reached. 

Point of Order 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: With the greatest respect to you, Mr President, I put it to you that the member is clearly 
reading a speech. I cannot tell whether he is quoting or not, because he is clearly reading every single word, 
including the quotes that he is attributing to other people. However, I put it to you that he is clearly reading a 
speech. 



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 8 September 2009] 6367 

 

The PRESIDENT: I cannot tell exactly either. One way the member himself can clear this up, if he wishes to, is 
at the end of his contribution to seek leave to table the document. Then we will all know whether it has been 
quoted word for word or whether it has not been quoted word for word. Perhaps that would resolve it to 
members� satisfaction, if the member on his feet wishes to do so. 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: I am happy to provide these notes. Members will see that what I am reading is not exactly 
the same. 

The PRESIDENT: The process is that at the conclusion of the member�s contribution, he seeks leave to table 
the papers that he has quoted from. 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: Thank you, Mr President. I am happy to table these notes after I have finished the speech. 
Is that � 
The PRESIDENT: No. 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: I will just keep talking; all right. I will have to get used to this. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: To better understand the importance of this potential growth in the retail sector, we must 
first understand what the retail sector means to our economy. Currently, Western Australia�s retail sector 
employs about 74 000 people, and it is estimated to be worth about $25 billion a year. That makes it one of the 
largest sectors of our economy and our biggest employer. Taking this sector�s relative importance and the retail 
sector growth seen over east, it seems hard to understand why we would resist deregulation and increased 
competition. Not only will we earn more money as a state and as a tourist destination, but also, most importantly, 
we will create jobs. 
Although I have argued that supporting our tourism sector is a good reason for deregulating trading hours, it 
would be foolish for any government to do so if its own people were against it. This is the argument being used 
by Labor to oppose the move, and, quoting from the Leader of the Opposition�s speech on the subject, it seems 
quite clear. He said � 

There is no community support for change and Labor, therefore, will not be supporting this legislation. 

Point of Order 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I seek clarification of whether the member is quoting from the Leader of the 
Opposition�s speech in the other place, in which case it would be highly disorderly. 

The PRESIDENT: It would not be disorderly if he acknowledged the source of the contribution. I do not know 
whether he is quoting from that speech or not. Members are aware, I am sure, that if they want to read a speech, 
they have to seek the permission of the house to do so, and that has been done before. In inaugural speeches, it is 
customary to read speeches, but after that it is not. From time to time, of course, ministers have that prerogative. 
They can read statements and second reading speeches. But members have to word their speeches themselves. 
They can refer to notes, of course, and some members require more notes than others. That is human nature. I am 
sure that the member making the contribution will learn a lot from these 10 minutes and, in his next contribution, 
will adhere to the standing orders in a much firmer way. Let Hon Phil Edman continue, and we will all be wiser 
in the future, I am sure. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: In relation to something else that a member on the other side talked about regarding 
questions, I would like to ask why Labor is asking loaded questions. It is hard to understand, given that just last 
year when it was in government, it paid Luscombe and Associates to carry out a community survey into retail 
trading hours. This was a government-funded, independent survey requested by Labor that asked whether people 
agreed that there should be no changes to trading hours in Western Australia, as the referendum in 2005 rejected 
changes to shop trading hours. For a party that is resting its whole argument on the results of a four-and-a-half-
year-old referendum and a handful of loaded questions, Labor must be interested in knowing that only 29 per 
cent of respondents agreed that the 2005 referendum showed that today�s shop trading hours should remain 
unchanged. Furthermore, when people were asked whether no changes should be made to trading hours, only 
28 per cent agreed. It would appear that the Labor Party has made the mistake of taking less than a third of the 
population as representing the majority. 

The reality is that, despite Labor�s claims, there is community support for change. For example, the 2008 survey 
found that 81 per cent of respondents agreed with the statement that some change in the shopping hours would 
be a good idea to help Perth keep up with the changes in people�s working hours. Seventy per cent of 
respondents agreed that we need to extend trading hours to give people more flexibility and choice, and 64 per 
cent agreed that we need a change in shopping hours to make Perth more vibrant. Finally, one of the simplest 
statements from the survey, which is very much in line with my argument, was that extended shop trading hours 
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are better for tourism. Eighty per cent of people agreed with that statement. If that is not a clear signal that 
people want changes for our tourism sector, I do not know what is. 

I seek leave to table my notes.  

Leave granted. 

[See paper 1087.] 

HON COL HOLT (South West) [4.42 pm]: This seems a bit like a Clayton�s debate: the debate we have even 
before the bill even comes into the house. However it is an opportunity to put the viewpoint of the Nationals and 
to defend our position. Our position has never wavered. We do not support extended trading hours and we never 
have. That was very clear before the last election and it is very clear now. We do not believe that this is just a 
city-centric debate, even though that has been suggested. It is about market dominance from the viewpoint of 
suppliers and growers. If we promote extended trading hours, and therefore promote the growth of the major 
retail stores, that will take competition out of the buyers� market. While most suppliers and growers live in 
regional Western Australia, we represent their views and interests on this matter. We believe that extended 
trading hours will have negative effects on them, and we will continue to represent their interests. 

We also consider ourselves a very independent party, and this is what we campaigned on in the last election. We 
are an independent party that will stand up for regional Western Australians. We have brought that independent 
stance to our alliance in government. We have not formed a coalition, as has been suggested in this house. It is 
an alliance and a power sharing arrangement under which we can clearly state the differences in our policy from 
that of the Liberal Party. If we wanted to form government only with parties that did not support extended retail 
trading hours, as suggested by Hon Ken Travers, we would not have much of a choice, because both major 
parties had policies of supporting extended trading hours. We did not have much of a choice in those things. The 
Nationals represent the views of regional Western Australians. We are protecting the interests of the suppliers 
and increased competition. That is what the government should be about. If city representatives want to debate 
extended trading hours from the viewpoint of their constituents, they should do so, but we will debate extended 
trading hours from our regional viewpoint. 

HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral) [4.46 pm]: The debate so far has been quite interesting, and some of 
the comments remind me of the daylight saving debate. I was listening to Hon Helen Morton. I do not know 
about the views of anybody else here, but at nine o�clock at night the last place I would want to be with a small 
child is in a shopping centre. 

Hon Helen Morton: I said I did not want to do that. 

Hon JON FORD: That is what the member was saying.  

I do not think there is any urgency in this issue. We have been accused at times of raising issues that are not 
urgent, but there is no urgency in this issue. There is currently a crisis off the Kimberley coast, where an oil rig is 
spewing oil into the ocean and threatening our coastline. No matter what anybody says, it represents a threat the 
extent of which we do not know, but we are not debating that. There are issues about looking after our public 
officers, but we are not debating those. Here we are debating retail trading hours. It was interesting to hear the 
view of the National Party. If the government cannot convince the National Party, it should not try to put the 
pressure on the opposition. 

There is not universal support. I was having a haircut the other day, which is a rare experience for me. My 
hairdresser�s name is Mr Snippy, and he has all sorts of opinions, as hairdressers do. He does not support 
extended trading hours. If his shop was in a mall, like those of some of his mates in the business, he would be 
forced to stay open late at night, and he does not know whether he would get the business. His view is that other 
people�s businesses would rise in value, and the next minute he would be getting a rent rise. He then talked about 
the unconscionable conduct of shopping premises landlords. The Commercial Tenancy (Retail Shops) 
Agreements Act 1985 is a real issue for him, rather than the matter of the hours of work. That brought the issue 
home to me. My electorate is in the bush. This is not an issue that is worried about or debated.  

Hon Norman Moore: That is because you�ve got extended shopping hours. 

Hon JON FORD: We have extended shopping hours, as the Leader of the House has said, in Karratha. I 
remember when the extended hours were brought in. I went in once at about one o�clock in the morning to the 
Karratha shopping centre, and there were about two people there.  

Hon Norman Moore: It was open 24 hours a day. 

Hon JON FORD: That is right; it was open, but it lasted about three months before they closed it up. The other 
issue is that there is choice; that is why we have convenience stores. We were talking about broccoli. If I want to 
buy a bit of broccoli, I can go to my local IGA or convenience shop. When I was a much younger person with a 
small family, and I was in the air force working long hours, we planned our shopping trips. Life is not all about 
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making other people work longer hours for our convenience. Everybody is entitled to have a life. The real issue 
here is that this is a government initiative. As the Leader of the Opposition said, the government should try to 
convince everyone around the cabinet table that it has the right position, and then try to convince the people of 
Western Australia. I am definitely convinced that the government does not have the support. People come to my 
office about a lot of issues, and not much of it is about retail trading hours. If there are, they are not people in my 
electorate, but that gets back to the bush versus the city issue. The Liberal Party should convince its government 
partners and then come to this house to talk to the opposition about this. It should not try to put the onus on us. 
The Liberal Party is in government and this is a Liberal Party initiative. If the Liberal Party cannot convince the 
National Party, it should not try to convince us. 

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders.  

CITY OF STIRLING THOROUGHFARES AND PUBLIC PLACES LOCAL LAW 2009 � 
DISALLOWANCE 

Discharge of Order 

Hon Robin Chapple reported that the concerns of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation had 
been satisfied, and on his motion without notice it was resolved � 

That order of the day 3, �City of Stirling Thoroughfares and Public Places Local Law 2009 � 
Disallowance�, be discharged from the notice paper.  

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL 2008 

Committee 

Resumed from 20 August. The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Jon Ford) in the chair; Hon Michael 
Mischin (Parliamentary Secretary) in charge of the bill. 

Clause 1: Short title � 
Progress was reported after the clause had been partly considered.  

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 2 and 3 put and passed. 
Clause 4: Section 297 amended � 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I move � 

Page 2, lines 13 to 28 � To delete the lines. 

I note that there is a similar amendment in the name of the Leader of the Opposition. The purpose of this 
amendment is to remove the effect this amending clause will have on juveniles. Clause 4 amends section 297 of 
the existing Criminal Code. As members will have been made aware during the Greens (WA) contribution to the 
second reading debate, we clearly stated that we oppose mandatory sentencing and that we find it particularly 
offensive for mandatory sentencing to be applied to juveniles. 

At this point it is worth putting on record comments made by the Commissioner for Children and Young People 
about this bill in her letter to the Attorney General dated 6 July 2009. I will quote briefly from the letter because 
in this state we have established, with the support of all political parties, a Commissioner for Children and 
Young People whose views about the welfare of children and young people in this state are valued. The letter 
states � 

It is in this context that I have been monitoring the progress of the Criminal Code Amendment Bill 
2008, and I write to express my view that young people should be excluded from the mandatory 
sentencing provisions. 

The letter continues further along � 

The general principles of juvenile justice, as stipulated in section 7 of the Young Offenders Act 1994 (as 
well as the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child) provide guidance as to how this 
distinction should be maintained. This includes the principle that detention is a last resort and, if 
required, is to be for as short a time as necessary. In 2007, the UN Committee on the Rights of the Child 
� confirmed this point: � 

There follows a quote from that committee. It reads � 

Children differ from adults in their physical and psychological development, and their 
emotional and educational needs. Such differences constitute the basis for the lesser 
culpability of children in conflict with the law. 
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Research has shown that the more frequently a young person is in contact with the justice system and 
the more serious this contact is, the more likely they are to continue to offend into adulthood. It is also 
thought that a �punitive approach involving greater incarceration does not work as a crime prevention 
measure, and indeed, tends to promote higher levels of recidivism particularly amongst young 
offenders�. 

The letter continues in a similar vein. 

Mr Deputy Chairman, I seek leave to table this letter. I wanted to table it during my contribution to the second 
reading debate, but it has only just become available, so I omitted to do so. I seek the leave of the chamber to 
table this document. 

Leave granted. [See paper 1088.] 

Hon GIZ WATSON: The other point I want to make about this amendment to completely remove juveniles 
from these provisions is a question that has been put to me; I think it is a valid one. What will be the interaction 
between this legislation and the existing Young Offenders Act 1994? Members may be aware that the Young 
Offenders Act has an �objects� clause, which is very clear about the difference between the objectives of dealing 
with young offenders and those for adult offenders. It seems to me that to insert a provision within the Criminal 
Code for mandatory provisions to apply to juveniles would be at odds with the intent of the Young Offenders 
Act. If we do not delete this clause, we will set up a fundamental contradiction in the legal approaches taken by 
these two different pieces of legislation. I would be interested to hear the parliamentary secretary�s response 
about whether the government has considered the possibility that the legislation being considered will bring 
about that inconsistency in law; and, if so, what advice the government has received in that regard.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The government has considered the implications. Its remit and the responsibility 
of the Attorney General is broader than that of the Commissioner for Children and Young People. The extent to 
which juveniles ought to be included in the ambit of this legislation has been considered. I have already 
foreshadowed that the government will be moving an amendment to exclude juveniles under the age of 16 years; 
otherwise we do not support the amendment.  

Committee interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 6379.] 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

REDRESS WA � CONNECTGROUPS 

817. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Community Services: 
I remind honourable members on this side that I get the first call! My question is to the minister for communities. 

I refer to advice from the minister�s office that Redress WA applicants seeking support can access support 
groups through ConnectGroups.  

(1) Have contracts been finalised with any providers through ConnectGroups to fund support groups for 
Redress WA applicants; and, if so, which ones and when were the contracts finalised? 

(2) How many support groups for Redress WA applicants through ConnectGroups are operating currently? 

(3) How many times have these support groups met? 

(4) Which support groups are available for Redress WA applicants in rural and remote areas? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. I will respond as the Minister for Community 
Services. 

(1) Redress WA is currently finalising a number of agreements with service providers to facilitate group 
counselling. It is anticipated that they will be in place within a few weeks. Redress WA has an 
agreement in place with ConnectGroups to act as a point of contact and information dissemination to 
assist in this area. Redress WA has funded a link on the ConnectGroups website to also assist in 
information dissemination. 

(2) As above, it is anticipated that several providers will be appointed within a few weeks to facilitate such 
support groups. 

(3) Not applicable. 

(4) Several of the service providers mentioned above are located in regional areas and Redress is 
progressing regional availability in the time lines mentioned above. 
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Today I was in touch with the Department for Communities and said that I want those contracts in place as soon 
as possible. While we are talking about Redress WA, the member might be interested to know that last week I 
changed the guidelines for Redress WA so that people who had applied for a payment and had not been assessed 
but had died in that period have had paid to their deceased estate a sum of $5 000. The payment has been put into 
the bank accounts of 21 people. This is an acknowledgement of those people who had applied but had died 
suddenly due to illness without their application going on to further assessment. 

FUNERAL ASSISTANCE � REPLACEMENT PROGRAM 

818. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Child Protection: 
Given that the Premier has previously advised this house that the review of the funeral assistance program has 
been completed � 
(1) What arrangements are in place to replace that program? 
(2) When will the government reassure Western Australians that WA is no longer the only state in the 

country that does not offer financial assistance for funeral costs to those in dire economic need? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 
I thank the member for her question. 
(1)-(2) The current arrangements in place are very similar to the previous arrangements. There is a person in 

the Department for Child Protection to whom we are referring all the phone calls from people who need 
assistance. We are still reviewing the best place to put the funeral assistance program. I do not believe it 
belongs in Child Protection, but it does belong somewhere. It has yet to be decided whether in the short 
term we keep it in Child Protection or put it elsewhere. However, the people of this state must 
understand that this is a caring and compassionate government and that we are burying people with 
dignity. 

SYNERGY AND VERVE ENERGY REAGGREGATION � REPORT 

819. Hon KATE DOUST to the Minister for Energy:  
Given that on 26 August the minister made the announcement that his government would not be proceeding with 
the remerger of Synergy and Verve Energy, why has the minister not tabled and made public the report about the 
proposed market rule changes and the vesting contract arrangements to allow industry and others to make 
informed decisions; and, when will the minister table that report?  

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
I thank the honourable member for the question. The day before I made that announcement I received the final 
copy of the Peter Oates review into the parlous financial situation of Verve Energy. I had received the draft 
report prior to that. We came to the decision then that as a government we would not move down the path of 
remerging Verve and Synergy. That was based on a significant amount of consultation that I had with all areas of 
the energy sector, and also of course most prominently as a direct result of the review that was conducted by 
Mr Peter Oates, which was a very good forensic analysis of Verve Energy�s financial plight. We have since then 
looked at the recommendations in that report and identified the extraordinary issues and challenges that we have 
in trying to make Verve an ongoing, viable financial operation. We have also ensured that Verve provides safe 
and secure electricity for Western Australians. We have therefore done all that in the past couple of weeks. 

However, I will say to the honourable member that I am aware of the uncertainty that has been created in the 
sector in the past few months as a result of the study into Verve Energy. I am comfortable with the decision that 
we made to take our time to assess the problems associated with Verve; I think it was the right decision. The 
member should bear in mind that it took years to determine the disaggregation process. The previous government 
actually got it wrong, and as a direct result of that we were faced with the loss of hundreds of millions of dollars 
in that entity. What we are doing now, therefore, is taking time to assess and consider the recommendations of 
the Oates review. I am doing that as the energy minister and I am in consultation with the Premier and my 
cabinet colleagues. All I can say about the actual date for the release of that report is that it will occur in the not-
too-distant future. 

FREMANTLE PORTS DREDGING � SILT PLUMES 

820. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer the minister to the article on the front page of today�s The West Australian titled �Silt plumes threat to 
beaches over summer�. 

(1) What are the effects of these harmful substances on � 
(a) humans; and 
(b) local wildlife? 
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(2) What plans are in place to monitor any effect of this dredging on the local environment? 

(3) What information campaign is planned to inform beachgoers of any possible risk associated with this 
dredging? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of her question. 

(1) I am advised that the contaminants in the sediment referred to in today�s The West Australian are below 
national water quality guideline levels that require special management. I am advised by the 
Department of Environment and Conservation that the levels of these contaminants do not pose a health 
or environmental risk. However, I understand that all of these contaminated sediments will be contained 
in the Rous Head site. 

(2) Following assessment by the Environmental Protection Authority and as part of the environmental 
approval for this project, Fremantle Ports is required to monitor discharges from the reclamation area at 
Rous Head during and at least six months following the dredging and disposal activity to demonstrate 
that the high ecological values adjacent to Rous Head have re-established. This is through the water 
quality monitoring program, which must be approved by the chief executive officer of the Department 
of Environment and Conservation.  

(3) I understand that Fremantle Ports has been implementing an information program to inform local 
authorities, port users and the public about the project.  

I also advise the house that this particular project was subject to a public environmental review, which 
was open for a six-week public comment period. When the Environmental Protection Authority 
provided its report to me in June, it was open for the usual two-week public appeal period and no 
appeals were lodged at that time, so I just inform the member of that. 

PRISONER TRANSPORTATION CONTRACT 

821. Hon GIZ WATSON to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Corrective 
Services: 

I refer to the death in custody of Mr Ward.  
(1) Will the minister please table the invitation to tender documents and criteria relating to the outsourcing 

of prisoner transportation that subsequently resulted in the contract for service provision between the 
state of Western Australia and Corrections Corporation of Australia Pty Ltd, the Court Security and 
Custodial Services contract? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 

(1) Yes. I table �Expression of Interest for the provision of: Police Custody Management Services; Court 
Custody Management Services; Prisoner Movement Services; and Court Security Services� prepared by 
the Department of Contract and Management Services in July 1997. The evaluation criteria are located 
on page 20 of this document. 

(2) Not applicable. 
[See paper 1089.] 

KARRAKATTA UNDERPASS 

822. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the Karrakatta underpass that was recently opened. 
(1) Will the minister undertake to ensure that a report is prepared on the problems encountered and the 

lessons to be learnt from the procurement, construction and management of this project? 
(2) If yes to (1), will the minister ensure that a copy of this report is made public? 
(3) If no to (2), why not? 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 

(1) No, but I can advise that as part of its normal processes, the Public Transport Authority will be 
reviewing this project. 

(2)-(3) Not applicable. 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT � ESTABLISHMENT 

823. Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH to the Minister for Training: 
I refer to the minister�s comment on 6PR on 1 September 2009 that the establishment of the new Department of 
Training and Workforce Development will involve transference of staff. 

(1) How many TAFE-based full-time equivalents will be transferred to the new department and will the 
minister provide a breakdown by location? 

(2) How many non-TAFE-based FTEs will be transferred and will the minister provide a breakdown by 
location? 

(3) Will the transferred staff be located at their present campuses or offices after the establishment of the 
new department; and, if not, where will they be relocated? 

(4) How many of the staff to be transferred also provide services to the education sector of the present 
Department of Education and Training? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(4) The Department of Education and Training is currently preparing an implementation plan for transition 
to the establishment of the new agency. Indicative details of FTEs and their location will be known 
once the implementation plan has been completed. 

DEPARTMENT OF TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT � ESTABLISHMENT 

824. Hon ALISON XAMON to the Minister for Training: 
I refer to the creation of the Department of Training and Workforce Development and the government�s plan to 
reshape the technical and further education system. 

(1) Which recreation courses and community education courses will be cut or only offered at a reduced 
number of campuses? 

(2) How many TAFE lecturers will lose their jobs as a result of the cuts and/or reductions in (1)? 
(3) If the decision has not yet been made in regard to (1), when will it be made? 
(4) Has industry been consulted regarding the cuts to the recreation courses and community education 

courses? 
Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(4) The new Department of Training and Workforce Development will have a renewed focus on 
employment opportunities arising from the anticipated expansion of resource projects in Western 
Australia over the coming years. Recreation courses are currently offered on a fee-for-service basis and 
will continue to be offered subject to demand. Community education courses will be reviewed with a 
focus on supporting adult community education as well as foundation, bridging and pathway training, 
which will lead to further training and employment. The new department will be working closely with 
the State Training Board to identify priority courses and programs that lead directly to employment, 
with a particular focus on Aboriginal training and employment opportunities. This work will be 
developed as part of the state training plan for 2010 and will involve extensive consultation with 
industry training councils and employers. 

ST JOHN AMBULANCE � EMERGENCY HELICOPTER 

825. Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM to the minister representing the Minister for Police: 
(1) Is it true that St John Ambulance has been asked to reduce its use of the emergency helicopter funded 

under the Fire and Emergency Services Authority budget because of cuts to the FESA budget? 

(2) Can the minister confirm reports that senior management at St John Ambulance has overruled 
communications centre staff decisions to send the emergency helicopter to attend regional crashes? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 

The Fire and Emergency Services Authority advises �  

(1) No; there have been no budget cuts. 

(2) This question needs to be redirected to St John Ambulance. 
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WEST ATLAS RIG � OIL SPILL 

826. Hon JON FORD to the Minister for Fisheries: 

(1) Is the Western Australian Department of Fisheries assessing the impact of the oil discharge on wildlife 
from the West Atlas rig off the Kimberley coast? 

(2) If yes to (1), how is this being done and what has been found to date? 

(3) If no to (1), what role does or will the Department of Fisheries have in assessing the impact of the oil 
discharge on the Kimberley marine environment? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) The Department of Fisheries has been in regular contact with the incident controller in the Western 
Australian Department of Transport who maintains a close liaison with the Australian Maritime Safety 
Authority, which is the lead agency responsible for the oil spill response under the national plan 
arrangement. In addition, the Department of Fisheries has maintained regular contact with the 
Australian Fisheries Management Authority, which is providing briefings on developments with the 
spill response. The department is also a member of the oil spill response team, which is led by the 
environment and science coordinator in the Department of Environment and Conservation. This team 
advises the environment and science coordinator, who is a single point of contact for advice to the 
incident controller, on response strategies and environmental protection priorities from a state 
perspective, considering wildlife, fisheries and environmental protection issues more broadly. The 
Department of Environment and Conservation is also maintaining regular contact with the 
commonwealth Department of the Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts. 

PAGANONI SWAMP � CLEARING 

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

I refer to the clearing of 48 hectares of Paganoni Swamp and the rezoning of the conservation reserve from parks 
and recreation to urban as proposed in the draft �Southern Metropolitan and Peel Sub-Regional Structure Plan� 
to facilitate a transit-oriented development. 

(1) Is this the first time this has been publicised? 

(2) Who initiated this proposal? 

(3) Given Paganoni Swamp is one of the most significant conservation reserves in the south metropolitan 
region, is listed as a Bush Forever site and is also on the Register of the National Estate, have 
alternative sites north of the proposed site been investigated? 

(4) If yes to (3), where are these sites and why have they not been chosen? 

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

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

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

(1) Yes. The �Southern Metropolitan and Peel Sub-Regional Structure Plan� is open for public comment 
until 23 September 2009. There is no proposal to clear 48 hectares of Paganoni Swamp. The structure 
plan identifies a portion of the north west corner of Paganoni Swamp as �urban investigation� to 
support the future Karnup train station development. The report also notes the significant development 
constraints that would need to be assessed for the land to be considered for future urban development. 

(2) It was the Department of Planning, formerly known as the Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

(3) Yes. 

(4) Locations further north along the railway line were investigated as part of the design of the Perth-
Mandurah railway line. 

