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

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL — SEATING ARRANGEMENT 
Statement by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Members, welcome back. I advise members that I have approved a 
request from Hon Robin Chapple for an amended seating arrangement in the chamber under which he and Hon 
Lynn MacLaren have effectively rotated between the seats they occupied previously.  

BILLS 
Assent 

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

1. Coal Industry Superannuation Amendment Bill 2013. 

2. Courts and Tribunals (Electronic Processes Facilitation) Bill 2013. 

3. Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management Amendment Bill 2013. 

4. Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Amendment Bill 2013.  

PAPERS TABLED 

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

STANDING COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATION 
Twentieth Report, “Clauses 11 and 12 of the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Legislation  

Amendment Bill 2013”— Tabling 

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [3.06 pm]: I am directed to present the twentieth report of the 
Standing Committee on Legislation, “Clauses 11 and 12 of the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2013”.  

[See paper 969.] 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: The Legislative Council referred clauses 11 and 12 of the Petroleum and 
Geothermal Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2013 to the committee. The committee considered the 
ministerial powers to enter and occupy land for greenhouse gas operations proposed by clause 11 of the bill and 
the compensation framework that will apply to landowners affected by GHG operations. The bill amends the 
Petroleum Geothermal Resources Energy Act 1967 in relation to the activities of GHG operations. 

The committee heard from the Department of Mines and Petroleum and the Department of Lands and received 
submissions from the Pastoralists and Graziers Association of Western Australia, the Chamber of Minerals and 
Energy of Western Australia, and the Australian Petroleum Production and Exploration Association Ltd. The 
committee found that the minister’s powers to carry on GHG operations on a temporary or permanent basis on 
private or vacant crown land under clause 11 is balanced with a number of provisions in the act that provide a 
compensation framework for loss, damage and injury. Compensation is also available for future damage to land. 
The same compensation framework that currently applies to petroleum and geothermal operations will apply to 
landowners affected by GHG operations. 

Negotiation and consultation has been a feature of agreements on land access and compensation between 
landowners and mining exploration companies for many years. Under the bill, permits are required. The 
department’s usual policy is to negotiate with landholders rather than rely on the “reserve” power for the 
minister to enter and occupy land proposed by clause 11, which requires ministerial approval. An agreement on 
land access and compensation must be negotiated by the parties before GHG exploration can occur. A template 
agreement for farmers and private landowners relating to the act is being developed. The committee found no 
substantive issue with clause 11 and considers this clause appropriate. 

Clause 12 corrects a drafting error to section 15 of the act, and the committee finds no issue with this proposed 
amendment. 

The committee commends the report to house.  
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STANDING COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM LEGISLATION AND STATUTES REVIEW 
Eighty-second Report — “Extension of Time — Medicines, Poisons and Therapeutic Goods Bill 2013” — 

Tabling 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.10 pm]: I am directed to 
present the eighty-second report of the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review, 
“Extension of Time — Medicines, Poisons and Therapeutic Goods Bill 2013”.  

[See paper 970.] 

Hon KATE DOUST: The committee’s eighty-second report, which I have just tabled, seeks leave of the 
Legislative Council to extend the reporting deadline for the consideration of the Medicines, Poisons and 
Therapeutic Goods Bill 2013. The current deadline for reporting is 1 December 2013.  

Unfortunately, the committee has identified a number of significant issues with this bill, and we need further 
time to explore these in greater detail with the Minister for Health and his department. Without this additional 
time, the committee will be unable to adequately discharge its reporting obligations to this house. The minister is 
aware of the committee’s concerns, and our discussions are ongoing. The committee seeks an extension of time 
to report on the bill from 1 December 2013 to 18 February 2014. I commend the eighty-second report to the 
house. 

Motion 

On motion without notice by Hon Kate Doust, resolved — 

That the reporting date for the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review 
inquiry into the Medicines, Poisons and Therapeutic Goods Bill 2013 be extended from 1 December 
2013 to 18 February 2014.  

TOWN OF VICTORIA PARK PARKING AND PARKING FACILITIES  
AMENDMENT LOCAL LAW 2013 — DISALLOWANCE 

Motion 

Pursuant to standing order 66(3), the following motion by Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich was moved pro forma on 
13 August 2013 — 

That, pursuant to recommendation of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation, the Town 
of Victoria Park Parking and Parking Facilities Amendment Local Law 2013, published in the 
Government Gazette on 5 April 2013 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 15 May 2013 under the 
Local Government Act 1995, be and is hereby disallowed.  

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (North Metropolitan) [3.12 pm]: I rise to support the motion standing in my 
name. I do not want to spend a great deal of time on this because it was the Joint Standing Committee on 
Delegated Legislation’s unanimous decision that this local law be disallowed. Certainly, the committee had 
canvassed this issue in some detail. This instrument really concerns itself with parking and parking facilities in 
the Town of Victoria Park. There are a substantial number of amendments, which are quite straightforward, but 
the crux of them really is about parking fees and modified penalties for prescribed parking offences for different 
categories of vehicles, including heavy, medium and light vehicles. That just about covers it.  

The committee looked at this instrument and recommended that the house disallow this local law because the 
Town of Victoria Park did not follow the correct procedure when it made this local law. In fact, in the 
committee’s view, the town breached section 3.12(3)(a) of the Local Government Act. That provision 
specifically deals with a local government’s obligation to publish and exhibit a notice stating that it proposes to 
make a local law, the purpose and effect of which is summarised in the notice as if it were a local public notice. 
There is a specific requirement under the Local Government Act that this be done. In fact, section 1.7 of the act 
defines the giving of a local public notice, which includes exhibiting a notice to the public, firstly, on a 
noticeboard at the local government’s offices and, secondly, on a noticeboard at every local government library 
in the district. That provision is for good reason in that when there are changes to local laws it is very important 
that the community or those likely to be affected have an understanding of what those changes are. This new 
regulation, of course, will not now take effect; in fact, it stopped taking effect from the time that the committee 
moved a protected notice of motion, as I understand it. However, there were some substantial parking and 
parking facilities prescribed offences and modified penalties for those offences under this local law. Therefore, it 
is fair to say that it is a local council’s obligation to ensure that the public is made aware of the fact that these 
changes are likely to take place and that if they do the wrong thing in parking their vehicle, penalties are 
associated with that. In this case, there were modified penalties that, generally, were modified upwards, so there 
were substantial hikes in the penalties.  
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Anyway, the crux of the matter is that, in this case, the town failed to exhibit the notice of the local law locally 
and therefore was in breach of section 3.12(3)(a) of the Local Government Act. This requirement is important as 
it assists in bringing to the attention of the district’s residents the changes in local laws made by the local 
government. The onus of understanding and following the correct procedure is set out in section 3.12 of the act 
and that responsibility clearly lies with the local government.  

This local law is invalid. It offends the committee’s terms of reference at 6.6(a) in that it is not within power. 
There is no point in going through any of the detail or the finer points of this regulation because the simple fact 
is that it has failed to get across the line purely and simply because of one particular shortcoming—that is, the 
breach of section 3.12(3)(a). For that reason, we support the disallowance. 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Minister for Mental Health) [3.17 pm]: The government 
also supports the disallowance for the reasons that the committee brought to our attention through its report; 
namely, that the Town of Victoria Park failed to provide a sufficient level of public notice as required by 
Parliament, that the local law is potentially invalid and that there is a clear public interest in ensuring that 
potentially invalid local laws do not remain in operation. 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.18 pm]: I want to say a 
few words on this disallowance. I am very pleased that we are all supporting this disallowance. This has actually 
been a contentious issue in Victoria Park over the last few months. I know that quite possibly other members of 
the South Metropolitan Region have also received numerous emails and petitions numbering in the hundreds. I 
must say that it was a very well organised online petition by people working in the Bentley Technology Park 
area.  

The changes to parking and fees proposed by the Town of Victoria Park came as quite a shock to the many 
people who work in that very busy area. We already know that Bentley tech park is quite congested; it has 
become a very busy area with not only research facilities opening up but also other types of offices, 
organisations and conference facilities running out of that area. Therefore, parking has become quite a serious 
issue; it is at a premium. I know that I have tended to drop my car on a kerb occasionally when I have to go out 
there for business and to see constituents. I must congratulate the group that organised the online petition; I think 
it has been quite effective. Council, at first, was reluctant to engage with the group on these issues and basically 
said, “We’re making these new regulations for everyone in the area, and you’re just going to have to deal with 
it”, but I think the group has now been able to go back and hold some meetings with council to talk about some 
of the options for the future. My electorate office is on Albany Highway, and I know that council is very keen to 
introduce both timed and paid parking in the area. As members know, Victoria Park is a very vibrant area, with 
lots of restaurants and cafes. It is a very busy area and parking is always quite difficult, so I fully understand that 
council is trying to find ways to ensure that people can actually park their cars when they come into the area. We 
also have congestion issues around the train station, and many people are parking in the suburban streets. The 
council is trying to be creative about how it goes about this, but I think the Standing Committee on Delegated 
Legislation has indeed been correct in its decision to send this back to the council and say, “If you really want to 
do this, do it correctly and go out and comply with the law”.  

It is very important for the Town of Victoria Park to communicate to the community what it intends doing in the 
space and to try to alleviate the concerns of people who come into that area on a daily basis, not just to live but 
also to work. A lot of businesses, particularly in the Bentley Technology Park area, have deliberately moved into 
that area so that the people working there do not have to pay the high parking costs that people pay in the CBD. 
That is part of the reason it has come as a shock that, all of a sudden, people will have to find additional funds to 
pay for their daily parking. I hope that, in due course, the Town of Victoria Park will review its position and 
consult more thoroughly with all the people affected in the area so that it can come up with a better set of 
regulations for managing the ongoing issue of parking. I know that the council has tackled the issue of speeding 
down the main street, so it is quite into looking at how it can change the area and make it more accommodating, 
but I do not think that on this occasion the issue was managed terribly well. The fact is that several hundred 
people were able, over a period of a couple of days, to generate enormous numbers for this online petition and 
make their views known to both the local members of Parliament and the local council. I hope they get the 
outcome that they would like to see in this area. 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [3.22 pm]: I want to make a couple of general comments about 
parking and to support this motion in so doing. I also want to support the argument that there needs to be broader 
public consultation when changes to parking regulations are being put in place by local governments. I concur 
with this motion, and I think the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation has done a good job in 
bringing it to the attention of the house. However, the Town of Victoria Park is not the only council in Western 
Australia—or, indeed, the only organisation in Western Australia—that is dealing with parking issues. We are 
seeing the same issues occur right across the metropolitan area; changes are made, and people complain about 
the lack of consultation. In this case, the matter has been brought to the Legislative Council because it is a 
completely new regulation.  
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Paid parking was introduced in the Joondalup area, and went through this house unchallenged. That still causes 
confusion to this day, which is why I fully agree that we need to have full and proper public debate about such 
matters. In fact, only last week I was contacted by a landlord who was concerned about some changes to the way 
in which parking was being administered in the Joondalup CBD. That is a debate for another day, but it 
highlights that that particular business person felt the area in front of their shop would be severely disadvantaged 
by those changes. 

We also need to keep in mind that we, as a house, are going to ask the Town of Victoria Park to go back and do 
the job properly, yet the government is engaging in a debate behind closed doors about how parking should be 
managed in this state. Many of the changes to parking that are being brought before this place are being driven 
by state government. I remember last year when the City of Stirling tried to make some changes; government 
members opposed the changes, but those changes were being driven and put upon them by this government. In 
fact, I have a stack of government documents in my office—I do not have them all here today—about the need to 
impose paid parking restrictions on the people of Western Australia. 

I agree that we should say to the Town of Victoria Park, “Go back and have a proper, open, public debate about 
parking matters”. I suggest to government members who will support this motion this afternoon that they go 
back to their cabinet ministers and make the point that they should be doing the very same thing—that is, having 
a proper, open public debate. They should not be slipping these changes into the back of reports and then, when 
challenged about those reports, denying that they are part of government policy that is being implemented. It is 
clear to me that it is an agenda of this government to expand paid parking across the Perth metropolitan area.  

We saw that with the Perth parking tax; the government has now increased that by more than 300 per cent. Was 
there any public consultation before that occurred? No. We are asking the Town of Victoria Park to apply rules, 
and we are correctly about to disallow these regulations, but we are not putting the same requirements upon the 
government of this state. Did government members support the motion to disallow increased paid parking 
charges in the City of Perth, the parking tax, when it was brought before this house? No, they did not; they 
supported the government, even though there had been not a skerrick of public consultation. Should the 
government go ahead with a plan to expand the Perth parking tax across a broader area than that which it is 
currently applied, I hope the same standards will be applied to the government of the day. If it does not 
undertake a proper, full and open consultation process with the community before introducing those changes to 
this house, we will apply the same test that we are going to apply to the Town of Victoria Park this afternoon. 
What is good for the goose should be good for the gander, and that is the point I want to make. Whether it is the 
City of Perth, the Stirling activity centre, the Murdoch activity centre or wherever else this government is trying 
to impose an increase in paid parking, there may be good arguments for it and, in fact, in some places there 
might be strong arguments for it; but it should be done with a full, open and public consultation process. 

I am more than happy to support the motion moved by Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, because I believe that this is the 
correct way for these matters to be dealt with. But I make the point that government members need to apply that 
same test. I am sure that over the next three years we will have similar matters brought before this house, and I 
hope the government applies the same test to itself as it applies to local government in Western Australia. 

Question put and passed. 

JETTIES AMENDMENT REGULATIONS (NO. 2) 2013 — DISALLOWANCE 
Discharge of Order 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [3.28 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That, pursuant to recommendation of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation, order of 
the day 3, Jetties Amendment Regulations (No. 2) 2013 — Disallowance, be discharged from the notice 
paper. 

By way of explanation, the committee is satisfied with its inquiries and, as such, has no further need for this 
motion. 

Question put and passed.   

TAXI DRIVERS LICENSING BILL 2013 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 31 October. 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan) [3.30 pm]: When I last spoke in the debate on the Taxi 
Drivers Licensing Bill I spoke about the complaints mechanisms. I remind members that I look at this bill from 
the point of view of a range of people who use taxis, including families who require taxis to take their kids to and 
from school, sporting events and other activities. Some passengers who use taxis are in a vulnerable position and 
they require high vehicle and driver standards. Other people who are just as vulnerable are people with 
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disabilities. There is a taxi rank and chemist shop near my electorate office, and I notice a lot of people, 
particularly older people or people who are blind or with vision impairment, use the taxi service to visit the 
general practitioner, physiotherapist and the chemist shop close by. All of those people—I would say hundreds a 
day—rely on the taxi service to get them from A to B, to do everyday life activities. I believe this legislation is 
important, because it sets out, probably for the first time, in part, what is expected of taxidrivers. However, my 
one big concern was that there was no code of conduct associated with this legislation. How are drivers supposed 
to know what is required of them? Similarly, how are passengers supposed to know what they can expect of 
taxidrivers? I say “was” because that was a concern I raised on the two occasions I have spoken on this bill. 
However, as I came into the chamber today I was handed a copy of a draft taxidrivers manual and code of 
conduct. I thank the Minister for Transport, through the parliamentary secretary, for that code of conduct. I have 
literally seen the code of conduct in only the last few minutes, so I have not had a chance to digest it. That is a 
problem for the government. While I am pleased to be able to see it, a lot more time should have been given to 
the development of the code of conduct as well as the legislation.  

Something that jumps out in my brief glance through the code of conduct is the definition of “fit and proper”; 
that is, fitness to hold a taxi licence. Who is fit and proper and how can that be assessed? I have previously been 
concerned about how fit and proper would be assessed. Initially members were told that what determines fit and 
proper would be assessed in case law. I have serious concerns about that because it would be particularly unfair 
for taxidrivers to not know how they are to be measured, what defines fit and proper and what assessment 
mechanisms would be used, aside from criminal and driving history checks. Even though this code of conduct is 
a first effort, there is a long way to go to develop a clear understanding of what constitutes fit and proper and 
how those assessments will be made, by whom, and what recourse taxidrivers might have should they receive a 
negative assessment.  

The next point I make about the code of conduct is the obligations of taxidrivers. A number of obligations are 
listed in the code of conduct; however, again after a cursory glance through the code, those obligations need to 
be further developed in the legislation. Taxidrivers should be clear about their ongoing obligations to passengers. 
That could be simple manners and courteousness; it could also relate to medical certificates, having the correct 
skills and, indeed, having the correct knowledge about how to get from A to B or how to use a GPS whilst also 
driving safely.  

As the minister pointed out, the bill aims to provide public confidence in the taxi industry and to ensure high 
levels of standards. I welcome that. Most drivers are good drivers and are presentable and courteous, but for 
those who breach the proposed code of conduct, those breaches would have to be quite serious. That is why I 
support the legislation; but it has taken a long time to come about and I am not entirely sure that the legislation 
and the code of conduct as it exists at the moment will deliver public confidence, because mechanisms in the 
code of conduct and the bill need to be put in place.  

Earlier, I spoke about the way that the complaints mechanism for passengers interacts systemically with the 
training of drivers. At the moment, it is very difficult to make a complaint about a service a passenger has 
received from a taxi service. Firstly, a person has to identify the taxidriver’s number, which is not in any uniform 
place in a taxi. Most drivers keep their ID above the visor on the passenger side—but not always. The bill will 
provide for a uniform place to keep a driver’s identification. However, I am concerned about not only that 
uniform place, but also the size and quality of that taxidriver identification. I am particularly concerned that IDs 
will be so small that people will not be able to match the photo in the ID with the person who is driving. That 
could be affected by a range of things including not only a person’s eyesight but also the quality of the light—
how dark it is and where it is located. I am also concerned that the print on the ID will be very small. I use 
glasses—a lot of people I know use glasses— and I find it difficult to look at IDs as they currently exist; if they 
are too small people may not be able to identify a taxidriver. That may be one part of the complaints mechanism 
that will be difficult to implement. Even though IDs may be located in a uniform place in taxis, people may have 
difficulty seeing those IDs and, therefore, that will result in difficulties in making a complaint. 

The next problem with making a complaint based on this code of conduct and this bill is that it is already 
difficult to phone the central complaints number, if a person is lucky enough to find out what the complaints 
number is. If a person is lucky enough to find the complaints number and make a call, it is not attended 24 hours 
a day, seven days a week. Depending on the time of the call, it goes through to the main taxi number. If the call 
is answered, often the people who receive it do not have time to take complaints. Firstly, this new legislation has 
an associated code of conduct but we have no way of making sure that the complaints arising from it will even 
be heard, much less dealt with. Secondly, we have no way of knowing how this will be implemented 
systemically. We do not know how successful its implementation will be, which is of great concern. Associated 
with that is training. How do we know what areas taxidrivers need greater training in to meet their 
responsibilities under the code of conduct? Thirdly, what input does the travelling public have into the 
development of this code of conduct? Everyone has a taxidriver story. Some of them are good but not all of them 
are.  
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Hon Ken Travers: We heard another one this morning.  

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Indeed, we did hear another one this morning. In part, it was a good story. I am 
very pleased about that. Customers have to be given an opportunity to have their say about their expectations of 
taxidrivers’ standards. Similarly, taxidrivers need a greater say in the development of the code of conduct.  

While I am talking about complaints mechanisms, I will refer to some of the breaches of the code that might 
cancel a taxidriver’s licence. How will this be implemented? I notice there are about 7 500 taxidriver IDs in WA 
at the moment and at the same time there are approximately 19 full-time equivalent officers in the compliance 
area. I am interested in pursuing during the committee stage how this will be implemented and the ways that 
compliance officers will be assisted in its implementation. How many breaches of the code of conduct are 
allowed before a taxidriver’s licence is cancelled? How many warnings will taxidrivers get? When do they get 
those warnings? How do they get those warnings? Are warnings issued in the mail et cetera? So much about the 
implementation of this legislation is not clear.  

There is an issue about prescribed disqualifications. It has been suggested that the manipulation of the security 
camera in a taxicab could be considered an automatic disqualification of a taxidriver’s licence. Obviously a lot of 
evidence would have to be collected to not only disqualify someone from driving, but also take away their 
livelihood. The way a disqualification will be prescribed needs to be explored further. Related to that is how 
penalty points will be accrued and what is the maximum number of penalty points. What happens if a taxidriver 
exceeds those penalty points? It also has been suggested that if a taxidriver does not undergo particular training, 
their taxi licence could be suspended. Training is critical to high standards in this industry, but any range of 
events could occur to prevent a driver from attending training. What recourse is available to taxidrivers to 
appeal? There are a number of issues that I have picked up on by looking at the legislation and by a very brief 
glance at the draft code of conduct. I am very pleased that the code of conduct is at least in development and that 
we have been able to view it to at least know that it is happening. I would like some understanding of when it 
will be implemented. I would also welcome information about the consultation process around the development 
of the code of conduct, particularly public input into its development.  

In summary, although this legislation is certainly welcome and even though it has taken a while to get here, a 
number of issues still need to be resolved, from the complaints mechanism through to the new policy around taxi 
standards and input into the code of conduct. I certainly think there needs to be consultation with people with a 
disability about the code of conduct and the way in which people with a disability receive and access services 
from taxidrivers. There needs to be greater development of details around what constitutes a fit and proper 
person and how that assessment will be made, who will make that assessment and what the process is. There 
needs to be greater clarity around what actions mean that taxi licences will be cancelled; what is considered 
higher level standards and lower level standards; what are the priorities within those standards; what happens if a 
taxidriver breaches those standards; and the associated penalty point system. What recourse is available to 
drivers found in breach of the code of conduct? More work needs to be done on the legal recognition of the code 
of conduct and how it affects taxidrivers, particularly in the case of a breach of the code of conduct resulting in 
the loss of livelihood. What is the legal recognition around that? Those are some of the issues that I would like to 
draw to members’ attention. I look forward to exploring those issues during the committee stage.  