(5) The proposed station site, which does not itself affect Paganoni Swamp, was selected by the Public 
Transport Authority as it is best located, being 200 metres north of the intersection of Paganoni Road.  
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SCIENCE AND LANGUAGE CENTRES � FEDERAL ECONOMIC STIMULUS PLAN 

828. Hon ED DERMER to the minister representing the Minister for Education: 
(1) What was the total amount of federal money that the Department of Education and Training made 

application for in the category of science and language centres for the twenty-first century as part of the 
nation building economic stimulus plan? 

(2) What was the total amount of funding received for the science and language centres? 

(3) Will the minister provide a list of the government schools that were included in the state�s application 
and the amount of money required for each science and language centre; and, if not, why not? 

(4) Which schools, if any, were unsuccessful? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question.  

(1) The Department of Education and Training made applications for a total amount of $52.045 million 
under the Science and Language Centres for 21st Century Secondary Schools element of the Building 
the Education Revolution program. 

(2) An amount of $34.060 million has been awarded for work to be done in 25 public schools. The decision 
about which schools received money for science and language centres was made by the Deputy Prime 
Minister, Ms Julia Gillard. 

Parts (3) and (4) have very extensive responses, and I seek leave to have those responses incorporated into 
Hansard. 
Leave granted.  [See paper 1090.] 

The following material was incorporated � 
 

3. The Department of Education and Training forwarded applications from the following schools to the Department of Education, 
Employment and Workplace Relations in Canberra for consideration by a national assessment panel:- 

Armadale Senior High School $ 1 750 000 
Australind Senior High School $ 60 000 
Balga Senior High School $ 250 000 
Bridgetown High School $ 850 000 
Broome Senior High School $ 700 000 
Bruce Rock District High School $ 510 000 
Bunbury Senior High School $ 1 970 000 
Busselton Senior High School $ 1 970 000 
Cecil Andrews Senior High School $ 1 750 000 
Como Secondary College $ 1 970 000 
Cyril Jackson Senior Campus $ 1 750 000 
Duncraig Senior High School $ 300 000 
Eastern Hills Senior High School $ 40 000 
Esperance Senior High School $ 1 970 000 
Geraldton Secondary College $ 300 000 
Girrawheen Senior High School $ 1 750 000 
Gnowangerup District High School $ 500 000 
Hamilton Senior High School $ 1 750 000 
Hampton Senior High School $ 1 400 000 
Harvey Senior High School $ 900 000 
John Curtin College of the Arts $ 1 970 000 
John Forrest Senior High School $ 1 700 000 
John Willcock College $ 600 000 
Katanning Senior High School $ 1 970 000 
Kent Street Senior High School $ 1 970 000 
Leonora District High School $ 350 000 
Lesmurdie Senior High School $ 85 000 
Lockridge Senior High School $ 1 970 000 
Mirrabooka Senior High School $ 1 750 000 
Morley Senior High School $ 1 970 000 
North Lake Senior Campus $ 1 970 000 
Perth Modern School $ 1 970 000 
Pinjarra Senior High School $ 1 970 000 
Rockingham Senior High School $ 1 970 000 
Swan View Senior High School $ 1 750 000 
Toodyay District High School $ 450 000 
Thornlie Senior High School $ 600 000 
Warwick Senior High School $ 1 970 000 
Yanchep District High School $ 300 000 
Yule Brook College $ 350 000 
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4. The following schools were unsuccessful:- 

Australind Senior High School 
Bruce Rock District High School 
Como Secondary College 
Cyril Jackson Senior Campus 
Duncraig Senior High School 
Eastern Hills Senior High School 
Gnowangerup District High School 
John Curtin College of the Arts 
Kent Street Senior High School 
Leonora District High School 
Lesmurdie Senior High School 
Lockridge Senior High School 
North Lake Senior Campus 
Perth Modern School 
Rockingham Senior High School 
Thornlie Senior High School 

The Minister for Education, the Hon Elizabeth Constable MLA, will be writing to the Commonwealth Minister for Education Employment 
and Workplace Relations expressing her concern regarding the total amount of funding allocated under this program to public and private 
schools in Western Australia and seeking an explanation of the reasoning behind the Commonwealth Government�s decision-making. 

 

PUBLIC HOUSING PROJECT � COMMONWEALTH FUNDING 

829. Hon ADELE FARINA to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Housing and 
Works: 

I refer to the minister�s announcement last week that 1 700 homes for people on low incomes would be built in 
Western Australia in the next two years, under a $479 million state-federal project, using money from the second 
stage of the federal economic stimulus plan. 

(1) How much of the $479 million package is being funded by the state government? 

(2) How many of the 1 700 homes will be built in the south west region? 

(3) In relation to (2), will the minister advise � 

(a) in which south west towns the houses will be built; 

(b) the number of houses to be built in each of the south west towns listed in (a); 

(c) when, during the two-year program, the houses will be built; and 

(d) the size of the houses to be built by reference to the number of bedrooms and bathrooms? 

(4) What are the eligibility criteria for accessing the housing?  

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

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

(1) None. The $479 million is the expected stage 2 allocation to Western Australia from the commonwealth 
government�s Nation Building�Economic Stimulus Plan. The total allocation to Western Australia is 
close to $550 million across stages 1 and 2 of the package. 

(2) The final number of houses that will be built in the south west region will be known when negotiations 
with proponents are finalised and approved by the commonwealth. 

(3) (a) Development projects in the following communities are being negotiated: Bunbury, Margaret 
River, Busselton, Australind and Dalyup.  

(b) Negotiations are underway that will confirm the final number of properties in stage 2 in south 
west towns.  

(c) Commonwealth guidelines specify, under stages 1 and 2, that 75 per cent of the stimulus 
properties will be complete by December 2010.  

(d) Construction of units will be predominantly aged, single and small-family accommodation, 
and will consist of one, two or three bedrooms. 

(4) The properties will be allocated to highest-need clients on the public housing waiting list, in accordance 
with the commonwealth guidelines. 
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MINING AND PETROLEUM APPROVAL PROCESSES � REVIEW 

830. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the Minister for Environment:  
I refer to the review of the approval processes in Western Australia by the Industry Working Group, tabled in 
this house on Wednesday, 12 August 2009, specifically recommendation 6, phase 2, on page 61. 

(1) Does the minister support these recommendations�that is, to set up a single decision-making authority 
for all mining and petroleum approvals, with all other departments feeding in through that authority? 

(2) If yes to (1), why? 

(3) If no to (1), why not?  

(4) If yes to (1), is the minister prepared to allow the Environmental Protection Authority to become merely 
an advisory body to the new decision-making authority? 

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

(6) If yes to (4), at what point in the recommendation approval process will the public have the opportunity 
to formally comment on the EPA�s recommendations? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(6) The Industry Working Group report, entitled �Review of Approval Processes in Western Australia�, 
was prepared for the Minister for Mines and Petroleum by industry representatives. This report and its 
recommendations, the environmental impact assessment review undertaken by the EPA and other 
reviews will be considered by the ministerial task force on approvals in determining changes to 
approval processes. I can assure the member that there is no intention to reduce the rigour of the 
environmental approvals processes or dilute the role of the Minister for Environment.  

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING � TENANCIES FOR OFFICERS 

831. Hon JOCK FERGUSON to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Housing 
and Works: 

I refer to the Cannington office of the Department of Housing. 

(1) How many tenancies are allocated to each housing service officer? 

(2) How many tenancies are allocated to each property service officer? 

(3) How many tenancies are allocated to each Aboriginal customer support officer? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question.  

(1) On average, 339 tenancies are allocated to each officer. 

(2) On average, 891 tenancies are allocated to each officer. 

(3) Tenancies are not allocated to Aboriginal customer support officers. 

PUBLIC HOUSING MAINTENANCE � PILBARA AND KIMBERLEY REGIONS 

832. Hon HELEN BULLOCK to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Housing 
and Works: 

(1) What was the total budget allocation for maintenance on public housing in the Pilbara and Kimberley 
regions for the following financial years � 

(a) 2006-07;  

(b) 2007-08;  

(c) 2008-09; and 

(d) 2009-10? 

(2) What was the actual expenditure on maintenance of public housing for the Pilbara and Kimberley 
regions for the following financial years � 

(a) 2006-07;  

(b) 2007-08; and 

(c) 2008-09? 
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Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) (a) In 2006-07 it was $11.959 million. 

(b) In 2007-08 it was $14.187 million. 

(c) In 2008-09 it was $22.316 million.  

(d) In 2009-10 it was $21.163 million.  

(2) (a) In 2006-07 it was $11.726 million.  

(b) In 2007-08 it was $15.718 million.  

(c) In 2008-09 it was $20.140 million. 

GENDER PAY GAP � INITIATIVES 

833. Hon ALISON XAMON to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Commerce: 
I refer to Western Australia�s gender pay gap, which, at over 27 per cent, is the largest in Australia. What 
specific initiatives does the government intend to use to reduce WA�s substantial gender pay gap to at least the 
national average?  

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. The minister has provided the following 
answer � 

The Department of Commerce is continuing to progress pay equity initiatives that aim to reduce Western 
Australia�s gender pay gap. A significant range of pay equity resources has been developed over the past three 
years, including the unique automated pay equity audit tool. These resources will be maintained and updated on 
an ongoing basis, and are accessible via the Department of Commerce�s website. The pay equity audit initiative 
aims to encourage private and public sector organisations to undertake pay equity audits to identify barriers to 
female participation in career progression in their workplaces. This includes providing detailed gender pay gap 
data to large public sector agencies on an annual basis. This initiative will continue to be undertaken by the 
labour relations division of the Department of Commerce. The initiative is a well-accepted, voluntary program 
from which public and private sector organisations can gain ongoing advice and support in implementing pay 
equity strategies. 

WEDGE ISLAND AND GREY SETTLEMENT LEASES � TASK FORCE 

834. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to the minister�s previous response to a question from me in March this year about the future of the leases 
at Wedge Island and Grey settlement.  

(1) Has the minister reconvened the task force established by the previous government? 

(2) If yes to (1), has the task force commenced its meetings? 

(3) If not, why not? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 
I thank the member for the question.  

(1)-(3) No, I have not re-established that task force. I have met with the various groups and I am currently 
considering it. I will be discussing it with my colleagues. 

SYNERGY � A1 TARIFF 

835. Hon KATE DOUST to the Minister for Energy: 
(1) How many Synergy customers have reverted to the A1 tariff from smart power since 1 September 

2008? 

(2) How many Synergy customers have reverted to the A1 tariff from smart power since 1 September 2008 
in the following areas � 

(a) Thornlie; 

(b) Huntingdale; and 

(c) Gosnells?  



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 8 September 2009] 6379 

 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question.  

(1) As at 1 September 2009, 1 131 SmartPower customers have reverted to the A1 tariff since 1 September 
2008. In the same period, 2 499 new customers have signed up to SmartPower, resulting in SmartPower 
customer numbers increasing by 1 468 since 1 September 2008. 

(2) I ask that this question be put on notice as this specific data was not able to be prepared without notice. 
More time will be required.  

SENIORS CARD � ELIGIBILITY REVIEW 

836. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Seniors and Volunteering: 
I refer to the eligibility review of the WA Seniors Card. Given that senior stakeholders were advised that this 
review would be completed by June, when can WA seniors expect to be advised of whether the eligibility criteria 
have been changed?  

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for her question. It is taking more time than we expected to change the eligibility 
criteria. We are still looking at it. I am not going to put a final date on it. When it is done, I want it done 
properly. I am happy to let the member know when we have completed the review and what we are going to do.  

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE 813 
Answer Advice 

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan � Minister for Environment) [5.32 pm]: I have an answer 
to question without notice 813 asked by Hon Alison Xamon on 20 August 2009. I seek leave to have the answer 
incorporated into Hansard.  

Leave granted. 

[See paper 1097.] 

The following material was incorporated � 
 

(1) The Forest Management Plan 2004-2013 provides for the management of timber harvesting on State forest and timber reserves. 
The plan provides for measures at the whole-of-forest, landscape and operational scales to protect fauna species. These include: 

! the formal conservation reserve system across the south-west forest area; 

! establishing informal reserves along streams and a range of other areas and fauna habitat zones, to provide a refuge for plant and 
animal species and help to recolonise harvested forest; and 

! retaining habitat trees in harvest coupes, with the priority being to retain trees with signs of use by fauna, such as nesting trees. 

(2) - (4) The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) approves and monitors timber harvesting consistent with the 
requirements of the forest management plan. Prior to harvesting a comprehensive Planning Checklist for Disturbance Activities is completed. 
DEC uses a compliance system of Incident Reports, Works Improvement Notices or Management Letters. Should non-compliance in timber 
harvesting operations be identified, DEC may issue the Forest Products Commission with an Incident Report for minor issues, a Works 
Improvement Notice if the non-compliance can be rectified by further field operations, or a Management Letter where improvements to 
systems or processes may be required. 

DEC undertakes an audit program that includes management of native forest harvesting and environmental protection. 
 

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL 2008 
Committee 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Helen Morton) in the 
chair; Hon Michael Mischin (Parliamentary Secretary) in charge of the bill.  

Clause 4: Section 297 amended � 

Committee was interrupted after the amendment moved by Hon Giz Watson had been partly considered. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I will attempt again to ask the parliamentary secretary to specifically address the question 
of whether, in the preparation of this bill, consideration was given to the conflict of the objects and principles of 
the Young Offenders Act 1994; and, if advice was taken, what was that advice?  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The provisions do not conflict with the Young Offenders Act. Section 6 of the 
Young Offenders Act only states the objectives of the act. Those objectives can be subject to specific legislation; 
for example, section 401 of the Criminal Code provides for mandatory terms of imprisonment in the event of 
three convictions for burglary of habitations.  
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Hon GIZ WATSON: On a technical matter, my colleague says she is finding it hard to hear the answers. I do 
not know whether it is the mic or whether she is getting old and deaf! I draw the parliamentary secretary�s 
attention to section 7 of the Young Offenders Act, which states �  

The general principles that are to be observed in performing functions under this Act are that � 
� 

(h) detaining a young person in custody for an offence, whether before or after the person is found 
to have committed the offence, should only be used as a last resort and, if required, is only to 
be for as short a time as is necessary; 

It seems to me that that principle of prison being the last resort, in the case of juveniles, is fundamentally 
offended by the amendments that we are contemplating in this bill. That is an example of how I believe the two, 
if this becomes law, would be at odds with the Young Offenders Act 1994. Perhaps the parliamentary secretary 
might respond to that.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Section 7 of the Young Offenders Act starts off saying �  

The general principles that are to be observed in performing functions under this Act �� 
It sets out a variety of general principles. In this case we are dealing with very narrowly defined offences that 
would ordinarily warrant, in the government�s view, a term of imprisonment as a minimum penalty; and, in the 
case of juveniles, that term of imprisonment is at least three months� detention or imprisonment. We are talking 
about offences as serious as assaulting a public officer in the execution of his or her duty, and doing that public 
officer bodily harm or doing grievous bodily harm to a public officer. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I think what I am hearing is that whereas the Young Offenders Act has a range of general 
principles, this provision, as an amendment to the Criminal Code, would override or would have precedent. That 
is what I am hearing the parliamentary secretary say�that is, because it deals with a specific offence. An 
interesting question is: at what point do general principles get put to one side and we say, �Now we are dealing 
with something really specific and our general principles are going to be overwritten�? That is what I think we 
are saying here, if clause 4 stands.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: There are a number of exceptions to those general principles. One of them is 
under section 401 of the Criminal Code, as I have just pointed out. Otherwise, there is also murder, for example. 
So there are a number of occasions on which those general principles might be felt to be inappropriate and 
subject to specific provisions. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Perhaps I will try a slightly different angle on this. Is it also the government�s proposition 
that the fundamental principle is that there is a different approach to the offending of children, or juveniles, and 
the offending of adults? It seems to me that it is a fairly fundamental tenet of the way laws are structured that we 
have a different approach to young people because we recognise a range of things�they are less likely to 
reoffend, and they have a greater prospect of rehabilitation and leading a non-offending life from there on in�
and that this also is a departure from that principle. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Generally, yes; the government considers that some offences ought to be punished 
by minimum terms of imprisonment or detention, and this is one of them. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I want to ask two questions about this amendment. This amendment seeks to delete some 
words from the bill, and it is that part of the bill that deals with section 297�grievous bodily harm, the more 
serious offence. Does the government have any information about how many juveniles would be captured by the 
amendments in this part of the bill? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Yes. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I wonder whether the government might be so generous as to share that with members. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I can do a bit better than that. I am informed that in 2008 there were some 320 
lodgements for offences under section 318 of the code�that is, in all categories of offending under section 
318�in the Children�s Court. Only three of them were not for breaches of section 318(1)(d). 

Hon Sue Ellery: Section 297? 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: There were 21 juvenile lodgements under section 297. Fifteen of them were for 
offenders aged 16 and 17 years. Of the 320 lodgements in the Children�s Court for offending under section 
318(1)(d), 124�that is, some 39 per cent of them�were for offenders aged 16 and 17 years. The amendment, of 
course, is being proposed to eliminate juveniles from these provisions. I have already foreshadowed that we will 
be proposing an amendment to exclude juveniles under the age of 16. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I thank the parliamentary secretary. That takes me to my second point. The parliamentary 
secretary made the point when he stood to answer the questions asked by Hon Giz Watson that the government 
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would not support this amendment. I have an identical amendment in my name, so obviously I will support this 
first amendment. However, the parliamentary secretary put to the house that the government would not support 
this amendment, and he relied on the fact that he had foreshadowed a further amendment on the notice paper 
regarding an age group whereby the government seeks to capture some juveniles, but not all juveniles. The basis 
of the government�s opposition to this amendment is that it thinks that some juveniles should be captured by the 
application of the mandatory sentencing provisions. Can the parliamentary secretary spell out for the chamber 
now why he thinks they should apply to that particular age and not apply to another age? What evidence does the 
parliamentary secretary have? Part of that might include what I just asked him about regarding the number of 
juveniles affected. However, what is the evidence that the parliamentary secretary relies on that says that it is 
reasonable for the state to apply mandatory sentencing principles to 16-year-olds but not to 15-year-olds? What 
is the evidence that the parliamentary secretary relies on for taking that position? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: In the government�s judgement, these offenders are more mature�they are young 
adults; they are not strictly children�and there is a public policy consideration that has already been explained 
in the second reading speech and during the course of debate. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: I am very disappointed to hear that. It does not sound like there is any sound reason to 
incorporate children aged 16 and 17 into this legislation. I do not think that anyone in this chamber is suggesting 
that juveniles should never be imprisoned. I think that everyone here would accept that there are 
circumstances�murder would be one, for example�in which we would certainly expect the penalty to fit the 
nature of the crime. I remind members of this chamber that the concerns that the Greens hold are about the lack 
of discretion in how this is going to occur. Coming back to the Young Offenders Act and the principles inherent 
in it, again, as Hon Giz Watson pointed out, putting a young person in custody should be for only as short a time 
as is necessary. As has been mentioned before, the concern that we certainly hold is that we can foresee 
circumstances in which juveniles captured by this provision will simply not have committed an offence that 
would be deemed in any reasonable person�s judgement to be as serious as one would ordinarily expect to jail a 
juvenile�a child. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Can I just check that I have the numbers right? The number of children who have been 
charged with offences of the kind that are spelt out in section 297 is 21. Do I have that number correct? 

Hon Michael Mischin: Yes. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: It is 21. Of those 21, 15, as I understand it, were 16 or over. Do I have that number right? 

Hon Michael Mischin: Yes. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: If that is the case, has the government done estimations of what that number means for its 
bed capacity in juvenile justice facilities? I would be interested in knowing whether the government has worked 
out what that will mean and whether it has those 15 additional beds available to house those juveniles. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I should clarify that those 21 juvenile lodgements for offending under section 297 
include all offenders against section 297, not just those who have done grievous bodily harm to public officers�
police officers. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Can you narrow it down to those offences against public officers? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: No, because the lodgements cannot be easily differentiated on the information 
available to the Children�s Court. I cannot give the member that information; we do not have it. There is no 
specific offence under section 297, as it currently stands, that differentiates between victims and so is able to be 
picked up. One can make an educated guess that it would be fewer than 21, but that is it. Only 15 of those 21 
were 16 or 17 years of age. If the government�s amendment is passed, we would be looking at a figure somewhat 
less than 15. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I appreciate the parliamentary secretary�s answer. The reason I wanted to raise that point is 
that what we are doing is serious enough in itself, in considering the notion that mandatory sentencing provisions 
should apply to children, if we jump ahead of ourselves a little and assume that the will of the house is to support 
the government�s amendment and that this amendment fails. If we were to find ourselves in a position of saying 
that the mandatory sentencing provisions will apply in effect to a smaller number of juveniles, they will still 
apply to some 15 of them. I am asking about the capacity of the juvenile justice facilities to find extra positions 
because not only are we applying mandatory sentencing provisions to juveniles, which is a serious thing to do, 
but we are doing it at a time when it is understood that the capacity of our corrective services facilities for 
juveniles and adults is under considerable pressure. I cannot remember the number of juvenile positions off the 
top of my head, but I am familiar with the numbers in adult corrective services facilities�an extra 700 or 900 in 
the past seven months or so. When we apply mandatory sentencing provisions we send the offenders to a facility 
and we hope that that facility has the capacity to treat them humanely, and to provide some education or training 
programs to assist them to move on with their lives once they have served their sentences. What information is 



6382 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 8 September 2009] 

 

the government able to provide about the capacity of the juvenile corrective services facilities to provide the beds 
and the kinds of programs that, at the very least, we as a humane society should provide to children? We cannot 
provide them to adults, although there is an argument that we have an equally strong moral obligation to provide 
them for adults, but at the very least a humane society should be able to provide those programs for children. 
What information can the parliamentary secretary provide about the capacity to do that? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I do not propose to go into that area. It is a question for the Department of 
Corrective Services. This bill proposes to impose minimum terms of imprisonment on serious offending, such as 
doing an injury to someone acting in the course of his or her duties that is of such a character as to cause or be 
likely to cause permanent injury to health, or that endangers or is likely to endanger life. We will just have to 
agree to differ on whether someone who does that sort of an injury to a person carrying out his or her job should 
be imprisoned for no less than three months. The government thinks that it should happen. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I appreciate that the parliamentary secretary might not want to talk about the impact that 
this legislation will have on corrective services, but it is directly linked to corrective services. A direct 
consequence of mandatory sentencing is an increase in the resources required for corrective services. While the 
parliamentary secretary might not want to talk about it, and may not now be in a position to talk about it, maybe, 
bearing in mind the time, he may be able to get some information during the dinner break to assist. There is a 
direct consequence, and we are being asked to accept that it is reasonable to apply mandatory sentencing 
provisions to a category of children that has not been contemplated in this state before. I note the parliamentary 
secretary�s comments about the seriousness of the offences committed, and I do not baulk at that at all, nor am I 
saying that people should not pay a price for committing those offences. However, this legislation has, not an 
indirect, but a direct consequence by virtue of its mandatory status, on corrective services. If the government 
does not allocate resources and pay attention to the impact this legislation will have on corrective services 
facilities, it is a recipe for disaster. I am sure that the government, in considering whether to proceed with this 
bill, has considered the impact on juvenile corrective services. It will have done some numbers to work out what 
bed capacity it has and what programs it has, and what this will mean for budgets in the future. That is what a 
good Minister for Corrective Services should be doing, even though he happens also to be the Attorney General 
at the same time. The minister should be wearing both hats and working out the budget implications for one 
portfolio when making a decision in another portfolio. It has a direct consequence. 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: I will be very interested to see the progress of this amendment. A counter-amendment 
has been offered by the government, and I am sure it has been considered by members in the chamber. The time 
must come at which members put up what their views are on the questions the Chair will put before this 
committee. Do they agree or disagree? That is the ultimate point that we arrive at. It has struck me throughout 
the progress of this bill that a key opposition party keeps telling us everything that is wrong with the bill but says 
that it will support it. Now, as we proceed through a very protracted committee stage, we are once more getting 
bogged down on matters that are not directly relevant to the question before the house. I do not say �the question 
before the Chair�, Madam Deputy Chair (Hon Helen Morton) because you are showing an admirable amount of 
discretion in permitting a free ranging debate. That is what this chamber is all about. However, there must come 
a point at which the members of this chamber must respond to the test of the question�whether they agree with 
it or not. 

Hon Adele Farina: We must be able to obtain the information we need to make a decision. 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: The point I want to make is that I have been listening during the second reading stage 
and thus far in the committee stage to some humbug from members. Although they protest in the last gasp that 
they support the bill�presumably that is for public consumption�they spend all their time in the debate 
speaking against the bill and its various provisions. So far, in the committee stage, they have spent a considerable 
amount of time, and seem determined to spend considerably more time, stopping the Committee of the Whole 
from getting to the point at which the question can be put. That is just the same as opposing the bill; it is trying to 
frustrate the bill�s progress. The avenue of recourse available to the opposition, if that is what it wants to do, is 
simply to vote against the bill, or whichever proposal is in the amendment. However, members opposite seem to 
think that they need to micromanage the administration of the Department of Corrective Services. The attitude of 
the government is that a young person aged 16 or over�let us not have any more of this �child� stuff�who 
commits grievous bodily harm�for example, under section 297�should go to jail. There might be one or two 
examples of that, or three or four, or however many. A small number of examples per annum might come under 
the purview of these amendment provisions and cop a three-month mandatory jail sentence. I suspect that most 
of them would go to jail anyway under the current provisions. We are talking about a minuscule imposition on 
the Department of Corrective Services, and it is up to the department to manage it. It is certainly not up to 
members here to try to micromanage from the opposition benches.  

Hon Adele Farina: You would ask the same questions if you were sitting on this side of the house. 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: Would we, indeed? I do not think so. 
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Hon Jon Ford: We would do a better job. 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: That remains to be seen. I do not know whether this sort of information can be 
conjured up on a whim. Has it been asked for before in briefings? I do not know, but I suspect that it has not. 
However, come 7.30 pm, when you resume the chair, Madam Deputy Chair, it will be time to put up or shut up 
for members opposite.  

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Before the dinner break, and before we were subject to a little lecture on how we should 
move forward, I had asked whether the parliamentary secretary would be able to provide any information about 
the impact on the corrective services component of the expected intake of a greater number of juveniles if these 
mandatory sentencing provisions are rolled out. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: No.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Well, the parliamentary secretary can choose to ignore me; or he can say that he does not 
have the information, or he can say that he does. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I do not have the information, nor is it relevant to the amendment that is proposed, 
which seeks to delete those clauses entirely. 

Amendment put and a division taken, the Deputy Chairman (Hon Helen Morton) casting her vote with the noes, 
with the following result � 

Ayes (11) 

Hon Helen Bullock Hon Sue Ellery Hon Lynn MacLaren Hon Alison Xamon 
Hon Robin Chapple Hon Adele Farina Hon Sally Talbot Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 
Hon Kate Doust Hon Jon Ford Hon Giz Watson  

Noes (16) 

Hon Liz Behjat Hon Phil Edman Hon Nick Goiran Hon Norman Moore 
Hon Jim Chown Hon Brian Ellis Hon Alyssa Hayden Hon Helen Morton 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Donna Faragher Hon Col Holt Hon Simon O�Brien 
Hon Mia Davies Hon Philip Gardiner Hon Michael Mischin Hon Ken Baston (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Wendy Duncan 
 Hon Ken Travers Hon Nigel Hallett 
 Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Max Trenorden 
 Hon Jock Ferguson Hon Robyn McSweeney 
 

Amendment thus negatived.  
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I move � 

Page 2, lines 13 to 16 � To delete �by a young person (as defined in the Young Offenders Act 1994 
section 3) in prescribed circumstances, then, notwithstanding that Act� and insert �  

in prescribed circumstances by a person who has reached 16 but not 18 years of age, then, 
notwithstanding the Young Offenders Act 1994 

Hon GIZ WATSON: It seems to me that this amendment is an admission by the government that there should 
be some differentiation between the treatment of young people and the treatment of adults. We therefore thank 
the government for this amendment. Indeed, we have been lobbying very hard, as members will know, for 
changes to be made to remove juveniles from this legislation. However, it should be noted that it is a fairly 
arbitrary decision to make a differentiation between those juveniles who are over the age of 16 but have not yet 
reached the age of 18, and those juveniles who are under the age of 16. It is debateable at what point a person 
should be deemed to be more responsible and, therefore, in the government�s eyes, deemed to be subject to these 
mandatory provisions, as opposed to a person who is younger. Therefore, I think this amendment is some 
admission by the government that there is something very offensive about applying these provisions to juveniles 
who are under the age of 16. We agree that there was something very offensive about that. But I still believe that 
making this differentiation really does make a nonsense of legislation of this type. Either we leave in the 
discretion or we do not. This sort of cut-off point of 16 years of age seems to be an admission that certainly 
younger people should not be subject to this sort of legislation. Again, the Greens (WA) congratulate the 
government for coming to that changed position. But we are still deeply concerned that this legislation will apply 
to people who might well be judged to be immature. As we know, people�s behaviour, especially that of young 
men of 17 years, can be variable, regardless of whether they are mature and understand the repercussions of their 
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choices or whether they do not, which is exactly the reason the Greens say we need a judicial process to weigh 
up those factors. That is exactly why we usually have legislation that is cast in that fashion. We will vote in 
support of this amendment but will continue also to argue that the legislation in total is fundamentally flawed 
because it removes judicial discretion.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: It is disappointing to the Labor Party that the amendment moved by Hon Giz Watson to 
ensure that mandatory sentencing provisions of this bill do not apply to all children was not agreed to. 
Nevertheless, the will of the chamber on this issue is clear. I am pleased there were people inside the government 
parties who felt just as strongly about the impact that legislation such as this could have on young people and 
who did their own form of agitating inside their party forums to ensure that the government moved an 
amendment in the terms we see before us now. As will Hon Giz Watson, we will support the amendment, but we 
remain concerned that it seems to us that a fairly arbitrary line has been drawn.  

I invited the parliamentary secretary during debate on the short title, and, from my recollection, during my 
second reading contribution�and I issue the invitation again�to demonstrate what evidence he has to support 
that this is where the line should be appropriately drawn. I agree with Hon Giz Watson that it is arbitrary. If he is 
arguing the case around the kind of damage that can be caused to a public officer because of the size of an 
adolescent boy, for example, depending on the physical characteristics of the boy, we could argue the same 
position for a 14 or 15-year-old boy as for a 16 or 17-year-old boy. I issue the invitation again; not to hold up the 
debate, as was suggested previously. I am interested in the reasoning behind where this line has been drawn.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: I understood that the Leader of the Opposition asked a question and it is customary that 
the parliamentary secretary provide an answer to questions when they are asked in this forum. I would appreciate 
hearing the parliamentary secretary answer the Leader of the Opposition�s question.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I did not understand it to be a question; simply an expression of interest. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: This does not need to take so long. I issued an invitation and I ask the parliamentary 
secretary now�I will use the word �ask� rather than �invite�, or to make it clearer, if that is what he wants, but 
it is not necessary for me to repeat myself�to demonstrate what evidence the government relied on to determine 
that it was appropriate to draw the line at an age over 16 years rather than at any other age.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: There are a number of considerations. Firstly, all the ages in the Criminal Code, 
even in the Young Offenders Act, are arbitrary. The fact that we regard people the age of 18 and over as adults 
and therefore fully criminally responsible and subject to adult laws and adult punishments is arbitrary. Some 
might argue that, as children are maturing earlier, growing faster and becoming physically larger, they ought to 
be held responsible at even a younger age, but that is a debate for another time. A decision has been made to 
draw the line at 16 and above. Under the Young Offenders Act children the age of 16 and above are liable to 
imprisonment. It seems like a sensible line to draw. They are already subject to mandatory terms of 
imprisonment or detention under section 401 of the Criminal Code. They are already the subject of mandatory 
terms of detention or imprisonment for murder. It would be silly to suggest that, just because someone is under 
18 and over 16 he could not commit a serious offence. These offences focus on the harm that is done against 
public officers acting in the execution of their duty to try to protect members of the community from criminals. 
That is as sensible a line as any to draw. We expect that the vast majority will be over the age of 16 and, 
hopefully, if the legislation works the way we intend it to work, the number actually imprisoned will be very, 
very low because they will be deterred from doing harm to public officers. That is the point of it.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: I understand that, earlier, the parliamentary secretary said 21 juveniles had been 
charged under section 297 of the Criminal Code, and 15 of those were 16 and 17-year-olds. Can he please tell 
me how many were actually convicted?  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I understand that of those 21, 33 per cent were sentenced to detention for doing 
grievous bodily harm. As I pointed out before, we cannot differentiate between grievous bodily harm done to 
public officers in the execution of their duty or simply grievous bodily harm to others. Thirty-three per cent of 
those 21 were sentenced to detention. It could be that more of them were convicted but not sentenced to 
detention because there is no mandatory term at this stage.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: Of those 33 per cent, how many were sentenced to detention and what was the period 
of the detention?  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I do not know.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: Madam Chair, can I ask that you leave the chair until the ringing of the bells so that we 
can find out this information? It is pertinent to the bill we are debating. Time and again, when we have tried to 
get information on this bill, we have been stonewalled by the parliamentary secretary avoiding answering 
questions, or he tells us that he simply does not have the information to hand. Clearly, this information was 
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considered at the time the government put together the policy and formulated this bill to present to this chamber. 
I do not think it is unreasonable that that information be made available to us when considering the bill.  

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon Helen Morton): It is not necessary to leave the chair. The parliamentary 
secretary can give an undertaking to find that information or we could postpone the clause. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: As far as we are concerned, the number of people being imprisoned for particular 
offences is irrelevant. The question is whether there should be a mandatory term of imprisonment for a category 
of juvenile aged between 16 and 18 who has committed grievous bodily harm against a public officer. How 
many there are is irrelevant to the question of principle and whether this bill is properly drafted and whether it 
achieves that end that the government is seeking to achieve. That has all been debated in the second reading 
debate.  
Hon ADELE FARINA: It does become relevant when the parliamentary secretary makes statements such as, 
�We don�t expect that there will be many juveniles imprisoned as a result of the introduction of these laws.� I am 
glad the parliamentary secretary holds that belief. I would like to hold that belief too. Therefore, I am asking the 
parliamentary secretary to present the information to this chamber and the basis upon which he has formed that 
belief. I do not think it is unreasonable for that to be shared with members of this chamber.  

Yet again, it seems that we will get nowhere with any questioning. Consideration of this bill is being delayed 
because we are not getting any responses to questions. When we were sitting on the government benches there 
was no way we would have got away with what is going on now. It is disgraceful. It shows an amazing amount 
of arrogance to be this dismissive of legitimate questions that are being asked. It is also a contempt of 
Parliament. The parliamentary secretary is holding this Parliament and everybody in it in contempt by the way 
he is behaving. 
Hon Simon O�Brien: Who are you addressing your remarks to? 

Hon ADELE FARINA: I am addressing my remarks to the Deputy Chair, as I am required to. As the 
parliamentary secretary would be aware, Australia is a signatory to the Convention on the Rights of the Child. 
Article 1 of that convention states that a child means every human being below the age of 18 years. It seems that 
we are now making an arbitrary decision that a child will be someone under the age of 16 years rather than 18 
years. Does the state government intend to petition the federal government to withdraw its signature from the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child?  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Not to my knowledge.  
Hon ADELE FARINA: Is it the position of this government that it has absolutely no regard for Australia�s 
obligations as a signatory to the Convention on the Rights of the Child?  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The Western Australian government does have regard to the convention but our 
obligation is to propose laws for the peace, order and good government of Western Australia. That is not 
something that we have abrogated to the United Nations or any other foreign government or organisation.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: Maybe the parliamentary secretary can explain to me what this government believes its 
obligations are when it signs a treaty. Countries sign these international treaties on the basis of adhering to the 
articles that form part of these treaties. While the amendment that is currently before the house is an 
improvement on what was initially in the amendment bill, there is no way that it goes to the full extent of 
observing article 1 of the Convention on the Rights of the Child. I would like the parliamentary secretary to 
explain to me how this government has formed the view that this amendment conforms with article 1 of the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child.  
That was a direct and very clear question to which I would like an answer. This government is standing before us 
telling us that it endorses and takes seriously its responsibilities as a state of Australia and Australia�s obligations 
as a signatory to the Convention on the Rights of the Child. How does the parliamentary secretary reconcile his 
belief that the government takes this convention seriously and that it is the government�s obligation to adhere to 
article 1 of the Convention on the Rights of the Child when it introduces this amendment that is clearly at odds 
with article 1 of the Convention on the Rights of the Child?  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: That is an assertion; that is not a question. If it is intended to develop that 
further�I hope it is not, because it is irrelevant to this debate�the member needs to identify which parts are 
supposed to contravene that article. I will not talk in a vacuum, answer questions in a vacuum or answer 
statements in a vacuum. 
I have already said that the Western Australian government will be making decisions as to the laws it passes 
based on its consideration of what is for the peace, order and good government of this state. There may be 
international conventions that are signed by the federal government but not the Western Australian government. 
It will take those into consideration. We are proposing an amendment that relieves juveniles under the age of 16 
years from the operation of this mandatory sentencing legislation and that is as far as we are prepared to go. The 
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terms that are proposed for detention and imprisonment are in the order of only three months. It may very well 
be that if an offence is committed that is serious enough, the juvenile will be sentenced to a much greater term as 
the court thinks fit.  
Hon ADELE FARINA: I find it extraordinary that someone can stand up and say that Australia signed the 
treaty on the Convention on the Rights of the Child, not Western Australia, and, therefore, we have no 
responsibilities or obligations in relation to that. The parliamentary secretary has to be joking. He cannot 
seriously stand in this place and sprout this rubbish. Western Australia is a state of Australia. In signing the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child, Australia has an obligation to ensure that the states and territories within 
Australia comply with the obligations under that treaty. The commonwealth government established the 
Australian Human Rights Commission to ensure compliance by the states with these obligations � 

Hon Michael Mischin: Which obligations? 

Hon ADELE FARINA: All of the obligations in all the treaties we signed. I just read them out. The government 
is now arbitrarily deciding that the age of a child is determined to be 16 years whereas it is recognised in the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child that it should be 18 years. It is arbitrarily making these decisions, and the 
parliamentary secretary is not providing this house with any empirical data on which he bases this assumption 
that at the age of 16 a person automatically becomes an adult rather than at the age of 18. I find it quite 
laughable.  
When we were debating the gay and lesbian bill in this chamber, member after member of the then opposition, 
now government, explained to us that there was no way that a person aged 16 could consent to sexual relations. 
Now they are telling us that a child aged 16 can be thrown in jail and has the capacity to make decisions about 
his or her conduct. Not that long ago we were told that at the age of 16 a person could not possibly consent to 
sex; it was impossible for them to do that and they did not have the mental capacity to do it. Now government 
members are telling us that a person aged 16 does have the mental capacity to make these decisions and make 
them on the spur of the moment and therefore they should be judged as adults and sentenced to jail as adults, 
despite the fact that they are only 16 years old. That is fine�they have changed their minds, but they should tell 
us on what basis they have changed their minds.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: It is impossible, with respect, to answer that sort of nonsense. For a start, nowhere 
have I said, and nowhere in the legislation does it say, that the majority age has dropped from 18 to 16. Premise 
number one fails. Premise number one is a nonsense. Premise number two�we are not saying suddenly that 
anyone of the age of 16 is criminally responsible. Section 29 of the Criminal Code has said that for as long as I 
remember. In fact, it says that anyone over the age of 14 is criminally responsible and anyone over the age of 10 
is criminally responsible. The premises on which that argument has been based are simply a nonsense. It is 
simply intended to delay the question of whether this amendment is being supported or disputed by the 
opposition.  
Hon JOCK FERGUSON: I understood the parliamentary secretary to say that certain conventions to which 
Australia is a signatory were taken into consideration when forming an opinion on the age issue. Would the 
parliamentary secretary tell me which conventions were taken into account?  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I do not recall saying that. I would have thought that the government would have 
had regard to the principles of the Young Offenders Act; it being a statute of the state and of which we have 
cognisance and have decided, notwithstanding that act as the amendment says, that the law will be changed in 
the manner that we propose. This is a futile argument. The question really is whether the government�s proposed 
amendment to exclude juveniles under the age of 16 is being supported. That is the real question that needs to be 
decided at this point.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: Perhaps the parliamentary secretary could explain to the chamber why the government 
is not excluding 16 and 17-year-olds also from the application of these laws, considering that they are also 
juveniles.  
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I have already answered that question.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: I ask that the parliamentary secretary indulge me and answer that question again.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: As we are dealing with the question of what is being considered in this clause, I need 
some clarification. We did finally understand that the Commissioner for Children and Young People had 
expressed a view about this issue of juveniles, and I am glad that came to light in the debate. I am interested to 
know whether the views of the assistant commissioner of Aboriginal justice were sought on this matter, 
considering it is most likely to impact upon Aboriginal juveniles more than anybody else in this state.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Sorry; I missed the question.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: I asked whether the assistant commissioner of Aboriginal justice has been consulted with 
regard to this aspect of the bill.  
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Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I do not recall saying that the views of the Commissioner for Children and Young 
People were obtained. I recall a question being asked in question time about whether her views had been sought. 
The answer, as I recall, was along the lines of no, because of the time constraints, but her position on this sort of 
thing would be known. As for the �  

Hon Giz Watson: The commissioner of Aboriginal justice.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Sorry; I have not heard of that position.  

Hon Giz Watson: The Department of Corrective Services has an assistant commissioner of Aboriginal justice, 
who is Neil Fong.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: He is the assistant commissioner in the office responsible for Aboriginal justice of 
the Department of Corrective Services, I believe.  

Hon Giz Watson: That is correct. There are two Neil Fongs, but this is not the Neale Fong who was previously 
in the health department.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: As far as I am aware, he has not been spoken to.  

Amendment put and passed. 
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The next amendment on the supplementary notice paper is 2/4. Does Hon Giz 
Watson propose to move it? 

Hon GIZ WATSON: That was, I guess, a fallback position if other matters did not gain support. I will not be 
seeking to move that amendment. However, I will move the next amendment in my name on the supplementary 
notice paper, which is amendment 3/4. I move � 

Page 3, lines 1 to 4 � To delete the lines. 

This amendment is very similar to one we debated earlier today. Again, it removes the application of this bill to 
juveniles. It is worth noting that because this particular amendment deals with section 318 of the Criminal Code, 
this is in regard to bodily harm rather than grievous bodily harm. It is the lesser of the two offences. Therefore, 
we argue that, in this case, it should not apply to juveniles at all. This amendment would remove the application 
to juveniles in total.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: I ask the parliamentary secretary whether he will provide the chamber with information 
about the number of juveniles who have actually been charged under section 318 of the Criminal Code for 
offences against police officers and how many of those received a term of imprisonment.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I do not have that information at this time. We are dealing with an amendment to 
section 297 of the code, and whatever happens under section 318 is irrelevant.  

Amendment put and negatived.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: I think I got confused. Where are we at?  

Hon GIZ WATSON: I was speaking to the wrong amendment; that is why there was some confusion about 
where we are at. We were not dealing with an amendment to section 318.  

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon Helen Morton): We were dealing with an amendment to delete lines 1 to 4 
on page 3.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: It would have been a consequential amendment to the amendment that I moved earlier. 
That is why it is irrelevant. It falls away.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I move � 

Page 3, line 6 � To delete �and subsection (5) does not apply� and insert � 

by a person who has reached 18 years of age 

Hon GIZ WATSON: The Greens (WA) are happy with this amendment. Obviously, it follows the amendment 
moved earlier by the parliamentary secretary, which we just supported. It is logical that this amendment follows 
and we will support it.  

Amendment put and passed. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I move � 

Page 3, lines 6 and 7 � To delete �and subsection (5) does not apply, then, notwithstanding any other 
written law� 

I seek leave to alter the amendment by removing certain words so the amendment reads � 

Page 3, line 7 � To insert the words �notwithstanding any other written law�. 
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Amendment, by leave, altered. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: To a certain extent, the house has debated this principle. �Notwithstanding any other 
written law� refers to the provisions of the Young Offenders Act. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Subclause (7) deals with adult offenders. The words that the member is seeking to 
add are already there. The clause reads � 

If the offence is committed in prescribed circumstances � 

To wit, against a public officer who is a police officer by a person who has reached the age of 18 years � 

notwithstanding any other written law, the court sentencing the offender � 

Must impose minimum terms. It does not apply to juveniles. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I thank the parliamentary secretary and the Clerk for their assistance and I withdraw my 
amendment on the amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.  
Hon SUE ELLERY: I move � 

Page 3, line 10 � To insert after �months� �  

, unless �  

(i) that sentence would be clearly unjust given the circumstances of the offence 
and the person; 

(ii) the person�s criminal record indicates that they are unlikely to be a threat to 
the safety of the community; 

(iii) the imposition of a term of imprisonment would not act as a general 
deterrent; 

(iv) a term of imprisonment would be contrary to the public interest; 

(v) the court has afforded the victim of the offence an opportunity to make 
submissions either personally or in writing as to whether a term of 
imprisonment should be imposed; and 

(vi) the court has given written reasons why a term of imprisonment was not 
imposed 

I have moved my amendment because I do not think we have debated this issue. This amendment would give the 
court limited discretion in certain prescribed circumstances when a mandatory sentence would be �manifestly 
unjust�; that is the shorthand that has been used to describe the debate on these words. The amendment 
recognises the court�s capacity to impose a mandated sentence. However, in particular circumstances when it 
would be clearly unjust to impose a mandatory sentence, given the circumstances of the offence and of the 
person, and the criminal record indicates that the offender would be unlikely to be a threat to the community, 
when the imposition of a term of imprisonment would not act as a general deterrent, and when a term of 
imprisonment would be contrary to the public interest and the court has afforded the victim of the offence an 
opportunity to make submissions either personally or in writing as to whether a term of imprisonment should be 
imposed and the court has given written reasons why a term of imprisonment was not imposed, the court would 
have the discretion to apply the mandatory sentencing provisions. The reason that we are seeking to have this 
very prescribed list of provisions included in the legislation goes to the circumstances that have been canvassed 
already in the public debate on this legislation. An example has been used of a mentally ill person who commits 
an offence but for whom a mandated prison sentence would be clearly unjust. I think an example might have 
been used publicly in the debate earlier this year of a young person who is over 16 years old but is under 18 and 
who, in all other normal circumstances, had never done anything to constitute this kind of offence previously. He 
found himself in a situation whereby he hit out and did something uncharacteristic. A mandatory prison sentence 
would be clearly unjust in that case. The most pertinent example is of a mentally ill person. We ought to respect 
the court�s capacity to understand the message that is being sent by the rest of the provisions of this legislation 
and recognise that from time to time there are exceptional circumstances when it would be manifestly unjust to 
apply the provisions of mandatory sentencing. We recognise the government�s mandate to put in place 
provisions to fulfil the promises it made during the election campaign. When this bill is passed�I am presuming 
what the will of the house will be�the rest of the provisions of the bill make it clear to the judiciary what 
Parliament�s view is about serious offences against a public officer. It is our view that we should not hamstring 
the judiciary so as to give it no ability to consider what might be exceptional or extraordinary circumstances. The 
message from the legislation is clear about the direction the Parliament wants the courts to take. Is it our right to 
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say that under no circumstances can the court consider whether there are any exceptional circumstances that 
should be taken into account when determining whether a mandatory sentence should be imposed? 