HON SAMANTHA ROWE (East Metropolitan) [3.47 pm]: I rise this afternoon to make a few comments 
about the Taxi Drivers Licensing Bill 2013. It probably goes without saying that the taxi industry provides a vital 
service to all Western Australians. The service is provided 24 hours a day, seven days a week. I do not think 
there would be anyone in this chamber who would disagree that it is a service provided to us day in, day out. For 
many people, depending on where they live, taxis are another form of public transport. For people who live in a 
suburb that has no train stations or there is no access to bus stops, taxis are often used to get to the shops to do 
the shopping. The elderly, or people with a disability, may use taxis to travel to medical appointments. Parents 
might have to drop kids off to school in a taxi. Whatever it might be, taxis are another form of public transport. 
At this stage it is basically the only way that people can get to Perth Airport. Taxidrivers play a vital role; 
probably no-one would disagree with that. Like I said, taxidrivers assist a number of people within our 
community. For a lot of people, taxidrivers are the first point of contact in Western Australia when they arrive at 
Perth Airport. For people catching a taxi into the city or wherever it is that they may be going, the taxidriver is 
their first point of contact. They therefore play a vital role in Western Australia. There is some interesting 
information on the Department of Transport’s website on the number of trips that Perth taxis make. It is 
astounding to note that they are essentially a conglomeration of small private businesses and that they make 
more than 450 000 trips a month in WA. One of the major taxi dispatch service companies in WA, of course, is 
Swan Taxis. Swan Taxis was first established in 1928 and now, some 84 years later, dispatches 25 million trips 
per year and services Perth people and its visitors through a fleet of 2 043 taxis that are driven by more than 
5 000 drivers. There is no doubt therefore that the taxi industry plays an important role in WA. 

I think every member of the chamber would agree overwhelmingly that taxidrivers do the right thing. A small 
minority may do the wrong thing and may have given the industry a bad name, but taxidrivers overwhelmingly 
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do the right thing. They work hard, they have long hours, they have relatively low wages and shift work is 
involved. Shift work results in interruptions to their social life with friends and family and there is certainly an 
impact on their home life in having to work long hours for relatively low wages. 

The legislation in my view is an important milestone for the industry. It has been two years in the making. The 
Taxi Drivers Licensing Bill 2013 establishes a dedicated occupational licensing law for taxidrivers and creates a 
framework for the regulation of taxidrivers. The bill creates a taxidriver licensing regime and the CEO of the 
Department of Transport will be the licensing authority. The bill introduces new measures to deter undesirable 
behaviour in taxidrivers and, if such behaviour is detected, provides for the swift and consistent removal of 
offending persons from the taxi industry. 

The new measures fall under three categories, being penalty points, disqualification offences and a code of 
conduct. The bill creates penalty points for conduct offences applying to taxidrivers—for example, if a taxidriver 
refuses to carry a passenger’s assistance animal; refuses a fare unless particular circumstances are the case; or 
fails to take a passenger to his or her destination. Under the second category, the bill provides for more serious 
offences to be disqualification offences. The conviction of a disqualification offence will result in the immediate 
cancellation of a taxidriver licence and the imposition of a period of disqualification, the duration of which will 
be prescribed in regulation. The third category is the code of conduct. In addition, the bill provides for the CEO 
to approve of a code of conduct applying to taxidrivers.  

I want to place on the record a number of concerns I have about the bill on which perhaps the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Transport will elaborate later in his response. My first concern is that 
although it is fantastic that all metropolitan taxis have security cameras, is it possible for these cameras to be 
installed in regional taxis; and, if so, when that will occur? I refer to an article that appeared in the Mandurah 
Mail on 16 May about a taxidriver who was murdered. It states — 

The daughter of a taxi driver who died after he was assaulted in his vehicle has called for surveillance 
cameras to be installed in all Mandurah taxis. 

This is his daughter speaking — 

“They all want cameras fitted, they don’t feel safe and they are putting themselves in danger every time 
they go out.” 

Given that surveillance cameras are fitted in metropolitan taxis, it seems a fairly reasonable request that their 
fitting also be extended to regional taxis for security and as a safety-net measure. I ask the parliamentary 
secretary to elaborate on that request when he responds and perhaps give us a time frame. 

One of my other concerns is about clause 30 of the bill. The explanatory memorandum on page 39 under the 
heading “Suspension, cancellation and disqualification” states — 

Other offences may be prescribed as disqualification offences under clause 33(1)(b). For example, a 
sexual assault committed against a passenger may be prescribed as a disqualification offence. 

I ask the parliamentary secretary to elaborate on why a taxidriver “may be” disqualified for a sexual offence and 
perhaps give me a little more information on that clause. 

Clause 56 of the bill is referred to on page 75 of the explanatory memorandum under “Training courses and 
tests” and states — 

This clause will empower the CEO to approve of training courses and tests for various purposes under 
this Bill. 

I would like further detail on whether the training courses and tests include areas relating to customer service. As 
I stated in my opening remarks, the majority of the time taxidrivers are often the first point of contact for people 
coming to WA. It would certainly set us apart if the training courses in WA incorporated training on customer 
service. It would distinguish WA against other cities if people, right off the bat as soon as landing here and 
jumping into a taxi, were overwhelmed by the level of customer service provided. I would not mind knowing 
whether that is part of the training courses being looked at and whether there has been any discussion on the 
content of the courses. 

Clause 42(4) is referred to on page 59 of the explanatory memorandum under “Powers of authorised officers” 
and states — 

Clause 42(4) will provide an authorised officer with powers of entry and search, and related powers, 
where these powers are necessary in order to monitor compliance with the provisions of this Bill, to 
investigate a suspected breach of the provisions of the Bill or of regulations made under it, or of a code 
of conduct, or to investigate whether a licensee is fit and proper or physically or mentally fit to continue 
to be licensed to drive a vehicle as a taxi.  
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One concern I have with clause 42(4), and the Transport Workers’ Union of Australia has also raised this as a 
concern, is that it will actually empower an authorised officer—not a police officer—of the Department of 
Transport to search premises; operate a computer or other thing at the premises; make a copy of, take an extract 
from, download or print out any document or record; as well as direct the occupier of the premises or another 
person at the premises to give the authorised officer any assistance that the authorised officer reasonably 
requires. I would not mind some clarification on that issue and perhaps the parliamentary secretary can elaborate 
on it. It seems a little extreme—unless a taxidriver has committed a criminal offence, in which case a police 
officer would go to the premises and go through the normal process of questioning the relevant person—to have 
someone who is not a police officer going to premises and asking such questions.  

Hon Dave Grills: Have you had a look at the definition of “authorised officer”?  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Yes, it is an authorised officer of the Department of Transport; that is my 
understanding. If that is not correct, I am happy for clarification on that definition.  

Hon Ken Travers: You would’ve loved those powers when you were a police officer, wouldn’t you!  

Hon Dave Grills: At least I knew my powers as a police officer so I could speak on it—yes, obviously!  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I do not really understand that comment. All I am seeking is a bit more clarification 
around that clause and its purpose, and why it has to be in the bill. There may be a very good reason and I look 
forward to the parliamentary secretary’s response.  

Given the savage cutbacks the Barnett Liberal government has made to the public sector, I have concerns, and 
these are real concerns in the industry about the resources that will be available to the Department of Transport 
to take on this integrated and fairly comprehensive bill process. In conclusion, I hope that these cutbacks made to 
the public sector do not impact the resources that are made available to the department to fully give justice to the 
bill and what is required. That is my concluding statement.  

HON SALLY TALBOT (South West) [4.00 pm]: I want to add to some of the very erudite remarks that 
colleagues on the opposition side of the house have already made on the Taxi Drivers Licensing Bill 2013. 
Before I do that, may I just seek some clarification and assistance from you, Mr President? The first place that I 
turned to when I got hold of a copy of the bill and the explanatory memorandum was clause 30. It seems to me, 
and I have just done a brief check with my colleagues, that the explanatory memorandum that has been provided 
to us is, in fact, the explanatory memorandum that relates to the unamended bill—namely, the bill as it was 
presented to the other place. If I can just draw your attention to the explanatory memorandum—that is, clause 29 
on page 38. If you read the explanation about section 29, you will find in the last paragraph that it refers to 
clause 29(4). I cannot find such a clause in the bill that is under consideration today, Mr President.  

The PRESIDENT: Member, we will check that out. If you would like to continue your remarks, we will 
certainly have that checked out in the next few minutes. We will come back to you.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Thank you, Mr President. My concern, of course, is that it is of utmost importance that 
we are, for a start, dealing with not only the correct documents, but documents that match each other. This is 
only one place I have identified in the explanatory memorandum that is clearly referring to a different document. 
I ask if I could have your guidance on that matter, and as you requested, I will continue with my remarks until 
we are able to get some sort of clarification about that point.  

Observations have been made in the debate, both in this place and the other place, that taxidrivers often do it 
very tough. I was particularly taken by a comparison that one of my colleagues in the other place made when she 
talked about the similarities between being a taxidriver and being a member of Parliament, or a candidate, or a 
political activist who goes doorknocking. It was specifically in respect of the fact that when we go doorknocking 
during an election campaign, we are walking up to the doors of houses where we do not know who is inside 
when knocking on the door and trying to engage the people inside in a conversation. I am sure that every 
member of this house who is an active doorknocker—certainly, I know people on this side of the chamber are—
has hair-raising stories to recount about who has opened some of those doors when we have marched up the path 
and knocked on doors to talk to people about election campaigns! It has often occurred to me before that 
taxidrivers are in a very similar situation.  

The PRESIDENT: Member, I think we have done some quick investigation of the issue you have raised. It 
does, indeed, seem to be the same explanatory memorandum that was tabled in the other place that has also been 
tabled in this house. In the meantime, of course, clause 29(4) was deleted and therefore there is an extra part in 
the explanatory memorandum tabled in this house that really should have been taken out. The 
parliamentary secretary in his response might like to elaborate further on that situation, if there is anything more 
that can be explained. However, that is just the preliminary information I have.  
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Point of Order 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: On the issue that has been raised, Mr President, we have a number of standing orders, 
namely standing orders 121(3), 124(3) and of course standing order 125, dealing with the way in which bills can 
be dealt with. I seek your advice or potentially a ruling as to when an incorrect explanatory memorandum is 
tabled, what the correct procedure for the house should be. Because clearly the intent of the standing orders was 
that we be provided with—under the current standing orders; I will not pre-empt the debate coming up later 
about changes to standing orders—an explanatory memorandum after the first reading of the bill. It is a 
requirement that every bill have an explanatory memorandum. Then, obviously, there would be some time 
between receiving that information and proceeding with the debate. If it is clear that we have not received the 
correct explanatory memorandum, whilst I note that on this occasion it is only a very small matter at this stage 
about whether there is a difference; nonetheless, it is not the correct explanatory memorandum. I am not sure 
whether we can continue to proceed with the bill or whether we need to cease this debate at this point to allow 
the parliamentary secretary to take whatever corrective action to ensure that the correct information is available 
to the house, would allow us to come back to the debate. I am not sure whether that would also be in accordance 
with standing order 125, given it is a Legislative Assembly bill that must be debated at least one calendar week 
later, but we need to ensure that we all have the properly available information required under the standing 
orders before moving on with the debate. I seek your guidance on those matters, Mr President.  

The PRESIDENT: I am taking this as a point of order. Because it is a point of order, can I invite the 
parliamentary secretary to clarify that the only incorrect part of the explanatory memorandum is the inclusion of 
that small section that should have been deleted.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: Yes, Mr President. My understanding is that the inclusion in the explanatory memorandum 
was an oversight; the amended explanatory memorandum, I think, is available for the house right now.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: With all due respect, Mr President, it may be available behind the Chair. I am not sure it 
is correct to say it is available to the house because I do not believe it has been tabled in the house at this stage. 
Unless the parliamentary secretary wants to correct me on that point, the correct version needs to be tabled in the 
house. Whilst on this occasion it is only a minor change, obviously the rules need to be very clear about how 
these matters are dealt with in the future given one of the difficulties is how many errors can we have before you 
invoke the requirements of standing order 125 again.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: If I can offer some clarification. I understand the frustration on the part of the 
opposition; I think it is justified. Ideally, we will be in the process of tabling that amended explanatory 
memorandum. I concur with the comments of the parliamentary secretary that it was the only amendment that — 

Hon Ken Travers: And I accept that; I am not challenging it. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I acknowledge that; I am not trying to be difficult. Having said that, I do apologise 
and ideally we will get that explanatory memorandum tabled now.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: On the same point of order, I also want to make it clear that I am not making any 
personal accusations about the competence of anybody in this house, but I just remind you, Mr President, that the 
person with the carriage of the bill in this place is a parliamentary secretary. I have been a parliamentary 
secretary and I understand the practices of working with the minister’s office when taking a bill through this 
place. I listened very carefully to what the parliamentary secretary said—as I said, I am not casting any 
aspersions on his competence—but he has advised the house that, to the best of his advice, that is the only 
difference between the two explanatory memorandums. Mr President, I ask you to take into consideration 
whether the house should expect a parliamentary secretary to give that highly qualified assurance to the house 
when this is such an intrinsically important matter about the integrity of the way that we deal with legislation. 

The PRESIDENT: I think the member has raised a very valid point. The accuracy of the explanatory 
memorandum is fundamental to a supporting document to a bill. The addition that should have been omitted 
appears to be pretty clear, if that makes any sense! To give the parliamentary secretary and his advisers a few 
minutes to get it right, I suggest that we continue the second reading debate with the clear understanding that 
only one clause is the problem. I invite the parliamentary secretary to table the amended explanatory 
memorandum. I will give him that opportunity now if he wishes, but if he does not, he will have that opportunity 
at the end of question time. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I am more than happy to take the opportunity to table the amended explanatory 
memorandum. 

Tabling of Paper 

The PRESIDENT: It may be a little out of order, but I will give the parliamentary secretary the opportunity to 
seek leave to table the explanatory memorandum now. 
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Hon JIM CHOWN: I seek the leave of the house to table the amended explanatory memorandum to the Taxi 
Drivers Licensing Bill 2013. 

Leave granted. [See paper 971.] 

Debate Resumed 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Thank you, Mr President, for your ruling on that and the clarification that we have now 
been provided with. I make the point at this stage that in many of the comments I am going to make, and 
assuming that we will move pretty swiftly into the committee stage after I have concluded my remarks, there will 
be some confusion in the entire chamber over pagination and clause numbers because of the change that has 
been made. I also point out for the purpose of the record that this is not the only difficulty under which the 
opposition is working at the moment. We have today for the first time been allowed to look at what is obviously 
still very much a draft of the code of conduct, which in a sense is central to this bill. We have never had a code 
of conduct for the taxi industry before. This is a first. This is quite a radical change to the way that the industry 
operates in Western Australia, yet we are passing a bill with a whole clause devoted to a code of conduct that 
only today we are being permitted to see for the first time. I will make more comments about that later in my 
remarks because it is obvious that this is very much a draft. 

I was starting my comments by noting that there are some similarities between the life of a political activist and 
the life of a taxidriver in that the way that we doorknock houses with no idea who will open the door or to whom 
we will talk is the same for a taxidriver who does not know whom he or she will pick up every time he or she 
answers a call or is flagged down on the side of the road. I would be the first to acknowledge that it is a very 
difficult life. Many members will know that, in a previous career, I was a performing musician. In that role, I had 
a great deal of use of taxis when travelling around the place late at night and that sort of thing. For many of my 
colleagues, being a taxidriver was a preferred form of alternative income for classical musicians who were not 
always working, which I think is the polite phrase. 

Hon Ken Travers: Between concerts. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Between engagements I would say, Hon Ken Travers. Between engagements, many of 
my colleagues supplemented their income by driving taxis. They would tell hair-raising stories about some of 
their experiences. I am slightly embarrassed to say that I had one experience when I probably diminished the 
quality of life of a certain taxidriver on a certain day. It was not a moment of which I am particularly proud, but I 
will share it with the house because I think there are some lessons to be learned from the experience that I am 
about to relate. It was many years ago during a period when we had a war in the Middle East. I was sharing a 
house with people whose profession meant that we were protected by state security. I arrived home from the 
shops by myself in the middle of the day. I think at the time I was writing my PhD thesis, so I was leading a 
lifestyle that was not routine. We lived in the hills in a fairly remote location and we had a circular drive. I pulled 
into the drive to pull into the garage and there was a taxi parked in the middle of the driveway. I did not expect to 
find a taxi there, so I parked my car, got out, walked over to the taxidriver and asked him what he was doing 
there. He said that he had come in response to a call for a taxi. I said that it was not from this house and that he 
must have been in the wrong place. He then drove out of the drive and I went into the house. The next moment, I 
was aware of him walking around the house outside. I have never been of a nervous disposition, but I was 
slightly disconcerted to find this person, who, incidentally, happened to be of Middle Eastern ethnicity, walking 
around the side of my house. I remembered that all over the house we had these state security notices stating, “If 
in doubt, call this number”, “Do not ever hesitate to do this”, “It is better that you are safe than sorry”, and all 
that sort of thing. I went out again and asked him why he was still there. He said that I had called him. I said that 
nobody in the house had called him and that he needed to make a phone call to find out where he was supposed 
to be. To cut a long story short, this went on for several more minutes. About 10 minutes later I again found him 
walking through the garden. I thought, “I really do have to press this magic button to see what will happen.” I 
got the report back later that the poor man was indeed looking for a lost fare. Those members who know the hills 
area will know that it is not always easy to find lot numbers; they are very big blocks. The poor chap was 
looking for a lot number that he could not find. I gather that he was subject to what state security called an 
interrogatory process on his way back down Brookton Highway. I was assured afterwards that he had no evil 
intentions and was simply a lost taxidriver. I look back on that experience and hope that that young man learned 
a degree of tolerance for perhaps a slight overreaction from some potential customers. 

I was a little disconcerted to see the emphasis in the second reading speech, but not so much in the debate that is 
unfolding in this house, about the bad apples—I think that term was in quotation marks—who give the taxi 
industry a bad name. Anyone who is active in politics knows that one or two bad apples can give the entire 
profession a bad name. I thought it was worth noting, as many other members have done, that the taxi industry 
by and large is populated by people who not only have good intentions, but also go out of their way to do their 
job in a fantastic way and overprovide the service. I will give one quick example of this. Again, this relates to the 
hills area. I was told a few years ago about a number of taxidrivers who got jobs taking fly in, fly out workers up 
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and down the hill to the airport. Obviously, it is a fairly lucrative relationship to establish with members of the 
community. I was told that some of these taxidrivers would even go so far as to keep a bit of a watch over the 
family that was resident in Perth when the person who was flying in, flying out was out of town. Usually that 
was the man of the household—the father. I have heard some very heartwarming stories about taxidrivers who 
would make themselves available to pick up kids who were stranded and would take them home without 
demanding a fare, always knowing that they would be recompensed by the family afterwards, and who would 
drive past the house on a regular basis to check that all was well and nothing untoward was happening. I am 
absolutely certain that by far the majority of the people who work in the taxi industry not only have these kinds 
of noble intentions but go above and beyond the call of any sort of duty in looking after their community. 

I was brought up in the United Kingdom on taxis. That might sound an odd thing to say. But in the days when I 
was a young person, it was not unusual for people not to drive. My family never owned a car. Neither of my 
parents ever drove a car. Their justification was partly a financial one. It was also partly a lifestyle one, in that 
neither of them wanted to drive or had need of a car. So we would use taxis on a fairly regular basis. If the 
weather was bad, we would use a taxi to go a mile down the road. One of my frequent childhood experiences 
was arriving back in town by train, and if it was fearsomely cold or wet, we would always be allowed to jump 
into a cab to go home. Part of the debate that we are having today is about the way in which the taxi industry has 
changed over the years. In those days, the taxidrivers knew everyone in their community. My mother would ring 
the taxi company, and they would recognise my mother by name and would ask her where she wanted to go that 
day, who she was taking with her, and what time she wanted to come home. It is not necessarily realistic to 
expect that level of personalised service in a city like Perth. However, I want to mention that many taxidrivers go 
above and beyond the call of duty to deliver a personal service. 

A number of contributors to this debate have remarked on the fact that we have been waiting a very long time for 
this bill to come before us. I have been backtracking through the list of questions that members with 
responsibility for this area, such as Hon Ken Travers, have been asking over the years. It is clear that this bill 
goes back to at least 2010. Therefore, it is reasonable to ask why we have had to wait so long for this bill. That is 
the case particularly when some of the things that to me should be at the top of the priority list in making 
improvements to our taxi industry are not included in this bill. One issue that has been raised by several other 
members on this side of the house, most recently by Hon Samantha Rowe, is the installation of CCTV cameras 
in taxis based outside the metropolitan area.  