I am sure that everyone has considered that this is not a step to be taken lightly. The legal profession has 
responded to this legislation by expressing its concern about what it considers to be the overlap between the 
separation of powers. It is right for Parliament to send a clear message to the judiciary about the direction we 
think, on behalf of Western Australians, that it needs to take when sentencing. However, is it right for us to say 
that the judiciary can never consider exceptional circumstances? The Labor Party does not think that is right. 
That is why we have proposed that in these very prescribed circumstances, the court has the power to determine 
whether, if when all these circumstances are met, there is an exceptional reason why the judiciary ought not 
apply what we intend in respect of mandatory sentencing. I ask the house to give serious consideration to 
whether it is right for us to tell the judiciary that we know in advance that there will never be a case that comes 
before it that could constitute exceptional circumstances. Do we have the capacity to make that decision for the 
courts in advance? I do not think we can. I think we can put in place these words that, in a very prescribed way, 
set out in these circumstances�and in these circumstances only�that the court has the power to determine 
whether applying the terms of the mandatory sentencing provisions would be manifestly unjust in this case�and 
in this case only�on a case-by-case assessment. That is what I ask the house to consider.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: A couple of points need to be made about that, if only to avoid some confusion. 
This amendment seeks to introduce something less than mandatory imprisonment�which is the whole point of 
this bill�that will apply to adults aged 18 and above, but will not apply to juveniles between the ages of 16 and 
18. Quite apart from the philosophy of the bill in the first place, the government opposes any watering down of 
the mandatory sentencing provisions. If this amendment were to succeed, it would introduce a bizarre situation, 
such that if an 18-year-old assaulted a police officer, the judge would have regard to the several circumstances 
set out in this proposed amendment, but a perpetrator under the age of 18 would be detained or imprisoned for a 
minimum of three months. That is something that the government cannot agree to. It would be stupid. 
Hon ADELE FARINA: Having heard the parliamentary secretary�s words, I ask: would the parliamentary 
secretary and the government feel more comfortable if we were to move an amendment to ensure that that 
discretion was available for all people captured by this bill�that is, people from the age of 16 years and above? 
It seems that the parliamentary secretary�s only reason to oppose this amendment is that that discretion would 
not apply to 16 and 17-year-olds and that that would be manifestly absurd. I tend to agree with him�that is on 
the record now! If that is the only basis on which the government opposes this amendment, let us change the 
amendment to ensure that it will apply to everyone captured by this bill�namely, anyone aged 16 and above. I 
ask the parliamentary secretary to respond about whether such an amendment would be acceptable to the 
government. If such an amendment is not acceptable, I ask him to explain in detail the reasons this government 
does not believe it should pass legislation that is fair and just. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: To take up the point raised by my colleague Hon Adele Farina, it seems to me that the 
parliamentary secretary has two issues. The first is the technical effect of this amendment, which would have it 
apply to one category of offenders and not to another. As suggested by Hon Adele Farina, if that is the only 
objection, technical mechanisms are available to the house to deal with that. We could move another 
amendment. If we have gone beyond the point where that amendment neatly fits, we can, as we have done in the 
past, by agreement recommit certain clauses, allowing us to revisit the issue if the argument is�albeit I do not 
think this is the case�one of technical effect. However, I think the substantive argument is whether the 
government will accept that it is reasonable to give the courts the power in exceptional circumstances to consider 
whether it is manifestly unjust to apply the provisions of mandatory sentencing. If the committee accepts that 
principle, a couple of technical mechanisms are available to ensure that the amendment applies consistently 
across all the categories affected by the legislation. However, the substantive issue here is whether there is 
agreement that it is reasonable for us to say we cannot in good conscience predict every set of circumstances that 
will come before the courts and so we ought to provide a very tight, a very narrow and a very prescribed set of 
circumstances in which the court can say that it would be manifestly unjust to apply mandatory provisions. If 
there is agreement on that principle, it is possible to fix the technical defect that I thank the parliamentary 
secretary for drawing to my attention.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Firstly, no, it is not the only reason. Secondly, it is not technical; it is substantive 
in that the problem arises from the abandonment of an earlier proposed amendment. Thirdly, the whole point of 
this legislation, as was exposed during the course of the second reading speech and debate, is that it is intended 
to provide a mandatory term of imprisonment for certain categories of offenders, and the government does not 
support any qualification of that. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: I thank the parliamentary secretary for his answer. The government�s position is clear on 
the substantive issue. For the public record, for anybody reading this debate in future, I want to make the 
opposition�s position clear. If anyone, by way of a drafting error on the part of the opposition or amendments 
that were before the chamber but not proceeded with earlier during today�s debate, were to form the view that it 
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is the opposition�s opinion that provisions about manifestly unjust circumstances should not apply to everybody 
covered by this legislation, I want to correct that view now. It is the Labor Party�s view that the now-debated 
provisions to give the court the capacity to determine in a particular set of circumstances whether it would be 
manifestly unjust to apply a mandatory sentence should apply to everybody captured by this legislation. Putting 
that to one side, the substantive issue, as I understand the position from the parliamentary secretary, is that the 
government believes that we cannot sit here and predict with our hands on our hearts that there will never be a 
set of circumstances before the court in which a reasonable person would take the view that it would be 
manifestly unjust to proceed with a mandatory sentence. I think that is an extraordinary decision for a 
government to make. It is extraordinary for a Parliament to give away its capacity to ensure that the court has the 
full range of tools needed to issue justice. I understand from the parliamentary secretary�s response that the 
government will not�to paraphrase him�consider giving the courts the capacity to determine, in all of the 
circumstances that will come before them but that are not before us now, that it would be manifestly unjust to 
implement a mandatory sentence. The government believes that to agree to this amendment would be to do less 
than provide mandatory sentencing and the government will not, to paraphrase the parliamentary secretary, agree 
to that. However, I want it clearly on the record that the Labor Party thinks it extraordinary to form the view that 
the chamber knows and can predict all of the circumstances that will come before the courts, and that members 
can, hands on hearts, say that there will never be a set of circumstances in which the court can consider that it 
would be manifestly unjust to proceed with a mandatory sentence. The Labor Party will pursue this amendment. 
If it were the will of the chamber to accept this form of words, the will would be there to apply it to everybody 
captured by this bill. I do not think that we need to tie ourselves up in an argument about whether the amendment 
is possible, because with the will of the chamber, anything is possible to ensure better drafting of legislation. 
Nevertheless, we will proceed with the amendment. We think it important that members recognise that from time 
to time and in exceptional circumstances there will be occasions when, because of circumstances that we cannot 
predict now, the court will be in a position in which all reasonable evidence will lead it to say that it would be 
manifestly unjust to proceed with a mandatory sentence.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: The Greens (WA) support this amendment and concur with the points made by the Leader 
of the Opposition.  

Amendment put and a division taken, the Deputy Chairman (Hon Helen Morton) casting her vote with the noes, 
with the following result � 

Ayes (11) 

Hon Helen Bullock Hon Sue Ellery Hon Lynn MacLaren Hon Alison Xamon 
Hon Robin Chapple Hon Adele Farina Hon Sally Talbot Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 
Hon Kate Doust Hon Jon Ford Hon Giz Watson  

Noes (16) 

Hon Liz Behjat Hon Phil Edman Hon Nick Goiran Hon Norman Moore 
Hon Jim Chown Hon Brian Ellis Hon Alyssa Hayden Hon Helen Morton 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Donna Faragher Hon Col Holt Hon Simon O�Brien 
Hon Mia Davies Hon Philip Gardiner Hon Michael Mischin Hon Ken Baston (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Robyn McSweeney 
 Hon Ken Travers Hon Nigel Hallett 
 Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Wendy Duncan 
 Hon Jock Ferguson Hon Max Trenorden 

Amendment thus negatived. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: Proposed subparagraph 8(a)(iii) refers to security officers as defined in section 3 of the 
Transport Authority Act 2003. The parliamentary secretary will recall that during debate on clause 1, I raised an 
issue that by this stage I had hoped that either the parliamentary secretary or the Minister for Transport could 
advise which officers within the Public Transport Authority are likely to be authorised under section 3 of the 
Public Transport Authority Act. Is it purely security officers who are directed employed by the PTA or does it 
include security officers who provide security on the buses or revenue protection officers who provide some 
form of security on the trains and whether bus drivers can be authorised under this? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I can say with confidence that bus drivers would not be covered by this. I do not 
know what a revenue protection officer is, but I believe the Minister for Transport may be able to provide some 
assistance.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Before the minister gives us that answer, I point out that when one travels on the train, it 
is difficult to tell who is a revenue protection officer, who would be employed through a private security 
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company to operate on the trains, and who is a transit security officer. In fact, the only way a passenger can tell 
is to look at their uniforms and read the very small badges that are identical except that one reads �revenue 
protection officer� and one �transit security officer�. In the public�s mind, they are one and the same. I 
understand the parliamentary secretary�s confusion, but that is why it is important for members in this place to 
understand who is likely to be an authorised officer. I raised this issue over two weeks ago and I would have 
expected by now that the parliamentary secretary or the Minister for Transport would be able to answer this very 
important question.  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: Proposed subparagraph (8)(a)(iii) refers to a security officer as defined in the Public 
Transport Authority Act 2003, section 3. For the record, that definition says that the meaning given to a security 
officer in section 56(2) of that act. Let us get these things in order because it is a little convoluted to get there, 
but we will define it shortly. Section 56(2) of the Public Transport Authority Act 2003 states that the chief 
executive officer may in writing designate a person employed by the authority to be a security officer for the 
purposes of this act. That is where we arrive at the officer who is contemplated under the bill that is before us, 
which is a person, designated in writing by the CEO, who is employed by the authority to be a security officer 
for the purposes of this act. An exception that is given in section 56(3) reads � 

In subsection (2) � 
person employed by the Authority does not include a person referred to in section 10(2) or (3). 

That puts the definition beyond doubt. Those provisions in section 10 of the Public Transport Authority Act 
2003 relate to persons engaged under contract or on a casual employment basis or under an arrangement by the 
authority to some other party to make services of a person employed by another person who is someone not 
employed by the Public Transport Authority. Those are the convoluted things that we need to have regard for.  

To come back to the simple answer to the member�s question, a �security officer� as defined in section 3 of the 
Public Transport Authority Act 2003, and as mentioned specifically in this provision of the bill, is a security 
officer who is an employee of the PTA. It is the type of person whom we would refer to colloquially as a PTA 
transit guard. It is not a contractor. To give an example, the member mentioned people who are engaged in 
revenue collection or ticket inspection duties. It must be an employee of the authority. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I thank the minister for that answer. The reason I asked that question is that it raises an 
interesting issue about where the boundaries are drawn in these circumstances. A range of people have been 
employed to provide security on our train services, and also on our bus services. I am still not exactly sure what 
the new arrangements are for providing protection on our buses, but certainly the existing�and the previous�
security that is provided on our buses is provided through a private contractor. I am wondering whether the 
government intends to employ people directly to provide those services.  

That brings me to an interesting issue that I want to raise. I will not go into the detail now, but during the 
adjournment debate I might make some further comments �  

Hon Simon O�Brien: Whenever that occurs! 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Yes. Recently when I was at Perth Railway Station waiting to catch a train home one 
evening, I stayed to watch an altercation that was occurring on the platform. It started when the revenue 
protection officers wrote out a ticket for someone. I do not want to delay the debate, but I must say that I think 
there is a need to provide additional training for security officers.  

Hon Simon O�Brien: Which security officers? 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: Both. That is what I am about to say. It started when the revenue protection officers 
wrote out a ticket for someone. The situation became aggravated, and they called for assistance from the transit 
security officers. This was at Perth Railway Station, as I have said, so those officers were available fairly 
quickly. The transit security officers then took over the situation. I think that the way in which they responded to 
the situation was overly aggressive. In fact, their whole body language was quite aggressive. I sat and watched it, 
and it actually inflamed the situation.  

Hon Simon O�Brien: Again, which officers? 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: These were the transit security officers. It started when the revenue protection officers 
probably inflamed things a bit in the way they handled the situation. If they had been better trained and had 
handled the situation differently, it might not have escalated to the point that it did. The transit security officers 
escalated it again. One of the officers got up really close to the person, and his body language was quite 
aggressive. As anyone who has done any training in this area would know, that is not the way to diffuse a 
situation. They then sought to arrest this guy, and he got quite aggressive. I do not in any way condone people 
striking out. I do not know whether this person actually ended up hitting someone, but two police officers then 
came in to assist with the arrest of this person. What concerns me is that various people in that hierarchy were 
assaulted during that altercation. Those assaults were of a minor nature. Under this legislation, the police officers 
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and the transit security officers would be protected, but the revenue protection officers would not be protected. 
They might be protected under the prosecution guidelines that were tabled by the parliamentary secretary earlier. 
I do not know. I make that comment just as an aside. My point is that there is a need for a significant increase in 
the level of training of these officers. I do not think it is our intention that people be put in prison unnecessarily. 
We should be trying to avoid putting people in prison. Having said that, if someone strikes another person and 
hurts that person, I come from the school that says that person deserves to go to jail. This was a very interesting 
situation.  

Just to touch on the bus security officers, they are the first port of call for security on our buses and at our bus 
stations. I am intrigued to know why bus drivers will not be covered under this legislation. Perhaps the chief 
executive officer of the PTA could be given the power under the PTA act to appoint bus drivers as security 
officers. That would ensure that they were covered by this legislation. I am interested in some comment from the 
minister about that matter. I raise that issue because it highlights some of the complexities of this legislation. It 
also highlights the decision by the government to go back on its original commitment to protect all public 
officers. Even though the officers I have talked about tonight are employed under contract, they should still be 
covered under the definition of �public officer�. I put it to this place that as we consider this legislation, it is 
important to think about the real-life circumstances of the people who will and will not be covered under this 
legislation.  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: Two issues arise here. I know that we want to make progress on this bill, but the 
member has raised some very important matters. I will touch first on some matters that are directly related to the 
bill. The other matters that the member has raised are obliquely related to the bill, and if we can perhaps continue 
some of that discussion out of session, I will be more than happy to do that. I believe that we need to search for a 
bipartisan approach to some of these matters. The member has touched on some matters that do need to be 
handled sensitively. Perhaps I will seek to engage with the member at another time and in another place; and, if 
he is not satisfied with that, this place provides a public forum, and there are also other public forums that he can 
use to discuss this matter. 

Hon Ken Travers: I am more than comfortable with that. I just wanted to put it on the record. I do not intend to 
prolong this debate any further. 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: I do not want to prolong it, either.  

Hon Sue Ellery: Then why not get on with it? 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: I am just responding to what the member has said.  

Hon Sue Ellery: I was being flippant! 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: Sorry. 

The other matter the member raised, and which is, of course, directly relevant to this bill, is why some categories 
of officer are included and others are not included. This goes back to a matter that was touched on in the second 
reading debate. This matter will also be explored again in some amendments on the supplementary notice paper 
that follow immediately after this amendment. The member has asked why this protection of mandatory 
sentencing should apply only to offences against the whole gamut of what is defined in some legislative 
provisions as �public officer�. That goes beyond the group or class of persons contemplated in this bill, as the 
member knows. I will explain it in this way. It is not really my prerogative to do all this, and the parliamentary 
secretary is doing a fine job in managing this controversial and complex matter through the house, but as a 
member of the government I have been privy to some of the discussion on this matter, and it did excite some 
questions at the time. There was some reference in a printed document to �public officer�. However, it has now 
come down to a more restrained group that includes police officers, prison officers, security officers as defined, 
ambulance officers, and so on. It has already been asked and it will be asked again shortly: �Well, why not 
teachers, why not nurses who might be assaulted while they are doing a valuable job?� The honourable member 
just asked me why other categories of contract security personnel on the railway or the buses were not included 
rather than just the actual employees.  

Hon Ken Travers: In this circumstance, if those contract security officers had been at a station where there were 
no transit security offices, and it had escalated, they would not have been protected under this act. The roles 
these people are playing are very similar.  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: I will endeavour to answer that, although I am not the member managing this bill. I 
hope I am not trespassing on anyone else�s prerogative, but I am the minister with responsibility for railways and 
buses. Very briefly, I think the subclass of public officers who will have the protection that this bill seeks to 
provide are not only those who will come into conflict situations and be at risk of assault to their person in the 
course of their duties, but also the ones we require as part of their duty to go into an existing violent conflict 
situation. That is the difference. Police are required to go in and break up a violent assault situation or a brawl. 
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Prison officers may be required to do that in the normal course of their duties. They have to place themselves at 
some risk by actually intervening in a violent situation. The same is true of ambulance officers. We would think 
they would be a bit different, but we are finding that ambulance officers also, perhaps late at night, have to go 
into a stressful situation when someone has been hurt. It might be a traffic accident or the aftermath of a brawl 
or, indeed, some other disturbance that is still in progress whereby people are requiring medical assistance. It 
sounds incredible, I know, to everyone in this chamber, but they are routinely being assaulted by others at scenes 
when they are trying to help people. We nonetheless require ambulance officers to go into those dangerous 
situations, not to hang back until it is safe; they have to go in. I put it to the member that that is not the case for a 
security officer engaged, for argument�s sake, in fare inspection in the same way it would not apply to a parking 
inspector. All these people could find themselves in an altercation with people they come into contact with as 
they write out a ticket.  
Hon Ken Travers: Are you happy to take an interjection?  
Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: Let me finish the sentence and then if the member wishes, I will take an interjection. 
The key thing is that it is not part and parcel of the role of parking inspectors, nurses or teachers to put 
themselves at risk by intervening in a violent situation. They may be confronted in their workplace with violence 
in the same way as an elderly person minding her own business might be assaulted in her own driveway or an 
innocent bystander may be assaulted by some thug. That will continue to happen, unfortunately, but those 
officers were not classed as persons the government thought necessary to capture in this legislation.  

I have tried to stick to the bill to answer the specific question about the railway guards. I am sure the member is 
not looking to politic on it. I accept his question as a very valid and pertinent one and I hope in all this 
emotionally charged debate I have given him an adequate and rational answer about the particular situation that 
happens on my trains.  
Hon GIZ WATSON: Proposed subsection (8)(a)(ii) reads � 

a prison officer as defined in the Prisons Act 1981 section 3(1); �  
Does that include custodial officers, or is it any public officer who has custody of a person? I am thinking of 
custodial officers as well as prison guards, I guess.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I missed part of the question so please bear with me. The legislation is meant to 
cover prison officers as defined in section 3(1) of the Prisons Act�public service prison officers as it were�and 
contract prison officers under section 297(4)(g) and custodial officers under 297(4)(f) of the Criminal Code, 
custodial officers being those appointed under the Court Security and Custodial Services Act. Are those the 
custodial officers the member had in mind?  

Hon GIZ WATSON: I asked that question because members will be aware that, in recent times, we had cause to 
be more aware of the role of custodial officers, particularly with the death of a particular elder in custody, about 
which the coroner has made findings about the role of the private provider�s custodial officers. I want people to 
be aware that if this bill also provides, I guess, additional protection for that kind of officer�I understand the 
intent of this legislation is to recognise that certain public officers need additional protection�I find it 
exceedingly problematic if we are also extending that protection to the likes of the employees of G4S, whom the 
coroner found to be culpable in the death of a particular prisoner. Considering the coroner also made comments 
about the training and skills of these particular private providers, I do not know that the public of Western 
Australia will be particularly keen to extend additional protection to the likes of the private prison corporations 
and their employees.  
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I do not want to get into a debate about that, except simply to say that the 
legislation is meant to protect categories of public officers from being assaulted to the extent that it will provide 
additional protection from harm being done to them. It does not say anything about the character of the officer 
concerned. Plainly, the government does not suggest that any public officer is always doing his or her job. We 
have to make the assumption that we are protecting public officers who are acting in the course of their duty and 
doing their jobs properly. The coroner�s criticism in that other matter presumably did not extend to a 
generalisation that criticised all private custodial officers, nor could he. He was dealing with a specific case and 
it would be wrong to assume that all of them are negligent or behave through malice and the like. 

The purpose of the legislation is to add additional protection. Mention has been made about other categories of 
public officer. Those officers are not left without protection. If they are harmed in the course of their duties, their 
offender may very well be sent to prison. All this clause is doing is picking particular categories of public 
officers whose job is to put themselves in harm�s way for the benefit of the community. We are saying to 
potential offenders that if they assault those officers, they run the risk of harming them and they will go to jail 
for a period of time if they take that risk. Hopefully, it will deter people from doing so. Hopefully, it will deter 
people from assaulting any public officer, primarily those whose job it is to put themselves at risk and in harm�s 
way. This does not provide any endorsement of the behaviour of any particular public officer. 
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Hon GIZ WATSON: For my clarification, is the parliamentary secretary saying that the employees of the 
private providers of custodial services are public officers?  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I was not suggesting that they are public officers but they fall within the category 
of officers who are given additional protection under this act. If they happen to be private custodial officers or 
privately employed prison officers, they too have the status of being people who, in the course of their duty, put 
themselves in harm�s way in order to maintain control in a prison population and need the state to say that if 
someone assaults them, that person runs the risk of harming them and if that person harms them, he or she will 
suffer some additional penalties, so do not assault them. Again, it is not giving an imprimatur to the behaviour of 
any prison officer or suggesting that all prison officers are behaving within the course of their duty. The question 
of whether they are behaving in the course of their duty and criminal responsibility in the cases of provocation 
and the like are always matters that are dealt with as part of criminal responsibility and those are still issues that 
can be agitated at any trial. If there is a charge of assaulting a public officer or assaulting a prison officer and 
doing them bodily harm, those are issues that can be litigated. Issues such as provocation, self-defence and the 
like can very well come up in that litigation. These penalties only apply to someone who is convicted of an 
offence.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: As I understand it, if this part of the bill goes through, we are saying that for the purposes 
of these offences and the penalties that would occur, a private provider of custodial services is a public officer, 
not in general, but for the purposes of this provision. That is the way I am reading that.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: If they fall within the definitions that are set out in the act, yes.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: I also wanted to clarify something that the parliamentary secretary said in an earlier 
response. He said that the government was concerned with protecting people who are putting themselves in 
harm�s way when dealing with prisoners. I want to make the point that those who are involved in custodial 
transportation deal with people who have not been found guilty of any offence, such as Mr Ward. We are not 
dealing with people who are necessarily convicted of anything; they might simply be being transported from the 
place of an offence to a lockup. They are not all people who have been convicted of an offence. 

I want to put on the record that I have grave concerns about this whole area of extending these sorts of provisions 
to private providers. I am sure that we will talk some more about the problems of the amount of training and 
obligations on these private providers in that they are not public servants, they do not have the same training and 
they do not have the same understanding of duty of care, as I can tell from the instance of Mr Ward dying in 
custody. I strongly object to these provisions being extended to employees of international prison corporations. I 
do not know that the people of Western Australia understand that we are now saying that this mandatory 
imprisonment will apply to that category of people. They are not in the same category as officers in the public 
sector. The several pages of research undertaken by my research officer indicates that their level of training is 
nothing like the level of training that is provided to members of the police force or prison officers or even 
security officers on public transport. They are not trained to the same extent to deal with the public. It is 
extraordinary that we are also including them in this legislation.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: I move � 

Page 3, after line 24 � To insert �  

(iv) a teacher as defined in the School Education Act 1999; 

(v) a nurse as defined in the Nurses and Midwives Act 2006; 

If I may be so bold, as Sister Beatrice used to say, I will speak to amendments 14/4 and 22/4. These are the 
amendments that I flagged in my speech during the second reading debate that give effect to the election promise 
that was made by the Liberal Party. The Liberal Party�s election promise led Western Australia to believe that a 
Barnett government would, as a matter of some urgency, introduce mandatory sentencing for all public officers. 
What we see before us now, though, is less than that. What we are seeking to do by way of amendment 14/4, 
which adds teachers and nurses, and amendment 22/4, which adds Fire and Emergency Services Authority 
officers and fire officers, is to extend the provisions of the bill to that category of public officer.  

We had the occasion to decide which categories we should seek to include in this legislation. The categories we 
have chosen are because they are public officers who find themselves in a position in which they have to put 
themselves between somebody and the person they are seeking to protect. For example, nurses in an emergency 
department put themselves between patients who are confronted by somebody affected by ice, some other drug 
or alcohol. Teachers often find themselves caught in a situation where they have to put themselves between 
feuding parents when a custody dispute rears its head and the parent who believes that he or she has been 
wronged turns up at the school to try to take the child. I am aware of circumstances like that. In other cases a 
teacher puts himself or herself in the position of literally standing between the child and the aggressive and 
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aggrieved parent�the person who thinks they have been wronged by the custodial decision. Another category is 
fire officers who in an emergency circumstance can find themselves dealing with people who want to take 
particular action that will put them and/or others at risk as the officers work under extreme circumstances and 
extreme physical danger to protect other lives and property. This amendment seeks to include teachers and 
nurses and the following amendment seeks to include fire officers.  

We recognise that the government has a mandate, but it is actually doing less than it was mandated to do and less 
than the promise it made to the people of Western Australia. We want to hold the government to that; therefore, 
we have moved and will move amendments as I described. 

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again at a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Hon Michael 
Mischin (Parliamentary Secretary).  
[Continued below.] 

SITTING OF THE HOUSE � EXTENDED AFTER 10.00 PM 
Tuesday, 8 September � Motion 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral � Leader of the House) [9.14 pm]: I move without 
notice � 

That the house continue to sit beyond 10.00 pm until no later than 12 midnight for the purpose of 
consideration in Committee of the Whole of the Criminal Code Amendment Bill 2008. 

By way of a quick explanation, the government recognises that a bill of this nature requires and is deserving of 
close scrutiny. We have seen that for some time now. We have a legislative program that needs to be progressed. 
In order to provide the time the opposition and the Greens (WA) need on this bill it is my intention to seek that 
the house sit until such time as this particular committee stage has been completed, but no later than midnight.  

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan � Leader of the Opposition) [9.15 pm]: On this occasion the 
opposition will not oppose the leader�s motion. It is somewhat unnecessary, because if he had been following the 
debate he would know that there are two sets of amendments that are identical in nature. They just apply to 
different clauses of the bill. If the Leader of the House had been observing how we were proceeding with this 
debate, he would be aware that once we have had the debate on the first lot of amendments and either lost or won 
it, the second amendment would flow much more quickly. I do not know that we need to sit beyond 10 o�clock.  

Hon Norman Moore: It is until such time as you finish the committee stage or 12 o�clock, take your pick.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: It is a somewhat unnecessary move. I will not object to it in respect of this debate because 
I think it is unnecessary. That is my point. 

Question put and passed.  

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL 2008 
Committee 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Jon Ford) in the chair; 
Hon Michael Mischin (Parliamentary Secretary) in charge of the bill. 

Clause 4: Section 297 amended � 
Progress was reported after the amendment moved by Hon Sue Ellery had been partly considered. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The government does not agree to the proposed amendment for the reasons 
explained during the course of the second reading debate and during the course of the debate on clause 1 in this 
committee stage. The line has had to be drawn as to the category of people who will receive the mantle of 
protection by way of minimum sentences to persons who assault and do them bodily harm or grievous bodily 
harm. The government has determined that that level of sanction should be limited to the protection of persons 
whose function it is to put themselves in harm�s way. That is their job. A teacher may very well find him or 
herself in harm�s way. A nurse may very well find him or herself in harm�s way, as may a bus driver, taxidriver, 
delicatessen owner and just about every category of worker in society.  