I am currently based in Mandurah, and I will be there at least until the end of this year when I will be relocating 
my office further south. In Mandurah, this is a particularly hot topic of conversation. As honourable members 
would know, because it was raised a number of times in earlier stages of this debate, there have been two very 
traumatic experiences in the Mandurah community that are directly connected to the fact that there are no CCTV 
cameras in our taxis in Mandurah. The first incident was the one that Hon Samantha Rowe referred to, and that is 
the death of Lindsay Ferguson. Lindsay Ferguson was a well-known identity in Mandurah. Even though 
Mandurah is now a town of many tens of thousands of people, it still retains at its core a kind of fishing village 
mentality. Lindsay had been driving taxis in Mandurah for several decades and was well known and loved in the 
community. I am not sure whether the legal proceedings relating to his death have concluded yet, so I will not 
say too much about it. However, some kind of fracas or incident occurred in Lindsay Ferguson’s taxi that 
night—that much we know—and Mr Ferguson died in a way that one can only assume was related to that 
incident.  
I have recently done some travelling in other countries, as you would know very well, Mr President, and I 
noticed during my travels that all the taxis in countries around our region have CCTV cameras installed. I do not 
understand why in large regional centres like Mandurah and Bunbury, and also in Kalgoorlie and Albany, that is 
not also the case. It is not as though those communities are still sleepy little towns. They are towns with real 
nightlife and with a community that expects to be able to use taxis. We need to recognise that there are two main 
types of people who use taxis. The first is people who have a disability that prevents them from driving or makes 
it much easier for them to rely on a taxicab. The second—this is very important to our consideration of the way 
the taxi industry works—is people who want to drink alcohol when they are out for the night and want to do the 
right thing and not drive home. Those circumstances surely apply as much to people who live in Mandurah, 
Bunbury, Kalgoorlie and Albany as they do to people who live in the centre of Perth. All those places have a 
night life, and they need to have taxis available for people who have been drinking and want to get home safely. 
I cannot understand why there has been such a delay in the provision of CCTV cameras in taxis in regional 
centres. I know it is not cheap. One estimate I have seen is that it costs between $4 000 and $5 000 to equip a 
taxi with CCTV cameras. The taxi industry in Mandurah has been advocating for the installation of CCTV 
cameras, and the local taxi operator has offered to make a voluntary contribution towards the cost of installing 
those cameras. The key point is that had CCTV cameras been installed in taxis in Mandurah, it would have 
helped in the investigation into the death of Mr Ferguson. It would also have helped in the investigation into the 
death of Tauri Litchfield, the young man in Mandurah who was assaulted when on his way home one night. We 
know from the media reports that when the police were trying to put together the evidence about what had 
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happened to Mr Litchfield, they requested the CCTV footage from the taxis in Mandurah, only to be told that 
Mandurah does not have CCTV cameras in its taxis. The police in the metropolitan area now use CCTV footage 
as a key part of their investigations. As has been pointed out earlier in this debate, the cameras do not just face 
inwards. A lot of taxis now also have cameras that face outwards so that they can get evidence about traffic 
incidents and that sort of thing. 

Hon Ken Travers: That is now a requirement; they are all going to be converted so that they will face both 
inwards and outwards. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: That makes it doubly significant that we are missing those two sources of information 
in those regional centres around Western Australia. 

I would like the parliamentary secretary to clarify why we have had to wait so long to consider this bill, and why 
this bill does not include the extension of these provisions for the installation of CCTV cameras. I hope the 
parliamentary secretary is also in a position to update us on the delay in the provision of CCTV cameras in taxis 
in regional areas. My colleague the member for Mandurah in the other place has been raising this issue for 
months and months, and every time he raises it, the Minister for Transport assures us that things are rolling along 
and we are getting closer to the point at which CCTV cameras will be installed. So I would like to get from the 
parliamentary secretary an update on that situation. 

I put some of my notes together for this debate a couple of weeks ago when the Taxi Drivers Licensing Bill 2013 
first came into this place. It just so happened that on the day I thought I might be speaking to this bill, the 
community was having a hot debate about another practice on our roads relating to our transport and licensing 
regulations—namely, the retesting of older drivers. I was particularly interested in some comments that were 
made, I think by the RAC or it may have been some other body with an interest or one of the other stakeholders, 
that we still insist on this high degree of regulation of older drivers, many of whom have to retake a test every 
year. Of course, part of the difficulty with doing that is our stipulation that they cannot use certain types of 
handbrake or footbrake when they take those tests; therefore, many older people find that extremely traumatic. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 6075.] 

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS — AUSTRALIAN POLITICAL EXCHANGE COUNCIL 
Statement by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Just before I take questions, today we have had the great pleasure in 
this Parliament of hosting the thirtieth delegation from the United States of America for the Australian Political 
Exchange Council. It is my great pleasure to welcome that delegation into the President’s gallery. Welcome to 
the Legislative Council and the Parliament of Western Australia and welcome to Western Australia. I will record 
your names so that they are there forever in our Hansard—Hon Donovan Dela Cruz from Hawaii, Hon Aaron 
Michlewitz from Massachusetts, Ms Lucy Okumu from California, Hon Megan Hess from Iowa, Mr Joshua 
Blades from Alabama, Ms Irene Quarshie from Minnesota, Hon Matthew Dollar from Georgia, and 
accompanying them is Ms Suzy Domitrovic who is the executive officer from the Australian Political Exchange 
Council. Welcome to the Legislative Council, everybody. 

Members: Hear, hear! 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

BANNISTER CREEK PRIMARY SCHOOL — MEMBER FOR TANGNEY’S COMMENTS 

777. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Education: 
I refer to the inappropriate comments by the Liberal member for Tangney, Dennis Jensen, on Friday about his 
wife’s employment and the principal of Bannister Creek Primary School. Has the minister spoken to Dr Jensen; 
if so, in that conversation did the minister ask him to publicly apologise; and, if not, why not? 

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

Can I say at the outset that I concur with the sentiments that are expressed publicly, in the chamber and in the 
media with regard to the comments from the member for Tangney in relation to the principal from Bannister 
Creek Primary School. I think they were inappropriate, they were intemperate and they were unnecessary. I have 
complete confidence in the principal. All principals do a tremendous job in managing their schools under 
difficult circumstances, so once again I have complete confidence in the principal. I did speak to the member for 
Tangney on Saturday and expressed my concerns to suggest that it certainly was not an appropriate manner in 
which to express concerns about a principal—that is, through tweeting. I suggested that perhaps a conversation 
with the principal might have been more appropriate. Whether or not the member makes an apology is entirely 
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up to him; suffice to say, I think it would be appropriate. I say once again that I have complete confidence in the 
principal and I think it was very, very disappointing that the member chose that manner to express his personal 
concerns. 

STATE BUDGET — EDUCATION SAVINGS STRATEGIES 

778. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Education: 
I refer to the savings strategies in the 2013–14 budget under the headings listed below. Given that the school 
year is a calendar year, what is the projected dollar value of each of those savings strategies over the school 
calendar year of 2014 — 

(a) per student allocations for years kindy–year 2 education assistants; 
(b) secondary stage weights; 
(c) base teacher allocations; 
(d) Aboriginal and Islander officers; 
(e) English as an additional language/dialect and Intensive English Centres; 
(f) management of anaphylaxis in schools; 
(g) school support program resource allocation; 
(h) devolving postage to schools; 
(i) special-purpose program funding to schools; 
(j) finalisation of school innovation grants; 
(k) Schools of Special Educational Needs, Schools of Isolated and Distance Education, and School 

of Instrumental Music; 
(l) level 3 classroom teacher non-teaching allocation; 
(m) Primary Extension and Challenge teacher allocations to primary students; 
(n) performance management subsidy; and 
(o) leave liability levy? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
I thank the honourable member for the question. Unfortunately, an answer could not be provided in the time 
allowed, but I will provide the honourable member with an answer at the next day’s sitting, which is tomorrow. 

BHP BILLITON PILBARA OPERATIONS — ASBESTOS MANAGEMENT 

779. Hon KATE DOUST to the minister representing the Minister for Mines and Petroleum: 
I refer to BHP Billiton’s iron ore mining operations in the Pilbara. 

(1) Is asbestos management part of the approved mine plans for the company’s mines? 

(2) If yes to (1), does the mines safety branch of the Department of Mines and Petroleum have a process to 
assess these management plans in respect of asbestos? 

(3) Is the asbestos content of the company’s ore being monitored; and, if yes — 

(a) by whom and how is this being monitored; and 

(b) what is the asbestos content of the ore that is being mined in each of the company’s mines? 

(4) Is there monitoring for asbestos in the loading of the ore for export; and, if so, by whom and how is this 
being monitored? 

(5) Has there been any asbestos exposure to the community during loading? 

Hon KEN BASTON replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. The Department of Mines and Petroleum 
advises — 

(1) Any company, including BHP, that is likely to encounter asbestos or other fibrous minerals during 
mining operations is required to have an asbestos management plan. 

(2) The department has developed a fibrous mineral management guideline that includes the requirements 
of an asbestos management plan for the mining industry. Asbestos management plans are submitted by 
companies where required to the Department of Mines and Petroleum. These are evaluated by DMP 
inspectors and verified on site from time to time. 
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(3) DMP is advised when asbestos is first encountered in a mining operation. 

(a) This department does not undertake monitoring of either BHP or any other company’s ore. The 
obligation to determine the presence of asbestos in its ore is the responsibility of the company. 

(b) This question should be referred to BHP. 

(4) The individual company is responsible for monitoring for asbestos or other contaminants during ship-
loading operations. Monitoring results are submitted to DMP. 

(5) I am advised that the department has not received any advice from BHP that members of the 
community have been exposed to asbestos during ship-loading of iron ore. 

QUAIRADING–CUNDERDIN ROAD — GRAIN TRANSPORT 

780. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 
(1) Is the minister aware that the poor state of a culvert on the Quairading–Cunderdin Road will require 

load restrictions to be placed on vehicles using this road? 

(2) Does the minister expect that this will prevent grain trucks using this road to transport grain from 
Quairading to Cunderdin? 

(3) When does the minister expect that this issue will be resolved? 

Hon JIM CHOWN replied:  
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) The culvert in question is currently being monitored by the Shire of Quairading on a monthly basis for 
deterioration. 

(2) It is expected that this culvert will not prevent grain trucks of RAV 4 or 5 configuration using this road. 

(3) As part of the grain freight program, a major realignment is planned making this defective culvert 
redundant. 

CHILD ABUSE — CARE OF VICTIMS 

781. Hon STEPHEN DAWSON to the Minister for Child Protection: 
I refer to recent media reports that five WA children have been removed from harm after the arrest of individuals 
involved in a global child abuse operation. 

(1) Were any of these children known to the Department for Child Protection and Family Support prior to 
this operation? 

(2) If yes to (1), when did the department first become aware of the child? 

(3) Are any of the children now in the care of the CEO? 

(4) What support is the department now providing these children and their families? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

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

(1) The department has had brief contact with one child’s family. 

(2) In December 2010. 

(3) No. 

(4) The department has provided protective behaviour sessions to all the children taught by the teacher and 
offered counselling and support to the families. 

UTILITY SERVICES — CONSUMER ADVOCACY BODY 

782. Hon LYNN MacLAREN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Energy: 
The PRESIDENT: Hon Lynn MacLaren—who I might note for our guests today is a former American! 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Thank you, Mr President; they were bound to work it out as I asked the question! 

(1) Why was there no allocation for the Western Australian Council of Social Service’s consumer 
essentials project in the 2013–14 state budget? 

(2) Is there currently any non-government body funded by the government to advocate on behalf of utility 
customers in Western Australia? 

(3) If yes to (2), which bodies and how much funding do they receive? 
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(4) If no to (2), which advocates can consumers turn to when they have issues with utilities in Western 
Australia? 

(5) What is the proportion of Western Australians who struggle to pay for essential services and are 
detrimentally impacted on when they are unable to pay; for example, by restrictions, disconnections and 
late payment penalties? 

(6) Will the government undertake a comprehensive analysis on the incidence of hardship caused by the 
actions of utilities? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 
(1) The Western Australian Council of Social Service was funded by the state government to provide the 

consumer essentials project for a fixed term between 2010–11 and 2012–13. 
(2) No. 
(3) Not applicable. 
(4) Although no single non-government body advocates on behalf of utility consumers, advocacy services 

for utility consumers—in interactions with their retailer—are provided by financial counselling and 
community legal centres. These centres obtain funding from various sources, including the state 
government. Energy consumers are also able to obtain assistance from the Energy Ombudsman in 
addressing complaints that cannot be adequately resolved with their retailer. With the recent passage of 
the Water Services Act 2012, water consumers will also have access to an ombudsman scheme. 

(5) Synergy and Horizon Power recently released their 2011–12 retailer performance reports. Synergy 
reported a 0.71 per cent disconnection rate for its residential customers—that is, 6 322 of 894 542 
customers. This is a 17.4 per cent reduction on its 2010–11 disconnection rate of 0.86 per cent of its 
residential customer base. Synergy also reported that 3.25 per cent of its residential customers were 
subject to a payment plan in 2011–12. This is a reduction from 3.8 per cent in the previous year. 
Horizon Power’s residential disconnection rate in 2011–12 was 0.96 per cent, a reduction from 2.19 per 
cent in 2010–11. The above figures compare favourably with the disconnection rate in other 
jurisdictions. For 2011–12, Victoria reported a disconnection rate of 1.02 per cent for residential 
customers. For 2010–11, Queensland reported a residential customer disconnection rate of 1.3 per cent, 
and South Australia reported a rate of one per cent. 

(6) The state government continues to monitor the incidence of utility hardship in Western Australia 
through the activities of the Department of Finance’s Public Utilities Office, the Energy Ombudsman 
and through the requirement for reporting on various customer statistics by utility service providers, 
including the number of disconnections, to the Economic Regulation Authority. 

ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS — PEEL REGION 

783. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the minister representing the Minister for Regional Development: 
I refer to comments made last week by the member for Murray–Wellington about the fact that the Peel region 
has “missed out badly” on royalties for regions funding, and in particular his observation that the region is 
“crying out for long overdue amenities and infrastructure” including “a new hospital for Pinjarra, a major new 
industrial development at Nambeelup, and sporting facilities such as the proposed Coolup equestrian centre and 
a new motorcycle park at Pinjarra”. 

Will this government member’s comments about this “serious imbalance” bring about a change in the 
government’s policy of granting the Peel region only $18 million in 2012–13, while the Pilbara, the wheatbelt 
and the great southern received $375 million, $77 million and $65 million respectively? 

Hon KEN BASTON replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 
Royalties for regions funding is subject to a rigorous process that involves engagement with key stakeholders, 
business case scrutiny and approval by the Minister for Regional Development and state cabinet, taking into 
consideration present government policy and priorities. 

SWAN DISTRICT HOSPITAL — IVANKA PAVLINOVICH 

784. Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for 
Health: 

I refer to the case of Mrs Ivanka Pavlinovich, who attended Swan District Hospital in 2009 with a sprained ankle 
and ended up with her leg being amputated just below the knee. Can the Minister for Health advise in this case 
whether in the circumstances of a leg being immobilised in plaster of Paris — 
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(1) Did the doctors consider thrombus as a complication of immobilisation? 

(2) If yes to (1), was a Doppler study for pulses initiated; and, if not, why not? 

(3) Was a venogram ordered to ascertain blood flow returning to the heart; and, if not, why not? 

(4) Can the minister confirm that an amputation is usually indicative of gangrene or death of tissue? 

(5) Can the minister confirm that Mrs Ivanka Pavlinovich’s leg was amputated because of gangrene? 

(6) If no to (5), why not; and how does the minister explain the need to amputate a leg as a result of a 
sprained ankle? 

The PRESIDENT: Members, there may be some issues associated with patient confidentiality there. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I have a consent form, Mr President, signed by Mrs Ivanka Pavlinovich on 
13 November, and witnessed by her husband, also on 13 November 2013. 

The PRESIDENT: I will give the call to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health and 
see how she wishes to respond to those questions. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN replied:  

(1)–(6) I note that we were sent a copy of that consent and I thank the honourable member for some notice of 
this question.  

There are currently legal proceedings underway in relation to this matter and the responses required to 
address the questions raised by Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich are subject to legal professional privilege. These 
issues will be addressed through the respective legal representatives for the parties and, as such, remain 
confidential. 

BUSH FIRE BRIGADES — APPLIANCES 

785. Hon DARREN WEST to the Attorney General representing the Minister for 
Emergency Services: 

I mention that I am a former student at the University of Minnesota, and spent a wonderful year at that 
institution. 

(1) How many so-called “fast attack” vehicles for bush fire brigades have been replaced with medium rigid 
vehicles in the last 12 months? 

(2) How many more are due to be replaced in the next 12 months? 

(3) What is the reason for replacement? 

(4) Will the Department of Fire and Emergency Services meet the costs associated with volunteers having 
to obtain a B class licence to drive these replacement vehicles; and, if not, why not? 

Hon KEN BASTON replied:  
I answer on behalf of the Attorney General. I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question.  

(1) Two. 

(2) One. 

(3) Increased capability and capacity, identified through the local government grants scheme and the 
Department of Fire and Emergency Services’ resource to risk assessment process. 

(4) Yes. 

GORGON GAS PROJECT —FLORA AND FAUNA 

786. Hon SAMANTHA ROWE to the minister representing the Minister for Environment: 
Since construction of the Gorgon gas development commenced — 

(1) What is the specific number of registered injuries and registered deaths for each fauna species, 
including turtle injuries or deaths? 

(2) What damage to flora has been registered? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. I am advised by the Minister for Environment 
that it is not possible to provide the information in the time available, and it is requested that the honourable 
member place the question on notice.  
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BARROW ISLAND — CHEVRON PROCESSING FACILITY 

787. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State 
Development: 

I refer to the article in The Australian on 30 October 2013, entitled “Chevron seeks bigger bite out of Barrow”. 

(1) What are the various areas being used by Chevron, confirmed in the question that was asked in 
yesterday’s The Australian that the Gorgon partners were in fact using cleared land on Barrow Island in 
addition to the 300 hectare footprint? 

(2) With respect to the answer to (1), what are the individual sizes of these areas and their cumulative size? 

(3) Does the use of these areas breach the gas processing area as described in section 9 of the Barrow Island 
Act 2003? 

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

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

I have three answers for Hon Robin Chapple, but none for that question. What was the number of that question? 

Hon Robin Chapple: C794. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I have not sighted that answer. Did Hon Robin Chapple put it in today? 

Hon Robin Chapple: That was put in on Thursday, 31 October. You should have had it. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I have three answers for Hon Robin Chapple but not one to this question. Hopefully it 
will be here by the end of question time, if it has been lost in the ether. 

EDUCATION — FUNDING CUTS — EFFECTS 

788. Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON to the Minister for Education: 
I refer to the following schools: Camboon Primary School, Hampton Park Primary School, Hampton Senior 
High School, Morley Primary School, Morley Senior High School, Nollamara Primary School, Noranda Primary 
School, North Morley Primary School, Weld Square Primary School, West Morley Primary School, Mirrabooka 
Primary School, Mirrabooka Senior High School and Mirrabooka Senior High School Education Support Centre. 

(1) Can the minister advise for each school the cash value of the following — 

 (a) a 30 per cent reduction to the school support program resource allocation;  

 (b) the introduction of a long service leave liability levy;  
 (c) the 1.5 per cent procurement saving;  
 (d) the cessation of performance management funding; and 
 (e) changes to some school grant components? 

(2) If no to anything in (1), why not? 

(3) Do the cash value figures provided include full-time equivalent reductions; and, if not, why not? 

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

(1) This answer is in tabular form, so I seek leave to have the table incorporated into Hansard. 

Leave granted. [See paper 972.] 

The following material was incorporated — 
 

1. The following information (a) represents the actual School Support Program Resource Allocation reduction for 2014. For all other 
responses (b-e) the projected 2014 reduction is indicated, based on current enrolment projections. The actual reduction will be 
determined at the February 2014 census. 
 

 (a) 
$ 

(b) 
$ 

(c) 
$ 

(d) 
$ 

(e) 
$ 

Camboon Primary School 6,779 19,560 1,009 4,644 0 
Hampton Park Primary School 16,908 18,240 988 4,440 500 
Hampton Senior High School 53,512 33,650 2,326 10,028 11,804 
Morley Primary School 9,693 10,034 588 2,140 0 
Morley Senior High School 51,282 41,802 2,574 11,278 12,101 
Nollamara Primary School 30,717 20,954 738 5,046 0 
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Noranda Primary School 7,014 18,198 906 3,979 0 
North Morley Primary School 6,234 11,438 615 2,405 0 
Weld Square Primary School 8,433 9,232 530 1,797 0 
West Morley Primary School 5,470 12,976 613 2,617 0 
Mirrabooka Primary School 30,215 19,710 772 5,132 225 
Mirrabooka Senior High School 64,716 31,338 2,085 7,856 20,968 
Mirrabooka Senior High School 
Education Support Centre 

3,365 20,484 477 2,968 0 

 

(2)–(3) No, the questions relate to reductions to school cash allocations. 

MULTIPURPOSE TAXIS 

789. Hon ALANNA CLOHESY to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for 
Transport: 

(1) How many multipurpose taxis are currently on the road? 
(2) Of these, how many licences were released between 1 July 2012 to 30 June 2013 and 1 July 2013 to 

date? 
(3) What was the average wait time to access a multipurpose taxi for the following — 
 (a) 1 July 2011 to 30 June 2012; 
 (b) 1 July 2012 to 30 June 2013; and 
 (c) 1 July 2013 to date? 

Hon JIM CHOWN replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) One hundred and twelve. 

(2) Thirty and two. 

(3) The Department of Transport does not measure the average wait time to access multipurpose taxis. 

HOUSING NEEDS ASSESSMENT — SOUTH WEST REGION 

790. Hon ADELE FARINA to the minister representing the Minister for Housing: 
I refer to the housing needs assessment for the south west region being undertaken by the South West 
Development Commission. 

(1) Has the housing needs assessment been completed? 

(2) If no to (1), when will the assessment be complete, given that the minutes of the Withers urban renewal 
strategy project working group meeting of 18 July 2013 indicate that the assessment would be complete 
within three months of that meeting? If it has not been provided, what is the cause of the delay? 

(3) If yes to (1), has a report outlining the findings of the assessment been produced, is it available to the 
public and when will such a report be publicly released? 

Hon KEN BASTON replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

The Department of Housing advises — 

(1) No. 