Police officers, prison officers and ambulance officers are, by reason of their employment, required to be 
involved in circumstances where they are meant to keep the peace. Ambulance officers have been included in the 
legislation because they often deal with persons who may have been involved in antisocial behaviour, such as 
fights and the like, and they take over from police officers or, indeed, may be first on the scene.  

There is somewhat of a contradiction here. The Leader of the Opposition proposes to put forward this 
amendment on the basis that it seems the government is not fulfilling its mandate and yet has spent some 
considerable time moving amendments that will mitigate the government�s mandate and its promise to introduce 
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mandatory sentencing legislation. Now, after a great deal of concern has been expressed about how many people, 
including juveniles, might end up in custody, the opposition has sought to extend the range of potential people in 
custody by extending the range of people whom, if they are assaulted and bodily harm is done to them, will 
result in an automatic sentence of imprisonment for the offender. That scope is expected to extend to not only 
adults, but also juveniles. The government does not support the amendment. The act is to be reviewed within 
three years. If in the course of that review it becomes necessary to extend the level of protection to other public 
officers, that can be considered at a later date. I should also point out that it is not as though these people do not 
have any protection. As the law currently stands, if grievous bodily harm is done to a teacher or a nurse, the 
offender could be liable to 14 years� imprisonment. The only limitation is that if someone assaults a teacher or a 
nurse, the offender does not automatically go to jail for a minimum term. It is not as though they are without the 
protection of the law; they have it in the same way as police officers and others currently have it. However, the 
offender will not automatically be given a custodial sentence. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I thank the parliamentary secretary for his response. It is an interesting proposition. He 
said that a line had to be drawn. I concur that the government has drawn a line. I guess the question that remains 
in my mind is where the line has been drawn and whether it had to be drawn.  

The promise the Liberal Party made to the people of Western Australia at the election was that it would, as a 
matter of priority, introduce legislation that would apply to all public officers. Upon getting into government, it 
has decided that it would apply the mandatory sentencing provisions only to certain categories of public officers. 
If we accept that the level of risk for public officers exists on a spectrum and the government has determined that 
the point at which the mandatory sentencing provisions of this legislation will kick in is the point that applies to 
police officers, ambulance officers and certain other categories, it is a bit flippant to say that bank tellers and 
delicatessen owners�who by the way are not public officers�fall into the same category as the other public 
officers who sit on that spectrum. There is a fundamental difference between a bank teller and a delicatessen 
owner with regard to the duty of care they have to the people with whom they must deal in the course of their 
daily work. For example, a consequence of the nursing profession and of the obligations nurses are under by 
virtue of their registration, is that they are required to put the care of their patients at the forefront of their 
activities. Mental health nurses have found themselves at risk when caring for a patient in that patient�s interests. 
Equally, a teacher�s duty of care to the children in their care on school grounds has seen teachers literally put 
their bodies in front of a child when dealing with aggrieved parents who are caught up in custodial disputes. As a 
consequence of their work, they find themselves having to protect someone who is vulnerable. There is a 
fundamental difference between the example that the parliamentary secretary gave and the amendments that we 
have moved. If the mandatory sentencing provisions are about those who are required to put themselves in 
harm�s way, nurses do that, fireys do that and teachers do that. If we are to point the finger at where internal 
inconsistencies might lie, that finger will not point in one direction only.  

I reiterate that we are moving these amendments because that is the promise that the Liberal Party made at the 
last election. A rational and objective assessment of what is required for these three extra categories to which we 
seek to have the legislation apply goes to the duty of care those people have for the people whom they look after. 
There are practical examples of when they have had to put themselves in harm�s way to protect patients, 
children, property owners or next-door neighbours when fighting a fire. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I do not seek to extend the debate, but why limit it to nurses? Why not include 
those working in a hospital or in the course of providing a health service to the public? Why not doctors as well? 
Why not teachers aides? Why not cleaning staff at schools? This is an isolated, inconsistent and illogical 
amendment.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: I would like the parliamentary secretary to clarify the application of this law to 
ambulance officers. The parliamentary secretary has said that this law will apply to protect ambulance officers. 
Does it also extend to protect voluntary ambulance drivers? As the parliamentary secretary may be aware, in the 
south west many of our ambulance drivers are volunteers. They perform exactly the same function as full-time 
ambulance officers. Are volunteer ambulance officers in the south west also protected under this legislation? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Ultimately that will be a question to be determined by a court, but I can see no 
reason why they would not be protected. The legislation speaks of an ambulance officer. It does not differentiate 
between a full-time ambulance officer who is remunerated, a voluntary ambulance officer or whether the 
ambulance officer is employed by the public sector or by St John or whichever other organisation. 

Amendment put and a division taken, the Deputy Chairman (Hon Jon Ford) casting his vote with the ayes with 
the following result � 
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Ayes (8) 

Hon Helen Bullock Hon Sue Ellery Hon Jon Ford Hon Ken Travers 
Hon Kate Doust Hon Adele Farina Hon Sally Talbot Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 

Noes (21) 

Hon Liz Behjat Hon Brian Ellis Hon Lynn MacLaren Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Robin Chapple Hon Donna Faragher Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Alison Xamon 
Hon Jim Chown Hon Philip Gardiner Hon Michael Mischin Hon Ken Baston (Teller) 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Nick Goiran Hon Norman Moore  
Hon Mia Davies Hon Alyssa Hayden Hon Helen Morton  
Hon Phil Edman Hon Col Holt Hon Simon O�Brien  

            

Pairs 

 Hon Jock Ferguson Hon Nigel Hallett 
 Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Max Trenorden 
 Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Wendy Duncan 
 

Amendment thus negatived.  
Hon SUE ELLERY: I was bold when I last stood when I was talking to amendment 14/4. I canvassed the same 
arguments that would apply to 22/4, so I move � 

Page 3, line 26 � To insert after �subsection (4)(d)(i)� �  

, (d)(ii), (d)(iii) 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: For the same reasons that were canvassed on the previous amendment, 14/4, the 
government does not agree to the amendment.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: I refer to the question I asked earlier when I jumped a clause, which was: do the 
provisions of this act also protect volunteer ambulance drivers? The parliamentary secretary responded by saying 
that it would be up to a court to determine, but clearly it is up to this Parliament to determine before a court 
determines it! If we want to protect volunteer ambulance drivers as well, we should explicitly say so or ensure 
that the provision as it is currently written in the Criminal Code is sufficient to protect volunteer ambulance 
drivers also. Section 297(3)(d)(iii) refers specifically to volunteer fire brigade officers, and I wonder why it was 
felt necessary in the drafting to expressly state �volunteer fire brigade� but not do that for volunteer ambulance 
drivers, and whether there is some reason for that or a definition of ambulance officer somewhere in some piece 
of legislation that clearly defines volunteers as well as permanent officers. If so, why are we not then expressly 
referring to that piece of legislation as we do at subparagraph (d)(ii) and (iii)? I am seeking clarification because 
it is important that we understand the intention of the government in passing this legislation. Is it the intention of 
government that volunteer ambulance drivers will also be protected?  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Which legislation is the member referring to?  

Hon ADELE FARINA: Does the protection provided to ambulance drivers in the legislation we are dealing 
with tonight extend to volunteer ambulance drivers?  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Members will note that section 297(4)(d)(iii) specifies a member or officer of a 
private fire brigade or volunteer fire brigade within the meaning given to those terms by the Fire Brigades Act 
1942. Those are separately defined terms within that act so they have to be specifically differentiated. In the case 
of an ambulance officer, as far as I am aware, there is no definition of a ambulance officer in any statute. 
Accordingly, the plain meaning of the words would apply. The reason I said it would ultimately be a question for 
the court is because the question will be decided by whether someone at any given time is an ambulance officer. 
The legislation does not distinguish between an ambulance officer and a voluntary ambulance officer or any 
other subcategory of ambulance officer; it simply says an ambulance officer. That is currently in section 297 of 
the code, and it has not caused any difficulty in the past. Therefore, the government does not propose to tamper 
with that. We would assume that the plain meaning of the words would apply and a court would interpret 
accordingly. Trying to add additional qualifications, although apparently trying to clarify and make it more 
certain, may in fact create loopholes. The government proposes to leave the words as they are. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Does the government have a view about whether it should apply to voluntary as well as to paid 
ambulance officers?  

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I remind members that interjections from members who are sitting down make it 
hard for Hansard and the camera people downstairs to record.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I have no reason to suppose that it does not apply to a voluntary ambulance 
officer.  
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Hon ADELE FARINA: I appreciate the parliamentary secretary is trying to be helpful; however, this is a 
question that goes to the government�s policy on the bill and how it intends these provisions to apply. I do not 
think it is sufficient for the parliamentary secretary to say he supposes it will apply. Is it the government�s 
intention in passing this legislation that it applies to volunteer ambulance drivers? It is a fairly simple and direct 
question, and the opposition would like to know the government�s position.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The term is already in the legislation. It applies in the same circumstances as 
currently apply if one were to assault a person acting as an ambulance officer and do that person grievous bodily 
harm. Those circumstances would result in an offender being liable not only for a term of up to 14 year�s 
imprisonment, as is currently the case, but also, if the legislation is passed, being subject to a minimum term of 
imprisonment, or in the case of a juvenile, detention. It means what it means: an ambulance officer or someone 
acting at that time as an ambulance officer in either, I would have thought, a voluntary or remunerated capacity.  

Amendment put and a division taken, the Deputy Chairman (Hon Jon Ford) casting his vote with the ayes, with 
the following result � 

Ayes (8) 

Hon Helen Bullock Hon Sue Ellery Hon Jon Ford Hon Ken Travers 
Hon Kate Doust Hon Adele Farina Hon Sally Talbot Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 

Noes (20) 

Hon Liz Behjat Hon Brian Ellis Hon Col Holt Hon Helen Morton 
Hon Jim Chown Hon Donna Faragher Hon Lynn MacLaren Hon Simon O�Brien 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Philip Gardiner Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Mia Davies Hon Nick Goiran Hon Michael Mischin Hon Alison Xamon 
Hon Phil Edman Hon Alyssa Hayden Hon Norman Moore Hon Ken Baston (Teller) 

            
Pairs 

 Hon Jock Ferguson Hon Nigel Hallett 
 Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Max Trenorden 
 Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Wendy Duncan 
 

Amendment thus negatived. 

Clause 4, as amended, put and passed. 

Clause 5: Section 318 amended � 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I move � 

Page 4, lines 4 to 23 � To delete the lines. 

This is similar to the clause 4 amendment that I proposed. This amendment deals with the section of the act that 
deals with bodily harm and not grievous bodily harm. I apologise for getting ahead of myself earlier! Supporting 
this amendment to delete the lines will mean that the bill does not apply to juveniles. I will not repeat the 
arguments because I am sure that members understood what I was saying during the debate on the previous 
clause. The only thing that I will add is that because we are dealing with bodily harm, it is even more important 
that these provisions do not apply to people under 18.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: The Labor Party will support Hon Giz Watson�s amendment�members will have noted 
an identical amendment in my name on the supplementary notice paper�for the same reasons previously 
argued; albeit we are now dealing with the first of the section 318 or assault category amendments. It is worth 
noting that section 318 refers to offences that only apply in the case of harm caused to public officers. 
Nevertheless, the same arguments apply about the reasonableness of mandatory sentencing applying to children 
and, for the same reasons put forward during the debate on the section 297 proposed amendments, the opposition 
believes that mandatory sentencing should not apply to children.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: Earlier, I asked a question about potential bodily harm offences under 
section 318(1)(d). Will the parliamentary secretary tell me how many juveniles have been charged under this 
provision? I appreciate that previously this did not relate specifically to police officers; however, I now 
understand that the Attorney General has extrapolated information about charges against police officers and that 
that information should therefore be available to the parliamentary secretary. I would like it placed on the record. 
I would like to know how many juveniles have been charged under section 318 for assaulting a police officer. I 
would also like to know, in relation to those juveniles, how many were convicted; and, of those, how many 
received a term of imprisonment, and what was the length of that term of imprisonment. 
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Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I answered this earlier in the consideration of the bill�or at least part of it. In 
2008, there were 320 lodgements in the Children�s Court for offences under section 318. That covers all 
categories of assaults enumerated under section 318. Of those, only three were not for assaults on a public 
officer, of whatever category as defined under section 318(1)(d). Of these, 124, or some 39 per cent, dealt with 
offenders of the ages of 16 and 17 years. In 2007-08, 10 per cent of offenders in the Children�s Court were 
sentenced to detention. I am informed that 97 juveniles�that is anyone under the age of 18�were convicted. 
That information is a little disjointed, but that is the only information available at this time.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: I have some information that says that in relation to section 318 charges, when the 
accused persons have entered a plea of guilty, the sentences that were imposed subsequently were intensive 
supervision orders or suspended terms of imprisonment. So we are now moving from a situation in which the 
maximum penalty for a person who has pleaded guilty is an intensive supervision order or a suspended term of 
imprisonment to a situation in which a mandatory sentence will be imposed if the person is aged 16 and above. I 
would like to know the basis of the government�s decision to impose this requirement. I say that because there 
do not appear to have been any appeals against those sentences that have been imposed. That would suggest that 
in the past there has not been a concern that the sentences that have been imposed are too lenient. Normally, 
when we introduce legislation into Parliament to reform or change the law, it is because there is a body of 
evidence to suggest that the law needs to be changed. However, the evidence that we have to date would suggest 
that that is not the case in respect of this legislation, because there have not been any challenges to the sentences 
that have been imposed. Therefore, when it comes to appeals, the decision must have been made that the 
sentences were reasonable in all the circumstances of the case. The government is asking us to throw out any 
consideration of the circumstances of the case. As I have said, the government has failed to produce any 
evidence to suggest that there has been a growing concern about the leniency of the sentences that have been 
imposed, as illustrated by the police, or other bodies, appealing those sentences. Perhaps that is information that I 
do not have. I ask the parliamentary secretary to provide to this Parliament any evidence that he may have that 
appeals have been made against sentences that have been considered to be too lenient.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I do not have that information, but some of the premises upon which that final 
question has been built are arguable. The member has said that a proportion of the offenders who have made 
pleas of guilty have received an intensive supervision order or a suspended sentence. I am not sure whether the 
member is talking about adults or juveniles, or all offenders; or whether she is talking about section 318(1)(d) 
offences involving police officers � 

Hon Adele Farina: Yes, I am. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: � or about offences involving public officers generally. In any case, as the 
member would be well aware, the basis upon which the prosecution can, and ought to, appeal a sentence that has 
been imposed is not the same as that applicable to an offender. A greater threshold needs to be crossed by the 
prosecution. Therefore, although the prosecution may very well think that a sentence is inadequate, in the 
circumstances it may not be viable to appeal that decision. It is the trend in sentencing that has prompted the 
government to take this initiative in the first place.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: Can the parliamentary secretary tell me what additional funding will be made available 
by the government to run additional programs for offenders while they are in prison to ensure that they do not 
reoffend? I ask that question because the purpose of these sorts of measures should be to prevent offenders from 
committing these offences. Imprisonment, which should be seen as a measure of last resort, is also supposed to 
be an opportunity to provide some rehabilitation for offenders. As we know from a lot of surveys and studies that 
have been undertaken, people tend to reoffend unless they go through a rehabilitation program. What additional 
funding will the government be making available to ensure that any offenders who are put in prison as a result of 
these new measures will undergo an appropriate rehabilitation program while they are in prison?  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I am not aware of any funding specifically to deal with offenders who are caught 
by these provisions. The purpose of these provisions is to hopefully reduce the number of offenders by deterring 
people from committing the offence of assault against a public officer. If these offenders do happen to go to jail, 
they will have available to them the same rehabilitative facilities that are available to any other offender, 
including those offenders who assault other categories of persons as set out in section 318 and are deemed to be 
persons who ought to go to jail. The fact that there is a minimum sentence of imprisonment for certain categories 
is irrelevant to the question of what facilities are provided. These offenders will be subject to the same prison 
regime and the same rehabilitative and punishment facilities as any other offender who goes to jail.  

Amendment put and a division held, the Deputy Chairman (Hon Jon Ford) casting his vote with the ayes, with 
the following result � 
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Ayes (12) 

Hon Helen Bullock Hon Sue Ellery Hon Lynn MacLaren Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Robin Chapple Hon Adele Farina Hon Sally Talbot Hon Alison Xamon 
Hon Kate Doust Hon Jon Ford Hon Ken Travers Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 

Noes (17) 

Hon Liz Behjat Hon Brian Ellis Hon Col Holt Hon Simon O�Brien 
Hon Jim Chown Hon Donna Faragher Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Ken Baston (Teller) 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Philip Gardiner Hon Michael Mischin  
Hon Mia Davies Hon Nick Goiran Hon Norman Moore  
Hon Phil Edman Hon Alyssa Hayden Hon Helen Morton  

            

Pairs 

 Hon Jock Ferguson Hon Nigel Hallett 
 Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Max Trenorden 
 Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Wendy Duncan 

Amendment thus negatived. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I move �  

Page 4, lines 4 to 7 � To delete �a young person (as defined in the Young Offenders Act 1994 section 
3) is convicted of an offence against this section committed in prescribed circumstances, then, 
notwithstanding that Act� and insert �  

a person is convicted of an offence against this section committed in prescribed circumstances 
at a time when the person had reached 16 but not 18 years of age, then, notwithstanding the 
Young Offenders Act 1994 

The purpose of this amendment is to reflect the provision that has already been passed in respect of section 297 
of the code, but to exclude juveniles under the age of 16 from the operation of the mandatory detention and 
imprisonment provisions.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: The Greens will support this amendment and we appreciate the fact that the government 
has moved some way towards recognising that young people should not be given mandatory prison sentences.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: The Labor Party will support this amendment. The single issue that raised its head I think 
in every variation of the party room is how this bill will apply to young people. We took the position that it ought 
not apply at all. If that is not the will of the chamber, we appreciate the shift by those members inside the 
government to move this amendment so that we will at least limit to the extent it is possible the application of the 
mandatory sentencing provisions.  

Amendment put and passed.  
Hon GIZ WATSON: I move � 

Page 4, line 16 � To delete �as the court thinks fit� and insert � 

unless � 

(A) that sentence would be clearly unjust given the circumstances of the offence 
and the person; 

(B) the person�s criminal record indicates that they are unlikely to be a threat to 
the safety of the community; 

(C) the imposition of a term of imprisonment would not act as a general 
deterrent; 

(D) a term of imprisonment would be contrary to the public interest; 
(E) the court has afforded the victim of the offence an opportunity to make 

submissions either personally or in writing as to whether a term of 
imprisonment should be imposed; and 

(F) the court has given written reasons why a term of imprisonment was not 
imposed. 

These words are similar to the words moved by the Leader of the Opposition earlier in this debate. The criteria to 
be reinserted would in effect reintroduce some provisions that would guide the sentencing. I will not read 
through them because they are the same as the words the opposition moved earlier. We seek the support of the 
chamber on this amendment.  
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Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: For the same reasons as already expressed on the mirror provision in relation to 
clause 4, the government does not agree to the amendment.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: We support the amendment for the same reasons as outlined before; that is, we think it is 
reasonable that Parliament give to the courts the capacity to make alternative arrangements in light of all the 
exceptional circumstances set out from (A) through to (F). It is right and proper to acknowledge that 
parliamentarians cannot predict now the circumstances that might come before the courts. For those reasons we 
think it is reasonable to insert a provision that will give the court certain powers if what is before it constitutes 
something that is manifestly unjust and when it would be manifestly unjust to proceed to a mandated sentence in 
the circumstances. For those reasons we support the amendment.  

Amendment put and a division taken, the Deputy Chairman (Hon Jon Ford) casting his vote with the noes, with 
the following result � 

Ayes (12) 

Hon Helen Bullock Hon Sue Ellery Hon Lynn MacLaren Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Robin Chapple Hon Adele Farina Hon Sally Talbot Hon Alison Xamon 
Hon Kate Doust Hon Jon Ford Hon Ken Travers Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 

Noes (17) 

Hon Liz Behjat Hon Brian Ellis Hon Col Holt Hon Simon O�Brien 
Hon Jim Chown Hon Donna Faragher Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Ken Baston (Teller) 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Philip Gardiner Hon Michael Mischin  
Hon Mia Davies Hon Nick Goiran Hon Norman Moore  
Hon Phil Edman Hon Alyssa Hayden Hon Helen Morton  

            

Pairs 
 Hon Jock Ferguson Hon Nigel Hallett 
 Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Max Trenorden 
 Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Wendy Duncan 

Amendment thus negatived.  
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I move � 

Page 4, lines 25 and 26 � To delete �and subsection (2) does not apply� and insert �  
at a time when the person had reached 18 years of age 

By way of explanation, as with the previous amendment to clause 4, this amendment will make it clear that the 
subclause applies to those who have achieved the age of 18 years. It does not apply to juveniles.  
Amendment put and passed. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: By virtue of the amendment that the chamber has just carried, my amendment 16/5 falls 
away.  
Hon GIZ WATSON: Similarly, amendment 8/5 standing in my name also falls away.  
I move � 

Page 5, after line 4 � To insert �  
unless �  

(i) that sentence would be clearly unjust given the circumstances of the offence 
and the person; 

(ii) the person�s criminal record indicates that they are unlikely to be a threat to 
the safety of the community; 

(iii) the imposition of a term of imprisonment would not act as a general 
deterrent; 

(iv) a term of imprisonment would be contrary to the public interest; 
(v) the court has afforded the victim of the offence an opportunity to make 

submissions either personally or in writing as to whether a term of 
imprisonment should be imposed; and 

(vi) the court has given written reasons why a term of imprisonment was not 
imposed, 

This amendment seeks to re-insert the same words that have been debated twice now in relation to providing a 
range of circumstances that need to be considered. So as not to take up the time of the house, I will not go 
through them at length again. I simply seek to insert those words.  
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Hon SUE ELLERY: I rise again to indicate that the government will support the amendment for the reasons 
that we have argued previously. We think it is reasonable for the Parliament to send a clear message to the court 
that when it finds exceptional circumstances before it and it would be manifestly unjust to apply a mandated 
sentence, it has the capacity to not apply that mandated sentence.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: For the reasons already expressed with respect to the similar proposed 
amendments, the government does not agree to the amendment.  

Amendment put and a division taken, the Deputy Chairman (Hon Jon Ford) casting his vote with the ayes, with 
the following result � 

Ayes (12) 

Hon Helen Bullock Hon Sue Ellery Hon Lynn MacLaren Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Robin Chapple Hon Adele Farina Hon Sally Talbot Hon Alison Xamon 
Hon Kate Doust Hon Jon Ford Hon Ken Travers Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 

Noes (17) 

Hon Liz Behjat Hon Brian Ellis Hon Col Holt Hon Simon O�Brien 
Hon Jim Chown Hon Donna Faragher Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Ken Baston (Teller) 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Philip Gardiner Hon Michael Mischin  
Hon Mia Davies Hon Nick Goiran Hon Norman Moore  
Hon Phil Edman Hon Alyssa Hayden Hon Helen Morton  

            

Pairs 

 Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Nigel Hallett 
 Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Max Trenorden 
 Hon Jock Ferguson Hon Wendy Duncan 

Amendment thus negatived. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: I move � 

Page 5, after line 18 � To insert �  
(iv) a teacher as defined in the School Education Act 1999 
(v) a nurse as defined in the Nurses and Midwives Act 2006, 

In speaking to amendment 17/5 listed on the supplementary notice paper, I will refer to amendment 18/5. These 
proposed amendments go to extending the provisions of the bill to three other categories of public officer�
teachers and nurses in amendment 17/5 and fire officers in amendment 18/5. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I understood the Leader of the Opposition to also move amendment 18/5, which 
inserts certain subparagraphs.  

In any event, the government does not agree with amendments 17/5 and 18/5. Apart from anything else it would 
create an anomaly in the legislation by including teachers, nurses, fire officers and the like in mandatory 
sentencing provisions in cases in which they are assaulted and bodily harm is done to them, yet not in cases in 
which grievous bodily harm is done to them.  

Amendment put and a division taken, the Deputy Chairman (Hon Jon Ford) casting his vote with the ayes, with 
the following result � 

Ayes (8) 

Hon Helen Bullock Hon Sue Ellery Hon Jock Ferguson Hon Sally Talbot 
Hon Kate Doust Hon Adele Farina Hon Jon Ford Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 

Noes (20) 

Hon Liz Behjat Hon Phil Edman Hon Col Holt Hon Helen Morton 
Hon Robin Chapple Hon Brian Ellis Hon Lynn MacLaren Hon Simon O�Brien 
Hon Jim Chown Hon Philip Gardiner Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Nick Goiran Hon Michael Mischin Hon Alison Xamon 
Hon Mia Davies Hon Alyssa Hayden Hon Norman Moore Hon Ken Baston (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Hon Ken Travers Hon Nigel Hallett 
 Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Max Trenorden 
 Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Wendy Duncan 
 

Amendment thus negatived. 
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Hon SUE ELLERY: I move � 

Page 5, line 21 � To insert after �subsection (1)(h)(i)� �  

, (h)(ii), (h)(iii) 

As I indicated earlier, this amendment seeks to add fire officers to the category of public officers who are 
covered by the provisions of the legislation. 