(2) The assessment is anticipated to be completed by November 2013. Once relevant findings and 
recommendations have been considered by the government, appropriate information and consultation 
will occur with stakeholders, including the community, around any proposed actions. It was initially 
anticipated that the assessment would be completed by October 2013; however, broader input has been 
sought and received from local communities, in particular requiring additional coordination and 
analysis. 

(3) Not applicable. 

ROBERT TAYLOR — APPOINTMENT — OFFICE OF THE TREASURER 

791. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 
I refer to the appointment of Mr Robert Taylor to the office of the Treasurer. 

(1) What remuneration will Mr Taylor receive and what is the start and end date of his appointment? 
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(2) What position will Mr Taylor hold and to which minister will he report? 

(3) Will Mr Taylor be required to sign a confidentiality agreement? 

(4) On what date did negotiations for the appointment commence? 

(5) Was Mr Taylor contracted through a company or as an individual; and, if as a company, what is the 
name of that company? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

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

(1)–(5) The terms and conditions of the appointment under the ministerial contract for services engagement 
process have not yet been confirmed and formalised. 

LOT 500 KARRI WAY, FERNDALE — REZONING 

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

(1) In the rezoning of lot 500 Karri Way, Ferndale, does the minister agree that the public should continue 
to be able to access the grassed area adjacent to the bushland and school? 

(2) How does the minister propose to replace the loss of open space currently enjoyed by residents of 
Ferndale in the rezoning of lot 500 to private clubs and institutions and residential Rl7.5/R30? 

(3) What steps will the minister take to protect the existing environmental values of the remnant bushland 
in view of the increased density and activity proposed for the site? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. 

(1)–(3) Proposed amendment 177 has not yet been presented to the Minister for Planning for a decision on final 
approval. Following consideration of public submissions by the City of Canning, the Western 
Australian Planning Commission will make a recommendation to the minister on those submissions and 
the amendment itself. In making his decision, the minister will consider all matters raised and therefore 
it would not be appropriate to pre-empt the outcomes of the amendment process. 

CONSTRUCTION SUBCONTRACTOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE SCHEME 

793. Hon KATE DOUST to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Finance: 

I refer to the $5 million ex gratia financial assistance fund for subcontractors administered through RiskCover. 

(1) How many claims have been lodged with RiskCover? 

(2) How many of these claims have been approved? 

(3) How much money is set to be paid as a result of these claims? 

(4) When will this money be paid out to successful applicants? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

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

(1)–(3) The assessment process for claims made under the Construction Subcontractor Financial Assistance 
Scheme is almost complete and it appears that the total number of claim payments will be less than the 
$5 million pool of funds. 

(4) Subject to approved claimants providing the required information, such as their banking details, the 
government anticipates that payments will commence in early December 2013. 

GRAIN FREIGHT NETWORK — ROADWORKS 

794. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to the roadworks being undertaken by local governments as part of the grain freight network. 

(1) Have any shires that are undertaking the roadworks advised the government that sections of the roads 
need to be completely rebuilt rather than just widened on the edges? 

(2) If yes to (1), which shires and for which sections of the roads? 

(3) Why did the government not provide the funds to completely rebuild those sections of road? 

(4) Who will be responsible for the cost of repairing any damage to these sections of road? 



6072 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 19 November 2013] 

 

Hon JIM CHOWN replied:  
(1) Yes. 
(2) All 15 shires; sections containing failures and sections of roads not containing pavement failures. 
(3) The government provided funding to rebuild sections that were showing signs of failing. 
(4) The relevant state or local government authority. 

WANGKATJUNGKA COMMUNITY — DERELICT HOUSE 

795. Hon STEPHEN DAWSON to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
(1) Is the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs aware that the Wangkatjungka community has a derelict and 

unsecured building that contains asbestos? 

(2) Has the minister been advised that the house was camped in during a recent sporting event held in the 
community and is regularly played in by local children? 

(3) Will the minister ensure that the building is immediately fenced off and then removed to ensure that 
lives are not put at risk? 

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

(1)–(3) This issue has not been brought to my attention to this point. I have asked the Department of Aboriginal 
Affairs to investigate it as a matter of urgency.  

OOMBULGURRI — DEMOLITION 

796. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
I refer to media reports on 12 November 2013 about the demolition of houses at Oombulgurri.  

(1) Did the minister’s office provide the following information on 21 October 2013 — 

  The Department of Housing has advised that they will not proceed to tender until clear 
direction is received from DAA and DAA has since recommenced consultation with the BAC 
regarding Oombulgurri. 

And is that information correct? 

(2) Is the Department of Housing proceeding to tender; and, if so, what “clear direction” has been received 
from the Department of Aboriginal Affairs? 

(3) Will the minister table the documents and/or information that provided that direction? 
(4) What form is the consultation with the Bawinanga Aboriginal Corporation regarding Oombulgurri 

taking? 
(5) What significance does the minister accord to the statement by Balanggarra chair, 

Cissy Gore Birch Gault, that — 
 “So Balangarra definitely wants the site back the way it is and they don’t want the houses 

taken down because we have plans for usage in the future of the community.” 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) Yes. 
(2) The Department of Housing is progressing tender documentation at the request of the Aboriginal Lands 

Trust. No further direction has been provided by the Department of Aboriginal Affairs. 
(3) Not applicable. 
(4)–(5) On 29 September 2011, I announced the closure of the former Oombulgurri Aboriginal community 

following a process that commenced with a report released by the State Coroner that found the 
community to be in a “state of crisis” following an investigation into five deaths in the community. 
While the ALT is not required to consult regarding the demolition program, the state government will 
continue to work with the Balanggarra traditional owners as part of the Indigenous land use agreement 
process to determine a non-residential alternative use for the remaining infrastructure. 

INTENSIVE LANGUAGE CENTRES 

797. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Education: 
What is the current location of each intensive language centre and the enrolments at the last census for each one?  
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. The response is in tabular form. I table that 
response and seek leave to have it incorporated into Hansard.  

Leave granted. [See paper 973.] 

The following material was incorporated — 
 

 

IEC LOCATION 
TOTAL 
ENROLMENTS 

Beaconsfield Primary School 5 Hale Street, Beaconsfield 6162 81 
Eddystone Primary School Littorina Avenue, Heathridge 6027 117 
Highgate Primary School 147 Lincoln Street, Highgate 6003 81 
Koondoola Primary School 50 Burbridge Avenue, Koondoola 6064 142 
Mirrabooka Primary School Laythorne Street, Dianella 6059 91 
Nollamara Primary School 101 Harrison Street, Nollamara 6061 110 
Parkwood Primary School Zelkova Way, Parkwood 6147 108 
Thornlie Primary School 86 Thornlie Avenue,Thornlie 6108 101 
Balga Senior High School 2 Markham Way, Balga 6061 60 
Greenwood College Coolibah Drive, Greenwood 6024 79 
Lynwood Senior High School 436 Metcalf Road, Parkwood 6147 90 
Melville Senior High School 18 Potts Street, Melville 6156 74 
North Lake Senior Campus 188 Winterfold Rd, Kardinya 6163 54 
Cyril Jackson Senior Campus 53 Reid Street, Bassendean 6054 102 
   

Intensive English Centre enrolment data from the last census (August 2013). 
 

MARINE DEVELOPMENT — EXMOUTH 

798. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the minister representing the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to question without notice 751. 

(1) Is the minister aware of studies carried out by the Centre for Whale Research here in WA that show 
increased vessel traffic in humpback whale resting areas is likely to result in whale displacement near 
areas immediately associated with ships? 

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

(3) If yes to (1), will the minister assess the impact of marine access points and marinas in the Exmouth 
Gulf on the migratory whale population? 

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

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of the question. The Minister for Environment is advised by his departments 
that — 

(1) Studies carried out by the Centre for Whale Research are considered by the Environmental Protection 
Authority during the environmental impact assessment of maritime developments. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) The Environmental Protection Authority is not currently assessing any strategic proposals and/or 
significant proposals in Exmouth Gulf that have the potential to impact on whales. 

(4) See response to (3). 

REGIONAL ARTS CENTRES FUND 

799. Hon ADELE FARINA to the minister representing the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 

I refer to the regional arts centres fund. 

(1) What organisations will be able to access the funds? 

(2) Is the fund primarily targeting performing arts groups? 

(3) Will regional art galleries and visual arts organisations be able to access the funds? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. 
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(1)–(3) The royalties for regions regional arts centres fund includes $24 million over three years from 2014–15. 
Discussions on priority areas for the funding are occurring between the Departments of Culture and the 
Arts and Regional Development, with a royalties for regions business case to be considered by cabinet. 
Details of investment and how the funds can be accessed will be available once it has been approved by 
cabinet. 

GRAIN FREIGHT NETWORK 

800. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to the grain freight network. 

(1) What is the total amount of funding allocated for works on the Nungarin–Merredin Road? 

(2) How much of this funding has been spent to date? 

(3) What works will be completed with this expenditure? 

(4) What is the time frame to complete the works on this road? 

Hon JIM CHOWN replied:  

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

(1) The total amount is $5.218 million. 

(2) Sixty-two per cent. 

(3) Thirty-seven kilometres of widening of the seal to eight metres. 

(4) The time frame for completion is 2014–15. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ELECTORAL COMMISSION 

801. Hon KATE DOUST to the Minister for Electoral Affairs: 

Given the recent debacle with the Australian Electoral Commission and the count for the Senate, what steps has 
the minister taken to ensure that we do not have the same problems at a state level in 2017?  

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

I thank the honourable member for the question. We do not actually know what occurred at this stage from the 
Australian Electoral Commission so we cannot ascertain whether the same problem exists at the Western 
Australian level. Suffice to say, the Western Australian Electoral Commission is very professional. I am very 
confident that it will not make the same mistakes as its federal counterpart.  

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 306, 340, 355 AND 359 
Papers Tabled 

Papers relating to answers to questions on notice were tabled by Hon Helen Morton (Minister for Mental 
Health), Hon Ken Baston (Minister for Agriculture and Food) and Hon Jim Chown (Parliamentary 
Secretary).  

PUBLIC SECTOR EMPLOYEES — VOLUNTARY SEVERANCE 
Question without Notice 689 — Correction of Answer 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [5.06 pm]: On Wednesday, 
23 October 2013 Hon Sue Ellery asked question without notice 689 “Public Sector Employees — Voluntary 
Severance”. On behalf of the Premier, I would like to make the following correction.  

(1) Since 8 August 2013 and as at 21 October 2013 there have been 669 voluntary separation packages 
approved by the Public Sector Commission comprising 652 general severance applications under the 
2013 enhanced separation program; eight as compensation payments to senior executive service 
employees under the 2013 enhanced separation program; and nine voluntary severance applications 
outside of the 2013 enhanced separation program.  

The figures have been provided in tabular form. I table those and I seek leave to have the table incorporated into 
Hansard. 

(2) Nil. 

Leave granted. [See paper 975.] 

The following material was incorporated — 
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* A review identified a minor system error on the severance reporting database. Two voluntary severance approvals (one for the Department 
of State Development and another for the School Curriculum and Standards Authority) had not been made during the reporting period. 