Amendment put and a division taken, the Deputy Chairman (Hon Jon Ford) casting his vote with the ayes, with 
the following result � 

Ayes (8) 

Hon Helen Bullock Hon Sue Ellery Hon Jock Ferguson Hon Sally Talbot 
Hon Kate Doust Hon Adele Farina Hon Jon Ford Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 

Noes (21) 

Hon Liz Behjat Hon Brian Ellis Hon Lynn MacLaren Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Robin Chapple Hon Donna Faragher Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Alison Xamon 
Hon Jim Chown Hon Philip Gardiner Hon Michael Mischin Hon Ken Baston (Teller) 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Nick Goiran Hon Norman Moore  
Hon Mia Davies Hon Alyssa Hayden Hon Helen Morton  
Hon Phil Edman Hon Col Holt Hon Simon O�Brien  

            

Pairs 

 Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Wendy Duncan 
 Hon Ken Travers Hon Nigel Hallett 
 Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Max Trenorden 
 

Amendment thus negatived. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

Clause 6: Review of Act � 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The government will vote against the clause and insert a new clause 6. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: As clauses 6 and new clause 6 are clearly linked, I would like to know what the difference 
is between the clause that is proposed to be deleted and new clause 6. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: There is no difference between them. The advice I have received is that if the 
current clause 6 remains in the bill as printed, it will become what is known as a �homeless provision� when the 
bill is passed. It is preferable to move that provision into the Criminal Code where it will have a home after the 
bill is passed. Logically, it will appear after section 739 of the Criminal Code, which provides for a review of the 
law of homicide. There is no material difference between the two clauses; it is simply a question of providing the 
most appropriate home for that clause so that it is not overlooked when the bill is passed. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: During the briefing that was provided to the opposition, it was explained that the new 
clause was necessary for the reasons that the parliamentary secretary just outlined. I want it put on the record that 
there is no material difference between the words that appear in the bill before us in clause 6(1), which states 
�after the expiry of three years from its commencement� and the words �as soon as practicable after the third 
anniversary of the day on which those amendments came into operation�. Perhaps that is just a case of 
Parliamentary Counsel changing the words, but if there is a material difference, I would like to know what it is. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: There is no material difference. One refers to the expiry of three years from the 
commencement of the act and the other uses the formula of the anniversary of the commencement of the act. 
Proposed section 740A more closely reflects the wording of section 739 of the Criminal Code, which deals with 
the review of a law of homicide. I will read it out and the member can follow the proposed clause. Section 
739(1) reads � 

The Minister must carry out a review of the operation and effectiveness of the amendments to this Code 
and the Sentencing Act 1995 made by the Criminal Law Amendment (Homicide) Act 2008 as soon as is 
practicable after the fifth anniversary of the commencement of section 17 of that Act. 

The new clause reflects that form of words. In fact, it is a better way of putting it. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: What would be the effect if the house did not accept the motion to delete this clause?  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: It would make no legal difference. All that would happen, because the other 
provisions of the amendment bill will be absorbed within the Criminal Code, is that we will be left with a section 
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6 that sits isolated in the amendment act. It is better to include it in the substantive act in the same way as the 
review of the homicide laws are included, so it is not overlooked and reflects the current operation.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: It is important that it is not overlooked. I would like to offer the comment that this is an 
indication of why we should never rush bills through because even the government can find ways of improving 
them.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: We did.  

Clause put and negatived.  

New clause 6 � 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I move � 

Page 5, after line 30 � To insert �  

6. Section 740A inserted 

After section 739 insert: 

740A. Review of certain amendments to s. 297 and 318 
(1) The Minister shall carry out a review of the operation and effectiveness of 

the amendments made to this Code by the Criminal Code Amendment Act 
2008 as soon as practicable after the third anniversary of the day on which 
those amendments came into operation. 

(2) The Minister shall prepare a report based on the review made under 
subsection (1), and shall, as soon as is practicable after that preparation, 
cause the report to be laid before each House of Parliament. 

New clause put and passed.  

Title put and passed. 

Bill reported, with amendments.  

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral � Leader of the House) [l0.45 pm]: I move � 

That the house do now adjourn. 

Derby Regional Hospital � Adjournment Debate 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [10.45 pm]: I recently spent some time in Derby, and I 
would like to relate to the house the distressing state of affairs at Derby Regional Hospital. In 2002, the then 
Minister for Health, Bob Kucera, announced that Derby Regional Hospital would undergo a series of major 
redevelopment changes. The redevelopment was to involve transferring some medical specialist services from 
Derby to Broome to ensure the long-term sustainability of regional health. Minister Kucera promised that the full 
commitment of general practitioners with skills in the areas of obstetrics and anaesthetics would be retained in 
Derby and that the services of a residential specialist surgeon would be provided. Unfortunately, since that time 
there has been a slow and surreptitious stripping of important specialist and ancillary services away from Derby 
Regional Hospital to Broome. Those services now operate out of Broome alone. Numerous specialist services 
that were once permanently available in Derby are now no longer there and have been allocated out of Derby. 
They are facilitated in Derby only on a weekly rotating basis. Emergencies and seriously ill patients have to be 
transferred to places that can provide the requisite technology and expertise. This means consistent use of 
ambulances to and from Broome. That is hundreds of kilometres away. The ambulances are serviced by Derby 
hospital services staff, which means that while they are driving ambulances, the hospital goes unserviced by 
orderlies and the like.  

Many services have been moved to Broome, including the hospital-based pharmacy, children�s nursery services 
and the permanent surgeon. We understand that the hospital stores facilities and central sterilising unit also are 
soon to be moved. The house that is theoretically earmarked for the gynaecologist is being occupied by 
somebody else, so when a gynaecologist becomes available for the hospital, he will be told that the hospital does 
not have suitable housing for him; therefore, the gynaecologist will not end up working at Derby Regional 
Hospital. Only one in three ambulances operating out of the hospital are currently in working order. This is 
dangerous, and the danger is compounded by the fact that half the time, the ambulances are transferring patients 
to Broome. 

Costly government travel allowances are being spent on transporting patients from in and around the Derby area 
to Broome, when the money could instead be invested in services located in Derby. There are now only two 
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laundry staff, who administer not only Derby Regional Hospital, but also hospitals located in all the frontier 
services, including the Numbala Nunga Nursing Home and Hospital and the hospital facilities on Koolan Island 
and Cockatoo Island. There are no permanent surgeons in Derby; one surgeon visits Derby on an irregular basis. 
One man drove three and a half hours to Derby to see the surgeon, only to be advised that he was too late and 
that the surgeon had returned to Broome. He had to stay the night in Derby, and then drove home the next day 
without having seen any medical specialists. Medical reports have been moved into a section of the hospital 
where they are not fireproof, contrary to hospital policy.  

Why is this happening? It is a lack of money. There is not enough money being spent on the hospital to ensure 
that it has enough surgeons and other specialist doctors to service the communities in and around Derby. There is 
not enough appropriate housing for doctors and nurses to encourage them to take up residency in Derby. We 
cannot blame the doctors for not servicing the town when there is no appropriate accommodation for them.  

I believe this is regional discrimination. Yes, Broome is a popular and attractive holiday town. But Derby is the 
most centrally located major town in the Kimberley. If the government can afford only one proper hospital in the 
Kimberley, as seems to be the case, geographically this makes Derby the only logical repository for that hospital. 
I say that because, interestingly enough, Derby does not get cyclones. Broome does get cyclones. Quite often 
when Broome does get a cyclone, the road systems into the rest of the Kimberley are not available to the doctors.  

The next issue I want to raise is second-rate services. The people of east and west Kimberley are entitled to have 
access to proper health services, the same as any other Western Australian. I believe this is regional 
discrimination. For some reason, Derby is having its services removed. The residents of Derby are forced to 
drive for more than two hours to access numerous services that used to be readily available in Derby. People 
who live in regional Western Australia rightly accept that travel is involved when accessing essential services. 
However, Derby is not an outpost. It is the most central of the Kimberley�s main towns. Derby residents can 
properly expect that specialist health services will be available to them in their town.  

What is the solution? The solution is royalties for regions money to enable Derby hospital to employ staff, 
acquire technology, maintain and improve facilities, and build and acquire appropriate housing for Derby 
hospital staff. Brendon Grylls told a 2009 hearing of the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial 
Operations that royalties for regions funding would be spent on addressing problems that have arisen because of 
population growth in regional areas and a failure of capacity to deliver services. Fixing Derby hospital falls 
exactly within the scope of what RFR funding should be spent on. There is no better recipient for RFR funding 
than a public hospital that is centrally located in the Kimberley and is surrounded by remote communities that 
have no hospital option other than a hospital hundreds of kilometres away.  

The Nationals promised in their 2008 election campaign that �The Nationals WA will use its voting power to 
ensure that essential workers are offered housing incentives to work in the regions�. The Nationals also state, in 
their policy titled �Housing our Workforce�, that � 

A shortage of housing in many towns has contributed to the difficulty of attracting people to live and 
work in the regions.  

The Nationals also state in that policy � 

The Nationals advocate the quarantining of sufficient funding to construct up to 2000 fully-equipped, 
modern kit-style public houses in regional communities over the next few years to attract and retain 
essential workers.  

This is where a significant amount of money should be spent now to resolve the problems of this very, very 
important community. This community has played a fundamental role for generations in holding the Kimberley 
together. It is the hub for the west Kimberley. Derby hospital was one of the best teaching hospitals in Australia. 
Doctors used to like to go to the Kimberley because they knew that the issues that they would be faced with there 
would provide them with an extremely valuable education in dealing with other communities later on. In my 
view, Derby deserves the hospital that it had, not the shell that it has now. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.53 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

821. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) (a)-(d)   Please see attached table [See paper 1091.] 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

822. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Fisheries 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) (a)-(d)  Please refer to Legislative Council Parliamentary Question on Notice 821. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

823. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Electoral Affairs 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) (a)-(d)  Please refer to Legislative Council Parliamentary Question on Notice 821. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

826. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) [See paper 1092.] 
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MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

827. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training 

(1) Can the Minister, �  
(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 

23 September 2008; 
(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 
(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 
(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 826 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

828. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) Can the Minister, �  
(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 

23 September 2008; 
(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) (a)-(d)  [See paper 1093.] 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

829. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Community Services 

(1) Can the Minister, �  
(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 

23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) (a)-(d)  Please refer to Question on Notice 828 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

830. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Seniors and Volunteering 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  (a)-(d) Please refer to Question on Notice 828 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

831. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Women's Interests 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 
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(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) (a)-(d)  Please refer to Question on Notice 828 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

834. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

(1) Can the Premier, �  
(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 

23 September 2008; 
(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Premier met with them; 
(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 
(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Office of the Premier advises: 

(a) Tamatha Smith  
Stephen Galilee 
Barry MacKinnon 

(b) Yilgarn Infrastructure 
Leighton Contractors 
North West Iron Ore Alliance 

(c) 24th October, 2008. Level 24, Governor Stirling Tower 
24th March, 2009. Level 24, Governor Stirling Tower 
6th April, 2009. Level 24, Governor Stirling Tower 

(d) Discussion on Oakajee project. 
Discussion on government's vision and priorities for major infrastructure in WA.  
Discussion on the North West Iron Ore Alliance. 

The Premier has also come into contact with other lobbyists including Katie Hodson-Thomas, Willie 
Rowe, Alastair Furnival, Megan Anwyl, Matt Hanbury, Ray Sputore, Trent Mumford, Paul Everingham 
and Jason Marocchi.  

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

835. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

(1) Can the Minister, �  
(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 

23 September 2008; 
(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 
(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 
(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 834.. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

843. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Education 

(1) Can the Minister, �  
(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 

23 September 2008; 
 (b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) (a)  Nil 

(b)-(d)  Not applicable 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

844. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Tourism 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1) (a)  Nil 

(b)-(d)  Not applicable 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

845. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Treasurer 

(1) Can the Treasurer, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Treasurer met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please see Legislative Assembly Question Number 517. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

846. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Commerce 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please see Legislative Assembly Question Number 517. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

847. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Science and Innovation 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please see Legislative Assembly Question Number 517. 
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MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

848. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Housing and Works 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please see Legislative Assembly Question Number 517. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

849. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Police 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) (a)-(d) 
Date of 
Meeting 

Name of Lobbyist or 
Representative 

Details of who 
Lobbyists were 
representing 

Meeting Venue Purpose of the Meeting 

5/11/2008 Daniel Smith, CPR 
Communications + Public 
Relations 

Tenix Solutions Ministerial 
Office 

General Introduction to Tenix Solutions + 
their services � including infringement 
management 

21/11/2008 Stephen Galilee, Shac 
Communications 

Leighton Contractors Perth 
Convention 
Centre 

General introduction to private public 
partnerships 

21/11/09 Paul Everingham, GRA 
Everingham 

SAP, SERCO Perth 
Convention 
Centre 

General Discussions 

15/04/2009 Emiliano Barzotto, 
Theodorsen Consulting 

The Sporting Shooters 
Association 

Ministerial 
Office 

The Firearms Act Review + General 
discussion 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

850. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Emergency Services 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) (a)-(d) Not applicable 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

851. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Road Safety 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 
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(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 
(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 
(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
 

Date of 
Meeting 

Name of Lobbyist or 
Representative 

Details of who 
Lobbyists were 
representing 

Meeting Venue Purpose of the Meeting 

05/11/2009 Daniel Smith, CPR 
Communications + Public 
Relations 

Tenix Solutions Ministerial 
Office 

General Introduction to Tenix Solutions + 
their services 

21/11/2008 Norman Haywood + Dr Ross 
Field 

Enhance Corporate Pty 
Ltd 

Perth 
Convention 
Centre 

Introduction to Enhance Corporate + 
Attempt to promote the name for the Road 
Safety Council 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

852. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Sport and Recreation 
(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 
(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 
(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 
 

(1)(a) (b) (c) (d) 

David 
Christison 

Peter Tierney, Halls 
Creek Liquor Store 
owner 

21 October 2008 

Office of the 
Minister for Health 

Meeting to discuss Halls Creek liquor problems and support 
for an access card as a possible solution, similar to the 
system used in Alice Springs and Goote Island 

Paul 
Everingham 

Betfair Pty Ltd 4 December 2008 
Parliament House 

Meeting to discuss High Court's decision and Betfair's 
position in relation to its Australian operation. 

Katie Hodson-
Thomas 

Macquarie 25 March 2009 
Ministerial Office 

Meeting to discuss LotteryWest and TAB � possible 
privatisation. 

Anne Burns North Quay 
Development 

4 April 2009 
Kalgoorlie 

Meeting outlining plans to develop an environment-friendly 
development for 20,000 people at North Quay Fremantle 

Fay Dudas, 
Enhance WA 

Not representing any 
clients 

4 April 2009 
Kalgoorlie 

Present at Kalgoorlie conference. Discussed common 
friends. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

853. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming 
(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 
(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 
(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 852. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

854. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Health 

(1) Can the Minister, �  
(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 

23 September 2008; 
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(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 
(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 
(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 852. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

861. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Local Government 

(1) Can the Minister, �  
(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 

23 September 2008; 
(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 
(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 
(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) (a) Mr Paul Everingham, GRA Everingham and Mr Gary Snook, Manika Pty Ltd. 
(b) Nil. 
(c) GRA Everingham on 21 August 2009; Manika Pty Ltd on 25 March 2009. 
(d) GRA Everingham � Update on progress of Member's Equity stadium upgrade; 

Marinka Pty Ltd � General information was sought on Local Government reform, Non-
Companion Animal Welfare; Local Government Town Planning Reform; State Planning 
Policy No. 3. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

862. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Heritage 

(1) Can the Minister, �  
(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 

23 September 2008; 
(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 
(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 
(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) (a)-(d) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 861. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

863. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Citizenship and 
Multicultural Interests 

(1) Can the Minister, �  
(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 

23 September 2008; 
(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 
(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 
(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) (a)-(d) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 861. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

864. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Agriculture and 
Food 

(1) Can the Minister, �  
(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 

23 September 2008; 
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(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) (a)-(d) 27 May 2009: Damien Capp, SHAC; Leighton Contracting; Ministerial Office; to discuss 
pastoral diversification and opportunities for agriculture through the de-watering of mine sites. 

28 January 2009: Peter Quinn, CPR; Gull Petroleum; Ministerial Office; to discuss the 
Biofuels Taskforce report. 

23 December 2008: Norm Taylor, GRA Everingham; Pacific Energy; Ministerial Office; 
briefing on Pacific Energy biomass project 

25 November 2008: Fay Duda, Enhance Corporate WA; Parliament House; Careflight; 
briefing on proposal to base Careflight helicopter in Bunbury. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

865. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Forestry 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

 (b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) (a)-(d) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 864. 

MINISTERS � MEETINGS WITH LOBBYISTS 

866. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Education 

(1) Can the Minister, �  

(a) provide the names of lobbyists or their representatives that they have met with since 
23 September 2008; 

(b) provide details of who the lobbyists were representing when the Minister met with them; 

(c) advise the date of each meeting and where the meeting took place; and 

(d) advise the purpose of the meeting? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) (a)-(d) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 864. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

872. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
Office of Energy 
(1) No 
(2) N/A 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

873. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Department of Education and Training 

(1) Yes, the Director General approved a payment made by Central TAFE. 

(2) The payment was an 'Act of Grace' payment made subject to the terms of a confidentiality agreement. 
The agreement requires that both parties refrain from further disclosing the details of the complaint or 
the terms of the settlement, except as otherwise required by law. 

Department of Education Services 

(1) No 

(2) N/A 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

874. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) (a)-(c)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

875. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Community Services 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) Yes 

(2) (a) 102 applicants to the Redress WA Scheme. 

(b) $964 000. 

(c) Interim payments to Redress WA applicants who have a terminal or life  threatening illness 
pending a final offer of payment. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

876. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Seniors and Volunteering 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) (a)-(c)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

877. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Women's Interests 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) (a)-(c)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

880. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

For each Agency under the Premier�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Premier or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet; Department of State Development; Public Sector Commissioner; Office 
of the Public Sector Standard Commissioner; Corruption and Crime Commission of WA; Lotterywest; Gold 
Corporation advises: 

(1) No 

(2) (a)-(c) Not applicable 

Governor's Establishment advises: 

(1)-(2) Not applicable to Governor's Establishment 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

881. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  
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(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  
(a) to whom were these payments made to; 
(b) how much were the payments for; and 
(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 880.. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

889. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Education 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  
(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 

since 23 September 2008? 
(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 
(b) how much were the payments for; and 
(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
For the Department of Education and Training 
(1) No 
(2) (a)-(c)  Not applicable 
For the Public Education Endowment Trust  
(1) No 
(2) (a)-(c)  Not applicable 
For the Country High Schools Hostel Authority 
(1) No 
(2) (a)-(c)  Not applicable 
For the Curriculum Council of WA 
(1) No 
(2) (a)-(c)  Not applicable 
For the Department of Education Services 
(1) No 
(2) (a)-(c)  Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

890. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Tourism 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 
(b) how much were the payments for; and 
(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

For Tourism WA 

(1) No 

(2) (a)-(c)  Not applicable 



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 8 September 2009] 6417 

 

For the Rottnest Island Authority 
(1) No 
(2) (a)-(c)  Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

891. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to parliamentary secretary representing the Treasurer 

For each Agency under the Treasurer�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Treasurer or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 
(b) how much were the payments for; and 
(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) (a)  J and T Moorby. 
(b)  $14,440.00. 
(c) The payment was made on compassionate grounds in recognition of personal circumstances, 

and was an amount equivalent to the duty associated with the purchase of a residence. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

892. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Commerce 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 
(b) how much were the payments for; and 
(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) No. 
(2) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

893. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Science and 
Innovation 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  
(a) to whom were these payments made to; 
(b) how much were the payments for; and 
(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 
(1) No. 
(2) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

894. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Housing and Works 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  
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(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) (a)  Habitat for Humanity. 

(b) $5,000.00. 

(c) Donation by the Director General in lieu of donating a block of land. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

895. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Police 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

WA Police 

(1) Yes. 

(2) (a)-(c) Senior Constable Shane Gray � $42,000.00 � Senior Constable Gray was seriously injured 
by William Watkins who was wanted in relation to a double murder in Victoria. Gray stopped 
Watkins on the road outside Karratha and was forced to shoot him in self defence. It was 
considered that the payout from Criminal Injuries compensation was inadequate. 

Constable Lisa Bredin � $300.00 � Constable Bredin's private vehicle was damaged at the 
rear of Morley Police Station when a prisoner attempted to escape. She was on duty at the time 
and the payment was to cover" out of pocket" expenses incurred to repair the damage to her 
vehicle. 

Senior Constable Mark Biffen � $5,649.00 � Senior Constable Biffen's vehicle was 
destroyed by fire in the carpark of the Warwick Police Station by an offender while he was on 
duty. Payment was to cover "out of pocket" expenses incurred when he had to buy a new 
vehicle and to replace personal items. 

Constable Ian Jamieson � $4,142.00 � Constable Jamieson's vehicle was destroyed by fire in 
the carpark of the Warwick Police Station by an offender while he was on duty. Payment was 
to cover "out of pocket" expenses incurred when he had to buy a new vehicle and to replace 
personal items. 

Fire and Emergency Services Authority 

(1) Yes 

(2) (a) Gary Hollis 

(b) $12,000 (Exc GST) 

(c) Mr Hollis was a volunteer for the Volunteer Marine Rescue Service who, while undertaking 
volunteer duties, sustained a back injury when the vessel he was on went over a large 
wave. Due to the injury Mr Hollis was unable to work and, as a result, stood to lose $12,000 in 
benefits under a Centrelink incentive scheme which encouraged people to work beyond the age 
of 65. Mr Hollis was offered an act of grace payment to compensate for the loss of this benefit 
entitlement.  



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 8 September 2009] 6419 

 

Office of Road Safety 

Up till 30 June 2009 the Office of Road Safety was part of the Department of Premier and Cabinet (DPC) for all 
administrative issues. 

As such, the Office of Road Safety response to this question will be included as part of the DPC response.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

896. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Emergency Services 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(2) Please refer to Legislative Council Parliamentary Question on Notice 895. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

897. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Road Safety 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(2) Please refer to Legislative Council Parliamentary Question on Notice 895. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

898. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Sport and Recreation 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of Sport and Recreation 

(1) No. 

(2) (a)-(c)  Not applicable. 

WA Institute of Sport 

(1) No. 

(2) (a)-(c)  Not applicable. 

Venues West 

(1) Yes. 
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(2) (a)  VenuesWest made one-off payments, on behalf of Churchlands Senior High School, to:  

Spotless Services Limited PCEC 
Clifton Perth 
Focus Promotions 
Coetzer Holdings Pty Ltd 
Ryan J Larini 
Supreme Printers 
Promotions Only 
Mega Vision Australia Pty Ltd 
Phenomenon Event Services Pty Ltd 
JB HiFi Osborne Park 
City of Perth 

(b) Total amount paid to these suppliers was $74,559.90 of which $58,500.00 was paid to 
VenuesWest by Churchlands Senior High School. Representing a net payment of $16,059.90. 

(c) To compensate for a double booking affecting Churchlands Senior High School Ball 
2009. The payment was made for the relocation of the event to an alternative venue. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

899. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  
(a) to whom were these payments made to; 
(b) how much were the payments for; and 
(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 
(1) No. 
(2) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

900. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Health 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  
(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 

since 23 September 2008? 
(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 
(b) how much were the payments for; and 
(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN replied: 

Response will be forthcoming from the Minister for Health.. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

907. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Local Government 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  
(a) to whom were these payments made to; 
(b) how much were the payments for; and 
(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
(1) No. 
(2) (a)-(c) Not applicable. 
METROPOLITAN CEMETERIES BOARD 
(1) No. 
(2) (a)-(c) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

908. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Heritage 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  
(a) to whom were these payments made to; 
(b) how much were the payments for; and 
(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

HERITAGE COUNCIL OF WA 

(1) No. 

(2) (a)-(c) Not applicable. 

NATIONAL TRUST OF AUSTRALIA(WA) 

(1) No. 

(2) (a)-(c) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

909. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Citizenship and 
Multicultural Interests 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  
(a) to whom were these payments made to; 
(b) how much were the payments for; and 
(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
(1) No. 
(2) (a)-(c) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

910. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Agriculture and 
Food 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  
(a) to whom were these payments made to; 
(b) how much were the payments for; and 
(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) No 

(2) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

911. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Forestry 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) Yes � one-off payments. 

(2) (a)   Softwood Logging Services, Western Forest Management and R. J. Denham 

(b) $249 231, $13 816.67 and $2797.95 respectively 

(c) Fuel indexation for harvesting and service contracts was renegotiated during the period and 
one-off adjustments made. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � EX GRATIA PAYMENTS 

912. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Education 

For each Agency under the Minister�s portfolio, �  

(1) Has the Minister or the Director General of the Agency approved any ex-gratia or one off payments, 
since 23September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), �  

(a) to whom were these payments made to; 

(b) how much were the payments for; and 

(c) what was the purpose of the payment? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(2) Answer to be provided by the Minister for Education. 

BURRUP NON-INDUSTRIAL LAND � TRANSFER OF FREEHOLD TITLE 

918. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister representing the Minister for State Development 

Regarding the transfer of freehold title to the, �Burrup Non-Industrial Land�, as provided for in the Burrup and 
Maitland Industrial Estates Agreement, �  

(1) Why has the Government failed to effect the transfer to the Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation of 
freehold title to the Burrup Non-Industrial Land as required by that Agreement? 

(2) When will the Government transfer freehold title to the Burrup Non-Industrial Land to the Murujuga 
Aboriginal Corporation as required by that Agreement? 

(3) Will the Minister commit to ensuring that freehold title to the Burrup Non-Industrial Land is transferred 
to the Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation as soon as practicable? 

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

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of State Development advises: 
(1) The transfer of freehold title to Burrup Non-Industrial Land to the Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation 

requires amendments to the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984 providing for joint 
management to be passed by Parliament. The proposed amendments are scheduled to be introduced in 
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the Spring sitting of Parliament and passed in the Autumn sitting. The State is also seeking the 
agreement of the Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation to the Murujuga National Park Joint Management 
Plan 2009 and other matters to enable the freehold transfer to occur.  

(2) During 2010, as soon as practicable after the passing of the amendments by Parliament.  

(3) Yes. 

(4) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

926. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Office of Energy 

(1)-(4) 0-30 days 23 $364 851.54 
30-60 days 4 $5 547.89 
60-90 days Nil N/A 
90-120 days Nil N/A 

(5) Amount: $2 000.00, Number: 3 

Note: The 3 outstanding invoices listed relate to grant payments, where payments occur on completion of an 
assessment. Assessments can take some time depending on the timeliness of evidence gathered from 
suppliers/grant recipients. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

927. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(5) The Minister for Education will provide a response on behalf of the Department of Education and 
Training and the Department of Education Services 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

934. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

For each Department and Agency within the Premier�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet advises: 

The Department of the Premier and Cabinet's accounts are processed by the Department of Treasury and Finance 
Shared Services and their system has provided data as at 30 June 2009 and not retrospectively to 
the 24th June 2009. As at 30 June 2009: 

(1) 114 creditors invoices totalling $1,043,004.85  
(2) 16 creditors invoices totalling $224,229.92 (for the period less than 60 days but greater than 30 days) 
(3)  3 creditor invoices totalling $28,416.89 (for the period less than 90 days but greater than 60 days) 
(4)  7 creditor invoices totalling $19,313.47 (for the period less than 90 days but greater than 60 days) 
(5)  4 creditor invoices totalling $16,276.04 (for the period less than 120 days but greater than 90 days) 

Please note that of the outstanding invoices $1,053,983.00 is owed to public sector agencies and one 
invoice of $642,347.20 has been submitted by a supplier prior to final commissioning of the equipment 
ordered. 
It is noted that the number of creditors invoices outstanding has greatly improved since the previous 
question (LC 530) which was answered on Wednesday 13 May 2009. 

Public Sector Commissioner advises: 

(1) 27 creditors totalling $176,482.84. 
(2) 7 creditors totalling of $200,211.82. 
(3)-(5) Nil 

Department of State Development advises: 

(1) 11 creditors totalling $1,042,558.94 (less than 30 days) 
(2) 5 creditors totalling $709,069.89 (greater than 30 days but less than 60 days) 
(3) One creditor totalling $39.05 (greater than 60 days but less than 90 days) 
(4) Nil (greater than 90 days but less than 120 days) 
(5) Nil (greater than 120 days) 

Office of the Public Sector Standard Commissioner advises: 

(1) 2 creditors totalling $9,655.68 
(2) Nil 
(3) One creditor totalling $412.50 
(4)-(5) Nil 

Governor's Establishment advises: 
(1)-(5) Not applicable to Governor's Establishment 

Gold Corporation advises: 
(1) 212 creditors totalling $818,146.20 
(2)-(3) None  
(4) 4 creditors totalling $705.04  
(5) None 

An investigation is being undertaken to determine the reasons for non payment. 

Corruption and Crime Commission advises: 

(1) 28 creditors totalling $151,379.11  
(2) Nil 
(3) One creditor for $29.89  
(4)-(5) Nil 

Lotterywest advises: 
(1) 129 creditors totalling $4,006,898 
(2) 10 creditors totalling $196,013 
(3)-(5) Nil 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

935. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 
(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 
(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 
(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 
(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 934. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

946. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Commerce 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  
(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 
(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 
(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 
(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 
(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) $158,938.67 � 40 creditors 
(2) $8,380.59 � 9 creditors 
(3) $2,830.30 � 2 creditors 
(4)  $272.81 � 2 creditors 
(5) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

947. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Science and 
Innovation 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  
(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 
(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 
(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 
(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 
(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 
Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 
(1) $3,699.93 � 8 creditors 
(2) $490.80 � 1 creditor 
(3)-(4) Nil. 
(4) $165.31 � 1 creditor 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

948. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Housing and Works 
For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  
(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 
(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 
(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 
(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 
(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 
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Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) 20 valued at $66,352.93. 

(2) 21 valued at $68,802.93 (which is a cumulative total). 

(3) 23 valued at $70,349.53 (which is a cumulative total). 

(4) 23 valued at $70,349.53 (which is a cumulative total). 

(5) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

952. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Sport and Recreation 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of Sport and Recreation 

(1)  $997,563 � 265 outstanding creditors. 

(2) Nil. 

(3) $74,800 � One outstanding creditor. 

(4)-(5) Nil. 

Venues West 

(1) $824,333 � 200 outstanding creditors. 

(2)-(5) Nil. 

WA Institute of Sport 

(1) $120,000 � 67 outstanding creditors. 

(2) $28,000 � One outstanding creditor. 

(3) $1,000 � Three outstanding creditors. 

(4) $21,000 � 23 outstanding creditors. 

(5) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

953. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 

(1) $56,774 � 15 outstanding creditors. 

(2) $2,222 � two outstanding creditors. 

(3) $6,372 � one outstanding creditor. 

(4)-(5)  Nil. 
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Gaming and Wagering Commission of WA 

(1)-(5) Nil. 

Racing Penalties Appeal Tribunal 

(1)-(5)  Nil. 

Burswood Park Board 

(1) $662,549 � 66 outstanding creditors. 

(2)-(5) - (5) Nil. 

Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 

(9) $43,396 � 48 outstanding creditors. 

(2)-(5)  Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

954. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Health 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN replied: 

Response will be forthcoming from the Minister for Health.. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

962. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Heritage 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

HERITAGE COUNCIL 

(1) $54,176.55 (21 creditors). 

(2) $3,430.02 (3 creditors).  

(3) $669.32 (1 creditor).  

(4) $398.35 (1 creditor).  

(5) $449.35 (1 creditor).  

NATIONAL TRUST 

(1) $654.45 (1 creditor). 

(2)-(5) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

963. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Citizenship and 
Multicultural Interests 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 
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(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

OFFICE OF MULTICULTURAL INTERESTS 

(1) $3,716.40 (3 creditors) 

(2)-(5) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

964. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Agriculture and 
Food 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) Department of Agriculture and Food: $951 772.69; 86 creditors 
Agriculture Protection Board: $18 039.15; 5 creditors 
Agriculture Produce Commission: $2822.20; 1 creditor 
Rural Business Development Corporation: Nil 

(2) Department of Agriculture and Food: $154.00; 1 creditor 
Agriculture Protection Board: Nil 
Agriculture Produce Commission: Nil 
Rural Business Development Corporation: Nil 

(3) Department of Agriculture and Food: Nil 
Agriculture Protection Board: Nil 
Agriculture Produce Commission: Nil 
Rural Business Development Corporation: Nil 

(4) Department of Agriculture and Food: Nil 
Agriculture Protection Board: Nil 
Agriculture Produce Commission: Nil 
Rural Business Development Corporation: Nil 

(5) Department of Agriculture and Food: Nil 
Agriculture Protection Board: Nil 
Agriculture Produce Commission: Nil 
Rural Business Development Corporation: Nil 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

965. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Forestry 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

For the Forest Products Commission: 

(1) $10 179 118.88; 227 creditors 
(2) $57 519.04; 11 creditors 
(3) $9871.49; 8 creditors 
(4) $4708.00; 1 creditor 
(5) Credit balance of -$19 841.55 (includes refunds totalling $21 650.76); 5 creditors 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

966. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Education 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, as at 24 June 2009, �  

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Answer to be provided by the Minister for Education. 

NATURAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM � BUDGET 

973. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food 

I refer to the 2009-10 budget allocation for a State Natural Resource Management (NRM) program, and I ask - 

(1) How much of the budget allocation will be directed to community NRM groups? 
(2) If nil, will any support be given to community NRM groups? 
(3) If no to (2), why not? 
(4) How much of the budget allocation will be directed to State agencies and departments (please provide 

the breakdown to each agency/department)? 
(5) Why are there no forward estimates for NRM in the 2009-10 budget? 
(6) Will the State match Federal funding commitments to NRM? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) Currently a total of $1.5 million for 2009/10. As per the government's response to the NRM Review 
$250,000 has been allocated to each regional NRM group to complement core funding from the 
Commonwealth's Caring or Our Country program. 

(2)-(3) Not applicable 

(4) Approvals for allocating those funds are still being finalised. 

(5) The Government will be evaluating the outcomes from the 2009/10 $30 million NRM Program 
allocation, to assist with future budget deliberations. 

(6) Under new National Partnership agreements matching commitments are not required. In negotiations 
with the Commonwealth to prepare a Caring for Our Country Cooperative Agreement every effort will 
be made to ensure investment is focussed on state priorities and the benefits to WA are maximised. 

CHILDREN IN CARE � MAY 2009 

975. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) How many children were under the care of the Department of Child Protection (DCP) during the month 
of May 2009 by district? 

(2) How many of these were placed in non-Government group facilities? 

(3) How many in placements with DCP foster carers, by relative and non relative carer? 

(4) How many in placements with non-Government organisation foster carers, by relative and non relative 
carers? 
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(5) With reference to children under the care of the DCP, how many allegations of child abuse were 
reported in the month of May 2009? 

(6) What was the category breakdown of these allegations, - 

(a) sexual; 
(b) physical; 
(c) emotional; 
(d) psychological; and 
(e) neglect? 

(7) How many foster carers were actively caring for children in Western Australia during the month of 
May 2009? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) As at 31 May 2009 there were 3215 children in care: 

Armadale � 342 
Cannington � 261 
Fremantle � 219 
Joondalup � 215 
Midland � 230 
Mirrabooka � 297 
Perth � 243 
Rockingham � 160 
Goldfields � 113 
Great Southern � 121 
Kimberley (East) � 121 
Kimberley (West) � 118 
Murchison � 117 
Peel � 138 
Pilbara � 91 
South West � 191 
Wheatbelt � 206 
Accommodation and Care Services � 32 

(2) 93. 

(3) 1204 with relatives and 996 were with non relatives. 

(4) 272 were in funded service foster care. Non-government agencies are contracted for general carers not 
relatives. 

(5) The number of allegations remains steady over the past three years with 169 in 2008-09, 161 in 2007-08 
and 180 in 2006-07. 

For the month of May 2009, there were 17 notifications (that is, involving 17 children) relating to 10 
separate allegations. Of the 10 allegations: 

· 2 are alleged inappropriate discipline by a departmental general carer, 
· 1 is alleged inappropriate discipline by a departmental relative carer, 
· 1 is substantiated inappropriate discipline by a worker in a departmental residential facility, 
· 2 are alleged physical abuse by departmental relative carers, 
· 2 are alleged inappropriate sexual touching by persons not in the household, and 
· 2 are alleged assault by family members (not carers). 

(6) (a) 2 (b) 12 (c) 3 (d) 0 (e) 0. 

(7) As at 31 May 2009 there were 1206 Departmental foster carer households with children placed. (This 
does not include non-government agency foster placements). It should be noted that a foster carer 
household may have one or more registered carers. 

DEPARTMENT OF CHILD PROTECTION � FTE EMPLOYEES 

976. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) As at 31 May 2009, what was the total funded full time equivalent (FTE) employee allocation by 
directorate and district?  



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 8 September 2009] 6431 

 

(2) As at 31 May 2009, what were the vacancies in the FTE terms by directorate and district; how many of 
those vacancies were subject to advertising at 31 May 2009 by district, and of those not subject to 
advertising as at 31 May 2009, why not? 

(3) As at 31 May 2009, what was the total service delivery FTE employee allocation by directorate and 
district? 

(4) As at 31 May 2009, what were the total vacant service delivery positions by directorate and district? 
(5) As at 31 May 2009, what was the total FTE case worker allocation by directorate and district? 

(6) As at 31 May 2009, what was the total FTE vacant case worker positions? 

(7) As at 31 May 2009, what was the FTE number of employees by directorate and district on permanent 
contract and on fixed term contract? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  2 054 FTE. A breakdown of funded FTE by directorate and district is provided [See paper 1094.] 

(2) 173 FTE. A breakdown of all vacancies by directorate and district is provided [See paper 1094.] 

80 FTE were subject to advertising/pool recruitment processes for a full breakdown [See paper 1094.] 

Of those not subject to advertising/pool recruitment processes, 15 FTE were subject to a structural 
review of the position and 78 FTE were vacant and in the process of recruitment or being reviewed as to 
how best to recruit. 

(3) 1 007 FTE. [See paper 1094.] 
(4) 67 FTE. [See paper 1094.] 
(5) 674 FTE. [See paper 1094.] 
(6) 46 FTE. [See paper 1094.] 
(7) Staff on Permanent Contract = 1 591 FTE. Staff on Fixed Term Contract = 296 FTE for full breakdown 

by directorate and district [See paper 1094.] 

FOSTER CARERS � STATISTICS 

977. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) As at 31 May 2009, what was total number of applications to be a foster carer approved by category of 
relative and non relative carer and by district? 

(2) As at 31 May 2009, what was the total number of registered foster carers by category of relative carer 
and non relative carer and by district? 

(3) As at 31 May 2009, what was the total number of interim foster carers, by category of relative and non 
relative carer and by district? 

(4) As at 31 May 2009, what was the total number of registered foster carers with children placed, by 
category of relative and non relative carers by district? 

(5) As at 31 May 2009, what was the total number of interim foster carers with children placed, by category 
of relative and non relative carers by district? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 
(1) 40 

Armadale � 4 relative, 0 non relative 
Cannington � 3 relative, 0 non relative 
Joondalup � 3 relative, 4 non relative 
Midland � 3 relative, 0 non relative 
Mirrabooka � 1 relative, 0 non relative 
Perth � 2 relative, 0 non relative 
Rockingham � 1 relative, 2 non relative 
Goldfields � 1 relative, 0 non relative 
Great Southern � 1 relative, 1 non relative 
Kimberley (East) � 2 relative, 0 non relative 
Peel � 0 relative, 1 non relative 
Pilbara � 1 relative, 0 non relative 
South West � 0 relative, 3 non relative 
Wheatbelt � 1 relative, 0 non relative 
Accommodation and Care Services � 1 relative, 4 non relative 
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(2) 1656 
Armadale � 75 relative, 50 non relative 
Cannington � 112 relative, 58 non relative 
Fremantle � 71 relative, 36 non relative 
Joondalup � 59 relative, 54 non relative 
Midland � 53 relative, 41 non relative 
Mirrabooka � 86 relative, 54 non relative 
Perth � 94 relative, 33 non relative 
Rockingham � 48 relative, 31 non relative 
Goldfields � 57 relative, 27 non relative 
Great Southern � 36 relative, 22 non relative 
Kimberley (East) � 61 relative, 12 non relative 
Kimberley (West) � 58 relative, 13 non relative 
Murchison � 51 relative, 36 non relative 
Peel � 29 relative, 28 non relative 
Pilbara � 36 relative, 7 non relative 
South West � 48 relative, 65 non relative 
Wheatbelt � 43 relative, 35 non relative 
Accommodation and Care Services � 1 relative, 36 non relative 

(3) 571  
Armadale � 43 relative, 0 non relative 
Cannington � 32 relative, 14 non relative 
Fremantle � 33 relative, 0 non relative 
Joondalup � 37 relative, 1 non relative 
Midland � 36 relative, 1 non relative 
Mirrabooka � 46 relative, 0 non relative 
Perth � 47 relative, 4 non relative 
Rockingham � 22 relative, 0 non relative 
Goldfields � 43 relative, 15 non relative 
Great Southern � 17 relative, 1 non relative 
Kimberley (East) � 36 relative, 1 non relative 
Kimberley (West) � 34 relative, 0 non relative 
Murchison � 27 relative, 4 non relative 
Peel � 17 relative, 0 non relative 
Pilbara � 17 relative, 0 non relative 
South West � 16 relative, 0 non relative 
Wheatbelt � 22 relative, 0 non relative 
Accommodation and Care Services � 1 relative, 4 non relative 

(4) 1206  
Armadale � 60 relative, 43 non relative 
Cannington � 66 relative, 41 non relative 
Fremantle � 66 relative, 26 non relative 
Joondalup � 41 relative, 37 non relative 
Midland � 42 relative, 30 non relative 
Mirrabooka � 61 relative, 44 non relative 
Perth � 71 relative, 27 non relative 
Rockingham � 36 relative, 29 non relative 
Goldfields � 31 relative, 13 non relative 
Great Southern � 32 relative, 18 non relative 
Kimberley (East) � 51 relative, 6 non relative 
Kimberley (West) � 46 relative, 9 non relative 
Murchison � 30 relative, 15 non relative 
Peel � 25 relative, 19 non relative 
Pilbara � 27 relative, 4 non relative 
South West � 36 relative, 46 non relative 
Wheatbelt � 34 relative, 26 non relative 
Accommodation and Care Services � 1 relative, 17 non relative 

(5) 278  
Armadale � 21 relative, 0 non relative 
Cannington � 12 relative, 4 non relative 
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Fremantle � 12 relative, 0 non relative 
Joondalup � 17 relative, 0 non relative 
Midland � 15 relative, 0 non relative 
Mirrabooka � 19 relative, 0 non relative 
Perth � 19 relative, 3 non relative 
Rockingham � 13 relative, 0 non relative 
Goldfields � 24 relative, 4 non relative 
Great Southern � 8 relative, 1 non relative 
Kimberley (East) � 25 relative, 1 non relative 
Kimberley (West) � 25 relative, 0 non relative 
Murchison � 12 relative, 0 non relative 
Peel � 7 relative, 0 non relative 
Pilbara � 12 relative, 0 non relative 
South West � 8 relative, 0 non relative 
Wheatbelt � 13 relative, 0 non relative 
Accommodation and Care Services � 1 relative, 2 non relative 

SUSPECTED CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE � STATISTICS 

979. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) As at 31 May 2009, what was the number of reports of suspected child sexual abuse received during 
that month, by district and by category of mandated reporter? 

(2) As at 31 May 2009, what was the number of suspected child sexual abuse investigations recorded 
during that month? 

(3) As at 31 May 2009, what was the number of individuals charged as a result of a report of suspected 
child sexual abuse.  What was the nature of the charges? 

(4) As at 31 May 2009, what was the number of reports of suspected child abuse in the categories of, - 

(a) neglect; 
(b) physical abuse; and 
(c) emotional abuse? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) The Department's June reporting snapshot shows there were 209 notifications of suspected child sexual 
abuse that were received in the month of May 2009.  104 of these arose from Mandatory Reports made 
to the Department. There were 114 Mandatory Reports made to the Department during this period. 

A notification is a report of concern about a child where each child in the referral is counted as one 
notification as per nationally agreed counting rules for the reporting of child protection statistics. 
 Repeat or additional referrals about the same child/incident are not counted as a notification. 
 Mandatory Reports are counted at the referral level rather than by the number of children in the 
Mandatory Report.  Unlike notifications, repeat or additional referrals about the same child/incident are 
counted when reporting the number of Mandatory Reports received. 

The 104 Notifications of suspected child sexual abuse from Mandatory Reports by District are as 
follows: 

· Armadale 4 
· Joondalup 5 
· Midland 13 
· Mirrabooka 2 
· Perth 4 
· Rockingham 7 
· Goldfields 3 
· Great Southern 3 
· Kimberley (West) 5 
· Murchison 4 
· Peel 5 
· Pilbara 3 
· South West 9 
· Wheatbelt 4 
· Crisis Care 28 
· ChildFIRST 5 
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The 104 Notifications of suspected child sexual abuse from Mandatory Reports by Referrer are as 
follows: 
· Doctor 36 
· Nurse 15 
· Teacher 34 
· Police Officer 19 
The 209 Notifications of suspected child sexual abuse by district are as follows: 
· Armadale 11 
· Cannington 11 
· Fremantle 6 
· Joondalup 12 
· Midland 19 
· Mirrabooka 10 
· Perth 6 
· Rockingham 14 
· Goldfields 7 
· Great Southern 10 
· Kimberley (East) 2 
· Kimberley (West) 6 
· Murchison 11 
· Peel 11 
· Pilbara 9 
· South West 18 
· Wheatbelt 5 
· Crisis Care 33 
· ChildFIRST 8 

The 209 Notifications by referrer are as follows: 

· Doctor 36 
· Nurse 16 
· Teacher 42 
· Police Officer 49 
· Other not mandated reporters 66 

(2) During the month of May 2009, there were 53 cases where it was determined that a child protection 
investigation was required where the matter related to suspected child sexual abuse. 

(3) Information provided by the WA Police shows that during the month of May 2009, 18 offenders were 
apprehended and charged with 43 offences as a direct result of Mandatory Reports.  The offences 
included sexual penetration, indecent dealing and physical assaults. 
In relation to this data, it is important to note the Mandatory Report figures are not entirely 
representative of the arrests made and the charges referred by WA Police with respect to child sexual 
abuse. WA Police, specifically the Sex Crime Division, can provide broader statistical data. 

(4) There were 884 notifications received between 1 May 2009 and 31 May 2009, the primary nature of 
concern for these notifications were as follows: 
· sexual abuse (209 notifications) 
· neglect (287 notifications) 
· physical abuse (199) 
· emotional abuse (120) 
· psychological abuse (14) 
· no suitable caregiver (8) 
· primary nature of concern has not been recorded as yet (47). 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

988. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Community Services 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 
(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 
(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 

that period? 



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 8 September 2009] 6435 

 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) Nil 

(2)-(6) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

989. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Seniors and Volunteering 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) One. 

(2) Seniors Ministerial Advisory Council. 

(3) Mrs June van de Klashorst JP, Dip.Tch. GDRE. THC, retired Member of Parliament (Chairperson). 

(4) Cabinet approved the establishment of the Seniors Ministerial Advisory Council for a three year term 
commencing on 1 May 2009 with one possible extension.  

(5) Sitting fees paid to 14 August 2009 are $3 633.  

(6) Sitting fees paid to 14 August 2009 are $3 633. The work plan for the Seniors' Ministerial Advisory 
Council is not finalised therefore the total operating costs for 2009-10 have not been established. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

990. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Women's Interests 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 
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(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) Nil 

(2)-(6) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

1008. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Police 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

WA Police 

(1) One 
(2) Review of the Australian Crime Commission (Western Australia) Act 2004 
(3) Mr Sam Vandongen conducted the review of the Australian Crime Commission (Western Australia) 

Act 2004. Mr Vandongen has a LLB from the University of Western Australia (1991) 

(4) The review of the Australian Crime Commission (Western Australia) Act 2004 commenced 
on 30 June 2009 and the report of the review was provided on 10 August 2009 

(5) The cost of conducting the review of the Australian Crime Commission (Western Australia) Act 2004 
was $19,800 

(6) The review of offence and penalties under the Misuse of Drugs Act 1981 is ongoing. At this stage no 
additional costs have been incurred. The anticipated cost of this review is approximately $45,000 

Office of Crime Prevention 

(1) Nil 
(2)-(6) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

1009. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Emergency Services 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 
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(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Nil 

(2)-(6) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

1010. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Road Safety 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Nil 

(2)-(6) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

1011. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Sport and Recreation 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of Sport and Recreation 

(1) Nil. 

(2)-(6)  Not applicable. 

WA Institute of Sport 

(1) Nil. 

(2)-(6)  Not applicable. 

Venues West 

(1) One. 
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(2) Perth Arena Steering Committee. 

(3) Co-Chaired by Mr Graham Partridge (Chairman VenuesWest) and Mr Richard Mann (Executive 
Director Strategic Projects BMW/DTF). 

(4) Commenced 12 May 2009 � estimated completion 2011. 

(5)-(6)  Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

1012. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 

(1) Nil. 

(2)-(6)  Not applicable. 

Gaming and Wagering Commission of WA 

(1) Nil. 

(2)-(6)  Not applicable. 

Burswood Park Board 

(1) Nil. 

(2)-(6)  Not applicable. 

Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 

(1) Nil. 

(2)-(6)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

1013. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Health 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 
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(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN replied: 

Department of Health 

Response will be forthcoming from the Minister for Health. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

1020. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Local Government 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT and METROPOLITAN CEMETERIES BOARD 

(1) Nil. 

(2)-(6)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

1021. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Heritage 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

HERITAGE COUNCIL 

(1) Nil. 

(2)-(6)  Not applicable. 

NATIONAL TRUST OF AUSTRALIA (WA) 

(1) Nil. 

(2)-(6)  Not applicable. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

1022. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Citizenship and 
Multicultural Interests 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
(1) Nil. 
(2)-(6)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

1023. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Agriculture and 
Food 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 
(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 

that period? 
(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 

taskforce that has been established? 
(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 

inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 
(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 

inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) 3 

(2)-(6) [See paper 1095.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

1024. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Forestry 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 
(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 

that period? 
(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 

taskforce that has been established? 
(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 

inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 
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(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) One 
(2) Review of the Forest Products Commission 
(3) Mr Haydn Lowe conducted the review. Mr Lowe is a former senior public servant who has previously 

been involved in similar reviews. 
(4) The review commenced on 1 April 2009 and concluded 26 August 2009. 
(5) The total cost of the review is not yet finalised but estimated at $64 000. 
(6) Not applicable  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND 
TASKFORCES 

1025. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Education 

For all portfolios, Departments and Agencies, over which the Minister holds responsibility, - 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 31 March 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(6) Answer to be provided by the Minister for Education. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1026. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND PETROLEUM 

(1) $931 131 � 31 creditors 
(2) $4 939 � 2 creditors 
(3) $222 � 1 creditor 
(4) $205 � 1 creditor 
(5) Nil 
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MINERALS AND ENERGY RESEARCH INSTITUTE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

(1) $15 223.10 � 3 creditors 

(2)-(5) Nil 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1027. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Fisheries 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) $306 042 � 67 creditors 
(2) $52 358 � 23 creditors 
(3) $6 122 � 6 creditors 
(4) $2 931 � 3 creditors 
(5) $222 � 1 creditor 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1028. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Electoral Affairs 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) $169 523 � 26 creditors 

(2)-(5)  Nil 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1033. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) $822 354.23 for 329 creditors. 

(2) $47 935.78 for 108 creditors. 

(3) $1 956.54 for 10 creditors. 

(4) $4 201.93 for 2 creditors. 

(5) $4 650.50 for 2 creditors. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1053. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Housing and Works 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) 9 valued at $132,835.74. 

(2) 10 valued at $137,085.74 (which is a cumulative total). 

(3) 10 valued at $137,085.74 (which is a cumulative total). 

(4) 10 valued at $137,085.74 (which is a cumulative total). 

(5) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1054. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Police 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

The following is based on the values in the creditors' ledger at 31 July 2009. 

 Days outstanding value($) No. of creditors 

(1) 0 to 30 days  7,971,220.34  467  
(2) 31 to 60 days  13,442.05  29  
(3) 61 to 90 days  645.34  6  
(4) 91 to 120 says  1,930.93  6  
(5) Greater than 120 days  4,040.29  6  
 Total  7,991,278.95  514  

An analysis of the 18 instances where the invoice was outstanding for more than 60 days revealed:  

•  in 1 instance the original cheque, issued in 2008, was lost in transit;   
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•  in 4 instances it appears that the invoice was received late   

•  in 7 instances the invoice was either not received or was lost   

•  in 2 instances there appears to have been an issue with supply of the goods   

•  in 3 instances the invoice has been held at the authorising section without any apparent reason   

•  in 1 instance the supplier misdirected the invoice 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1055. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Emergency Services 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Amount: $4,693,330.86; Number � 273 

(2)-(5) Not applicable  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1056. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Road Safety 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

The Office of Road Safety's response to this question will be included as part of the Department of the Premier 
and Cabinets response.. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1057. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Sport and Recreation 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of Sport and Recreation 

(1) $32,139 � One outstanding creditor. 
(2) $74,800 � One outstanding creditor. 
(3)-(5)  Nil. 
WA Institute of Sport and Recreation 

(1) $26,000 � 76 outstanding creditors. 
(2) $9,000 � 21 outstanding creditors. 
(3) $24,000 � 23 outstanding creditors. 
(4)-(5) Nil. 
Venues West 

(1) $1,108,397 � 198 outstanding creditors. 
(2) $157,850 � Ten outstanding creditors. 
(3)-(5)  Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1058. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 

(1) $6,209 � Nine outstanding creditors. 
(2)-(5)  Nil. 

Gaming and Wagering Commission of WA 

(1)  $310 � Three outstanding creditors. 
(2)-(5)  Nil. 

Racing Penalties Appeal Tribunal 

(1)-(5)  Nil. 

Burswood Park Board 

(1) $131,058 � 28 outstanding creditors. 
(2)-(5)  Nil. 

Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 

(1) $261,990 � 59 outstanding creditors. 
(2)-(5)  Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1059. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Health 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 
(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 

2009? 
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(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN replied: 

Response will be forthcoming from the Minister for Health. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1067. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Heritage 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

HERITAGE COUNCIL OF WA 

(1) $36,493.88 (25 creditors).  
(2)-(5) Nil. 

NATIONAL TRUST OF AUSTRALIA (WA) 

(1) Nil. 
(2) $654.45 (1 creditor). 
(3)-(5) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1068. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Citizenship and 
Multicultural Interests 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) $825.00 (1 creditor) 

(2) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1069. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Agriculture and 
Food 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 
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(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  Department of Agriculture and Food: $705 865.09; 97 creditors  
Agriculture Protection Board: $2202.50; 2 creditors 
Agriculture Produce Commission: Nil 
Rural Business Development Corporation: Nil 

(2) Department of Agriculture and Food: $358.94; 1 creditor 
Agriculture Protection Board: Nil 
Agriculture Produce Commission: Nil 
Rural Business Development Corporation: Nil 

(3) Department of Agriculture and Food: Nil 
Agriculture Protection Board: Nil 
Agriculture Produce Commission: Nil 
Rural Business Development Corporation: Nil 

(4) Department of Agriculture and Food: Nil 
Agriculture Protection Board: Nil 
Agriculture Produce Commission: Nil 
Rural Business Development Corporation: Nil 

(5) Department of Agriculture and Food: Nil 
Agriculture Protection Board: Nil 
Agriculture Produce Commission: Nil 
Rural Business Development Corporation: Nil 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1070. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Forestry 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

For the Forest Products Commission: 
(1) $5 564 716.80; 190 creditors 
(2) $184 289.81; 13 creditors 
(3) Credit balance of -$3437.19 (includes refunds totalling $4324.47); 3 creditors 
(4) $1798.50; 1 creditor 
(5) Credit balance of -$19 866.20 (includes refunds totalling $21 650.76); 4 creditors 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � CREDITORS OUTSTANDING 

1071. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Education 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 
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(1) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 30 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(2) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 60 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(3) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 90 days as at 31 July 
2009? 

(4) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding for less than or equal to 120 days as at 
31 July 2009? 

(5) What was the amount and number of creditors outstanding more than 120 days as at 31 July 2009? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(5) Answer to be provided by the Minister for Education. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � COMPLAINTS MANAGEMENT UNIT 

1077. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 

(1) Does the agency have a complaints management unit? 

(2) If yes to (1), how many complaints have been received by the agency since 23 September 2008? 

(3) What are the categories of complaints received? 

(4) What is the nature of complaints in each category? 

(5) How many of the total complaints fall into each category? 

(6) How many complaints in each category are under investigation by the CCC? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) The Department for Child Protection has a Complaints Management Unit that receives case practice 
and general complaints. The Department's Integrity and Standards Unit receives complaints relating to 
misconduct. 

(2) Complaints Management Unit � 179; Integrity and Standards Unit � 118. 

(3) Complaints Management Unit: Child Protection Services, Children in Care Services, Family/Individual 
Support Services, Other, Staff Misconduct. 

Integrity and Standards Unit: Personal Behaviour, Communication and Disclosure of Official 
Information, Fraud and Corrupt Behaviour, Use of Public Resources, Record Keeping and Use of 
Information, Conflict of Interest. 

(4) Complaints Management Unit: Child Protection Services includes complaints regarding any services or 
decisions relating to the assessment and intervention of child protection matters (e.g. lack of 
investigation or dispute of the outcome of investigation). 

Children in Care Services includes complaints regarding any services or decisions relating to children in 
the care of the CEO (e.g. contact arrangements, placement services). 

Family Individual Support Services includes complaints regarding the lack of provision of social 
services as outlined in section 3 and section 223 of the Children and Community Services Act (e.g. 
financial assistance, counselling services). 

Other: Complaints that do not fit within the above categories. 

Staff Misconduct: Complaints alleging that an officer's conduct could reasonably meet the definition of 
misconduct. 

Integrity and Standards Unit: Personal Behaviour includes complaints of inappropriate physical contact 
with children, both sexual and non sexual, inappropriate or unprofessional conduct towards clients or 
colleagues and neglect of duty. 

Communications and Disclosure of Official Information includes complaints regarding breaches of 
confidentiality. 

Fraud and Corrupt behaviour includes complaints of theft and fraud. 

Use of Public Resources includes complaints regarding the misuse of Government vehicles, telephones, 
email and other electronic communication facilities. 
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Record Keeping and Use of Information includes complaints regarding falsification of records and 
information security. 
Conflict of Interest includes complaints regarding unapproved secondary employment and breaches of 
procurement or purchasing processes, recruitment, gifts and gratuities. 

(5) Complaints Management Unit: Child Protection Services (54); Children in Care Services (104); Family 
Individual Support Services (12); Other (2); Staff Misconduct (7). 
Integrity and Standards Unit: Personal Behaviour (73); Communication and Disclosure of Official 
Information (11); Fraud and Corrupt Behaviour (5); Use of Public Resources (11); Record Keeping and 
Use of Information (13); Conflict of Interest (5). 

(6) Complaints Management Unit � Nil 
Integrity and Standards Unit � Nil, however all were notified to the CCC. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES � COMPLAINTS MANAGEMENT UNIT 

1079. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Police 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister�s portfolios, - 
(1) Does the agency have a complaints management unit? 
(2) If yes to (1), how many complaints have been received by the agency since 23 September 2008? 
(3) What are the categories of complaints received? 
(4) What is the nature of complaints in each category? 
(5) How many of the total complaints fall into each category? 
(6) How many complaints in each category are under investigation by the CCC? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Yes. The Police Complaints Administration Centre (PCAC) which is part of the Corruption Prevention 
and Investigation Portfolio. 

(2) 1194 complaints received by PCAC from the public for the period 23 September 2008 to 
20 August 2009. 
Matters of public complaint and/or those that are internally generated (disciplinary/managerial matters) 
are investigated at three levels � by PCAC, Districts/Divisions and by the Internal Affairs Unit (IAU). 
The IAU undertake investigations into matters that are associated with serious misconduct, corruption, 
criminality, discharge of police firearms, deaths in police custody/presence and other matters as directed 
by the Commissioner. 

(3) Categories/Classification of complaints received � Serious Misconduct, Reviewable Police Action, 
Misconduct and Information Only Files.  

(4) Sub Categories � Assault, Conduct, Corruption and Criminal Matters, Domestic Violence, District 
Office Management Initiated Action, Information Security, Manner, Neglect, Procedure, 
Professionalism, Stealing, Service Delivery, Traffic, Use of Force. 

(5) Public complaints received per category - 

PUBLIC COMPLAINTS RECEIVED PER CATEGORY   

Assault (Unlawful Assaults) 40 
Conduct (Unprofessional, breaches of policy, poor behaviour) 150 
Corruption and Criminal matters 17 
Domestic Violence (Unlawful acts/breaches of court orders)  9 
District Office Management Initiated Action (District Officer Intervention) 1 
Information Security (Serious or criminal misuse of computers and /or information) 24 
Manner (Rudeness, Demeanour, Attitude) 57 
Neglect (Failure to perform duties as required) 50 
Procedure (Administrative, policy, investigations) 237 
Professionalism (Abuse, vindictiveness, harassment, attitude, denial of rights) 413 
Stealing (Unlawful theft or property, monies or seized items) 12 
Service Delivery (poor response times, location of multanova's etc.) 37 
Traffic (minor infringement offences � going through Stop Signs, Speeding etc) 30 
Use of Force (unnecessary / unwarranted use of force and/or restraint-includes OC  
   Spray, Baton, Taser, Handcuffs and Physical) 117 
TOTAL 1194 
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(6) The Corruption and Crime Commission (CCC) is the independent oversight body for all investigations 
undertaken by WA Police. The CCC can conduct their own independent investigation, undertake these 
jointly with and/or allocate the investigation to WA Police. 

WA Police are not in a position, nor legally entitled to comment on those matters currently being 
investigated by the CCC. 

REDRESS WA APPLICANTS � BY POSTCODE 

1085. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

What is the number of Redress WA applicants by postcode? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

I will respond as the Minister for Community Services. 

There are a total of 5908 applicants. 38 of these are making application from overseas. 

A spreadsheet is attached identifying the number of applicants by Australian postcode.  [See paper 1096.] 

POLICE � TASER USE 

1143. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Police 

Referring to the death of a Queensland man who died during an arrest last week, and after allegedly being 
tasered by police more than 20 times, (as reported on ABC News of 18 June 2009), I ask - 

(1) How many tasers were available for use in Western Australia by sworn police officers in 2008 and until 
now in 2009? 

(2) On how many occasions during each year have sworn police officers used tasers in the line of duty in 
Western Australia? 

(3) On how many occasions during each year have tasers failed to work properly when used in the line of 
duty?  

(4) How many people were tasered more than once in the same incident? 

(5) How many people required medical attention after being tasered? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) 1456 in 2008 and 1560 until now in 2009. 

(2) 2008  

* Total Tasers Drawn 1252 
Display Only 347 
Arc Display 23 
Drive Stun 340 
Projectile 571 
Accidental Discharge 66 

January � June 2009  

* Total Tasers Drawn  501 
Display Only 216 
Arc Display 15 
Drive Stun 106 
Projectile 205 
Accidental Discharge 26 

* Total reported number of Tasers drawn (this number may be lower than the combined total of use as a Taser 
may have been used in multiple modes within the one draw). 

(3) 2008 � Tasers were ineffective on 156 occasions. 

2009 � Tasers were ineffective on 113 occasions. 

Taser were ineffective in the following categories: 

Probes failed to discharge. 

The probes failed to have any effect on the person including missing the person or only one 
probe hit the person. 

Low battery  
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(4) 2008 � 138 people (average of two five second cycles per person). 
2009 (January to June) � 80 people (average of two five second cycles per person).  

(5) 2008 � 98 people were provided medical attention. 
2009 (January to June) � 88 people were provided medical attention 

2008 
Treated at scene by police officer: 24 
Treated at police station by police officer: 13 
Treated by ambulance staff: 13 
Treated at hospital: 48 
Total 98 

2009  
Treated at scene by police officer: 16 
Treated at police station by police officer: 19 
Treated by ambulance staff: 10 
Treated at hospital: 43 
Total 88 
Medical attention by a police officer would primarily be the officers cleaning and dressing puncture 
wounds or minor scrapes. More serious injuries may not be the direct effect of the taser but from the 
person falling to the ground, or those who may have pre existing medical conditions. 

JARRAHDALE FOREST AREA � TREE MANAGEMENT 

1144. Hon Sally Talbot to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Agriculture and 
Food 

(1) Are any tree thinning, logging and/or clearing operations planned between now and 2014, in the 
Jarrahdale forest area? 

(2) If yes to (1), in what areas will the thinning, logging and/or clearing take place? 
(3) Do any of the areas provide habitat for Carnaby�s Black Cockatoos? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) Yes 

(2) The harvesting coupe known as Mundlimup 03, east of Jarrahdale, is part of the 2009 Annual Harvest 
Plan and selective tree removal is planned to occur in 2010, after March. Forest clearing is restricted to 
access tracks for log haulage trucks, and small log landings which are subsequently rehabilitated. 
Selective thinning is continuing in parts of the Wungong Water Catchment.  

Other harvesting coupes with the Jarrahdale forest area are likely to be identified in the draft of the 
Three Year Indicative Harvest Plan (2010-2012) for harvest in 2012. This plan is expected to be made 
public shortly by the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC).  

(3) Yes, most jarrah forest areas provide either nesting or feeding habitat for Carnaby's Black Cockatoos as 
well as Baudin's and Forest Red Tailed Cockatoos. Protection of habitat trees to standards set by DEC is 
provided for in harvest planning and operations. Scientists at the WA Museum are involved in 
evaluation of how Carnaby's Cockatoo is expanding its range into the forest from the wheatbelt. 

AUROX BALLA BALLA IRON ORE PROJECT 

1148. Hon Robin Chapple to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

In relation to the Aurox Balla Balla iron ore project located in the Pilbara between Karratha and Port Hedland, - 

(1) Will any part of the project require disturbance of Sandy Island? 

(2) If no to (1), will any part of the project require disturbance of De Puch Island? 

(3) If no to (1) and (2), does the Minister know if Aurox intends to build any marine facilities adjacent to 
Balla Balla? 

(4) Where are the conveyor and ship loading facilities required to service the project going to be built? 

(5) Given Aurox has identified Port Hedland as the export port for the project, has the Minister been given 
any location by Aurox suitable to construct the ship loading facility at Port Hedland? 

(6) If yes to (5), at what location? 
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(7) Is the Minister aware of the considerable amount of water required for this project to slurry the 
Magnetite to Port Hedland?  

(8) If yes to (7), has Aurox identified where that water might be sourced from and the volumes that will be 
required? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of State Development advises:  

(1)-(2) No. 

(3) The Premier is not aware of any intentions by Aurox to build marine facilities adjacent to Balla Balla. 

(4) It is understood that slurry will be piped to Utah Point, Port Hedland; de-watered, and stockpiled. The 
only conveyor is a component of the reclaim and shiploading system. 

(5) Port Hedland Port Authority determines where facilities are constructed, in consultation with 
prospective users, consistent with its development plans. See answer to part (4). 

(6) See answer to part (4). 

(7) Yes. 

(8) The project has approval to take 6 gigalitres of water per annum from a borefield 5 kilometres 
away. Aurox has offered to supply 5 gigalitres per annum of de-water to major users at the port, 
potentially replacing potable water presently used for activities such as dust suppression. This proposal 
is the subject of a current study. 

WA LOCAL GOVERNMENT ASSOCIATION � EXTENDED PRODUCER RESPONSIBILITY 

1153. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Local Government 

(1) Is the Minister aware that the Western Australian Local Government Association (WALGA) is 
supportive of the notion of Extended Producer Responsibility, and in particular one facet of that, 
namely the introduction of a Container Deposit System? 

(2) If yes to (1), has the Minister made any verbal or written representations to the Minister for the 
Environment in support of WALGA�s position? 

(3) If no to (1), will the Minister now make verbal or written representations to the Minister for the 
Environment in support of WALGA�s position? 

(4) If yes to (2), will the Minister now advise Parliament about the nature of those verbal representations 
and / or table copies of those written representations? 

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

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

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

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(7) The introduction of a Container Deposit System is not a portfolio matter for the Minister for Local 
Government. This question should be directed to the Minister responsible, the Minister 
for Environment. 

WORLD HERITAGE LIST � WA NOMINATIONS 

1157. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Heritage 

(1) How many sites did Western Australia nominate to the Federal Government to be included in the World 
Heritage List in 2005, 2006, 2007 and 2008? (Please provide this information on a year by year basis). 

(2) Please provide the names and locations of each of the sites in relation to question (1)? 

(3) Of those sites nominated by Western Australia to the Federal Government to be included in the World 
Heritage List in 2005, 2006, 2007 and 2008, how many were successful in being included the World 
Heritage List? (Please provide this information on a year by year basis). 

(4) Please provide the names and locations of each of the sites in relation to question (3)? 

(5) How many sites does the Western Australian Government anticipate nominating to the Federal 
Government to be included in the World Heritage List in 2009? 

(6) Please provide the names and locations of each of the sites in relation to question (5)? 
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(7) Who has final responsibility for determining which heritage sites Western Australia nominates to the 
Federal Government for inclusion in the World Heritage List? 

(8) What are the criteria that the person who has final responsibility for determining which heritage sites 
Western Australia nominates to the Federal Government for inclusion in the World Heritage List, uses 
to determine whether a site should be nominated to the Federal Government? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
(1)-(8) World Heritage Listing is a process managed by the Commonwealth Government and Western 

Australian responses are coordinated through the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. The Minister 
for Environment and the Department of Environment and Conservation is the lead agency with regard 
to World Heritage Listing. 
Following discussions with the Department of the Premier and Cabinet it is considered appropriate that 
these questions are directed to the Minister for Environment. 

DRUGS � STRIP SEARCHES OF PATIENTS 

1166. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for Health 
(1) Is the Minister aware if in the last 12 months, any patients were strip-searched for drugs by nurses at 

Royal Perth Hospital, Shenton Park Campus? 
(2) If yes to (1),  � 

(a) how many were strip-searched; 
(b) what was the basis for those searches; 
(c) is it standard procedure at Royal Perth Hospital, Shenton Park for nurses to strip-search 

patients in search of drugs; and 
(d) what rights are afforded to patients in respect of their participation in strip-searching? 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN replied: 

(1) No. 
(2) (a)-(d) Not applicable. 

FITZROY CROSSING POLICE STATION 

1171. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Police 

In relation to the Fitzroy Crossing Police Station, I ask - 

(1) How many lock up cells are there in the Fitzroy Crossing Police Station? 
(2) Are the air conditioners working in each of these cells? 
(3) Are any of the locks on any of the cell doors broken, if so how many? 
(4) Are the inner doors functional in each of these cells? 
(5) Do prisoners have access to the cell grills from within any of the cells? 
(6) How many of the lock up cells in the Fitzroy Crossing Police station are operational? 
(7) On average, how many people are charged with violent offences by police at the Fitzroy Crossing 

Police Station each day? 
(8) In reference to the answer given under (7), how many of these offences are domestic violence offences? 
(9) When more people are charged with violent offences than there are operational cells at the Fitzroy 

Crossing Police Station, what options are available to Police if Police feel the need to ensure that an 
accused domestic violence offender is not, after being charged with the offence, immediately allowed to 
return to the location at which and/or the person to whom the offence occurred? 

(10) In reference to any answer provided under (9), how often is this option(s) used, and how often is the 
accused offender allowed to return to the location at which and/or the person to whom the offence 
occurred? 

(11) Is it an acceptable state of affairs that Fitzroy Crossing Police have no choice but to allow an accused 
domestic violence offender to return to the location at which and/or the person to whom the offence 
occurred promptly after the occurrence of the alleged offence? 

(12) What is the Minister doing to ensure that victims of violent crimes in Fitzroy Crossing, including 
domestic violence, are not put in the untenable situation of knowing that their alleged attacker will be 
free to return to them promptly after the occurrence of the alleged offence because Police have no 
option other than to immediately release the alleged offender? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Two. 

(2) No. A replacement unit has been installed and is awaiting electrical connection by local contractors 

(3) Yes, however the cells remain secure and functional in relation to holding an offender in custody if 
required.  

(4) Yes, subject to the repair of the faulty inner door locks. 

(5) Two.  

(6) During the 100 days leading to August 24, 2009 an average of 0.25 persons were charged per day.  

(7) 21 of the 29 matters of violence [Assault type] investigated in this period involve elements of family 
violence. Three additional offences, out of two further family and domestic violence incidents are still 
being investigated. Approximately 65% of the persons charged are matters related to family and 
domestic violence. 

(8) Options for managing the safety of victims of crime are either: 

(a) imposing protective bail conditions on the offender,  

(b) refusing bail and holding the offender in custody locally, or  

(c) transferring the offender to another custodial facility.  

(9) Under the terms of protective bail conditions imposed, the offender of family and domestic violence 
incidents is prohibited from re-engaging with the victim, similar to the terms of a violence restraining 
order. This includes specific addresses and proximity limits which protect the victim from further 
exposure to the offender. If the bail conditions are breached by the accused they are immediately 
arrested and placed in police custody to be brought before the next available court. Bail is refused on 
every occasion in such circumstances. 

(10) There are a number of options available to police in relation to dealing with domestic violence 
offenders. The policy of the Western Australia Police in respect to intervention at family and domestic 
violence incidents is one of pro-charge, pro-arrest and pro-prosecution.  

(11) WA Police recognises that crimes involving family and domestic violence are serious crimes. The 
safety and well-being of victims of family and domestic violence are a high priority for police and there 
is a proactive and rigorous approach to investigation of incidents of domestic violence in the 
community. The police policy is clear in relation to investigation of offences and the management of 
offenders is bound primarily by the Bail Act and the Criminal Investigation Act. Police work within this 
framework to provide the best possible outcome for domestic violence victims.  

__________ 

 

 