Amendment to tabled paper no 899 (tabled 23 October 2013 – attachment to LC QWN 689) 

AGENCY VOLUNTARY SEPARATION APPOVALS  

SINCE 8 AUGUST 2013 
Agency No 
Agriculture and Food, Department of 55 
Burswood Park Board 1 
Central Institute of Technology 11 
Challenger Institute of Technology 11 
ChemCentre 5 
Child Protection and Family Support, Department for 30 
Commerce, Department of 74 
Culture and the Arts, Department of 17 
CY O'Connor Institute 2 
Disability Services Commission 34 
Drug and Alcohol Office 1 
Education, Department of 73 
Electoral Commission of WA 1 
Equal Opportunity Commission 6 
Finance, Department of 18 
Fire & Emergency Services, Department of 11 
Forest Products Commission 1 
Goldfields Esperance Development Commission 1 
Great Southern Institute of Technology 4 
Health  46 
Kimberley Training Institute 4 
Local Government and Communities, Department of 5 
Main Roads WA 35 
Mines and Petroleum, Department of 3 
Ombudsman Western Australian 1 
Parks and Wildlife, Department of 51 
Pilbara Institute 5 
Polytechnic West 11 
Premier and Cabinet, Department of the 26 
Public Sector Commission 4 
Public Transport Authority 8 
Regional Development, Department of 1 
South West Development Commission 1 
Tourism Western Australia 5 
Training and Workforce Development, Department of 49 
Transport, Department of 21 
Treasury, Department of 16 
VenuesWest 4 
West Coast Institute of Training 2 
Western Australia Police 14 
Zoo 1 
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TAXI DRIVERS LICENSING BILL 2013 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON SALLY TALBOT (South West) [5.08 pm]: Before question time I was remarking on the fact that a 
couple of weeks ago when I prepared my original notes for this debate, very much in the public mind at that time 
was the question of regular driving tests for older drivers. I was very interested in the comments made by a 
couple of major stakeholders to the effect that that regulation may need revisiting, in the sense that there is no 
compelling evidence that people become more dangerous drivers as they get older. In fact, the stakeholders I 
heard commenting on that issue said that people actually become safer drivers as they get older, largely because 
they tend to drive more slowly. I raise that example by way of pointing out to the government that we have to be 
very sure that the kind of regulations we introduce about public and private transport measures actually have the 
effect we want them to have and not some kind of unintended consequence.  

I will come back to the bill under consideration. I guess there are three things that people really want from their 
taxi service. I will be interested to hear the comments from the parliamentary secretary on exactly how he sees 
these three major criteria being addressed by this bill. The first of course is availability. People want taxis to 
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come when they call them. It is a constant source of frustration to me—I will go as far as to say puzzlement—
that we seem to have completely lost the system for being able to pre-order a taxi. If I have to go to the airport at 
five o’clock in the morning, I do not want to get out of bed wondering whether my taxi will arrive. I can see that 
Hon Helen Morton has exactly the same questions in her mind as I do about this issue. 

Hon Helen Morton: From Kalamunda, yes. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: We used to be able to order a taxi to arrive at a certain time. Now when we try to do 
that, the taxi companies warn us—presumably because they have to—that they will call the job only a few 
minutes before it is due, exactly the same as they do if we ring at quarter to five in the morning. I therefore 
cannot understand why we have had to walk away from that system. It cannot be, with all the modern 
communication techniques at our disposal, that it has become more difficult to do that. Commonsense tells me 
that it must have become easier. The whole question therefore about the availability of taxis is a problem. I think 
if we did a vox pop in Hay Street mall this afternoon, we would find that nine people out of 10 would identify 
the availability of taxis as a major problem. 

Hon Ken Travers: You would be the tenth person! 
Hon SALLY TALBOT: The tenth person perhaps never uses a taxi! 
The second related issue is about reliability. This is a particular concern for older people who might use taxis 
because they do not want to drive anymore or because they do not want to park when they get to where they are 
going. As I said, the fact that we are no longer able to plan ahead and pre-order a taxi is a big problem. Added to 
availability and reliability is the question of safety. Years ago we in Western Australia started talking about 
improving safety and we were primarily focused on the safety of drivers. During the debate in WA on this issue I 
clearly remember going to Sydney, getting in a taxi at Sydney airport and seeing an extraordinary contraption. 
For those who may not have seen it, it is almost like getting inside a sort of space machine or a kind of Tardis. 
The whole driver compartment is plasticised with an enormous bubble around it, which of course is a way of 
keeping drivers safe from the aggression and violent behaviour of passengers. I note that there is a move—
perhaps by the industry—to introduce into Western Australia a trial of London cabs. I think that will be very 
interesting. I understand that we are not talking about the old black London cabs; we are talking about white cabs 
in Western Australia. Did Hon Ken Travers know that about trial taxis? 

Hon Ken Travers: Yes, I did; upgraded and air-conditioned. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Yes, upgraded, air-conditioned and white, which will make them very distinctive. 

Hon Helen Morton: And accessible. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Yes, and accessible. 
Hon Ken Travers: That’s a good point. We can get to that detail at the committee stage. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: We will. Once we start dissecting the bill at the committee stage, we can have all that 
discussion about how we can increase reliability. 

Having spent my formative years in a couple of other cities in the Northern Hemisphere, it has always been a 
source of wonder to me that we do not adopt the practice in WA of hailing taxis on the streets. We almost always 
phone from the place we are at rather than go out on the street and hail one. To me it has always seemed intrinsic 
to an efficient taxi service that enough of them be around to be able to go out on the streets and flag them down. 
Certainly we can do that in other major cities in our region. Hon Helen Morton is right that the white taxis will 
be highly visible on the streets. However, I was talking about the question of safety. Of course one aspect of the 
London cabs is the dividing section between the passenger and the driver. I am not sure therefore why we have 
not gone further with that move to fortify the driving area in taxis as taxidrivers in Sydney have done. 

Hon Ken Travers: It is mainly because the drivers don’t like it in normal circumstances. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Yes, I can imagine that. As I said, the first time I got in one of those taxis it was quite 
disconcerting—it felt as though half the taxi was covered in a plastic bubble—but I guess it had the desired 
effect. 
I am not so sure that those three aspects—availability, reliability and safety—will be improved by this bill. I am 
sure, though, that we do not know an awful lot about the actual mechanics of these provisions. As I said at the 
beginning of my remarks, we have at last got a draft version of the code of conduct. However, we got that only 
today, so we have had to do a bit of speed reading. I hope that during the committee stage we can get some more 
information from the parliamentary secretary about the content of the code of conduct. 

I note from reading the second reading debate in the other place that the minister referred to this bill as a high-
level conceptual framework. I am sorry, Madam Deputy President (Hon Adele Farina), but it is an extraordinary 
development that the government is now referring in that way to bills that it has brought into this place and that 
have presumably been through the cabinet process and the party room. Yet when the government is challenged 
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about the lack of detail in the bill, we are told that it is just a high-level conceptual framework and we have to 
wait for all the i’s to be dotted and the t’s to be crossed—presumably when the regulations are released. We do 
not have any regulations relating to this bill, other than a draft code of conduct that is in a highly draft form. We 
therefore do not know any detail about the regulations. We do not really know how the code of conduct, the 
subject of clause 29, will work. We do not really know how the two types of offences potentially committed by 
taxidrivers and involving disqualification and penalty points will work. 

On reading the bill, one question that occurred to me was whether passengers will know about the penalty points. 
We have a demerit system that currently relates to a driver’s licence. I can quite understand that we would not 
expect a taxidriver to disclose the number of demerit points on their licence. Everybody on this side of the 
house—except perhaps Hon Stephen Dawson who is far too new a driver to have any demerit points—has had 
experience of the demerit point system. We know that we can accumulate them slowly over a period of years and 
that they might relate to a relatively minor offence, such as the low-level speeding offence of driving nine 
kilometres an hour over the speed limit. However, will passengers know how many penalty points a taxidriver 
has accrued that relate to the driver’s behaviour? I ask this question very seriously in the sense that if a driver is 
accumulating penalty points, passengers have a right to know that in a sense a yellow card has been waved at 
that driver. Imagine, for example, a similar system applying to airline pilots. We would have a serious 
reservation about flying with an airline pilot who has had the metaphorical yellow card waved at them. We 
would want to know either that they were absolutely delivering the service with all the integrity that we expect 
from the provider of a public service or that they were unable to comply with those high standards. I am open to 
persuasion on this issue, but I think there is an argument for such disclosure. I can understand that every penalty 
point on a driver’s licence need not be disclosed. However, I wonder whether there is some merit in at least 
flagging the fact that a taxidriver has accumulated penalty points that relate to the driver’s behaviour. We do not 
know any of this from reading the bill. 

In the little time that remains to me I want to go into a couple of the details in part 5 of the bill. I recognise that 
we will be able to pursue this in much more detail when we get to the committee stage. Part 5 for me raises some 
quite serious concerns. Part 5, entitled “Suspension, cancellation and disqualification”, refers to the driver being 
a fit and proper person. There are references in part 5 to physical impairments that a driver might have, and I 
assume that that would relate to things that would, in any case, be disclosed as part of the driving licence 
provisions. The thing that concerns me is that a mental illness is also referred to as one of the things that the 
CEO has to be notified about and must take into consideration. Clause 30(1) in part 5 states —  

The CEO may make an order (a suspension order) suspending a licence if — 
… 
(b) the CEO suspects on reasonable grounds that the licensee — 

… 
(iii) is mentally or physically unfit to drive a vehicle as a taxi; 

I am happy to take this issue up during the committee stage if it is more appropriate. If somebody is mentally 
unfit to drive a vehicle as a taxi, exactly what are we talking about? Might we be talking about somebody who 
has an episodic mental illness; for example, somebody who has been diagnosed with schizophrenia? Any mental 
health provider will tell us that a lot of mental illnesses are regarded as episodic, and mental illnesses that are 
episodic will be regarded as not existing when the person is not going through an episode of that illness. 
Schizophrenia is often cited as an example of that kind of episodic mental illness. If a person is diagnosed with 
schizophrenia, there is no reason why, in six or 12 months, sometimes with medication and sometimes without, 
they should not be able to claim to be free of that mental illness. I am concerned that when we start talking about 
people being mentally unfit to drive a vehicle as a taxi, we are in danger of getting into some fairly precarious 
territory. Related to that, one of the things that the CEO can do is outlined in clause 30(2), which states —  

A suspension order made under subsection (1)(a) or (b) may include a requirement that the licensee 
undertake remedial action. 

I would like some clarification of exactly what that remedial action might be. If we were talking about somebody 
with a mental illness who was refusing treatment, the CEO might need to know about that. I wonder about the 
phrase “remedial action”. Who will make the determination? I cannot seriously believe that the government is 
suggesting that the CEO of the Department of Transport will determine whether a person with schizophrenia is 
being medicated sufficiently to be a fit and proper person to drive a taxi. That cannot be the case. 

Hon Dave Grills interjected. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: As the member contributed to the debate by interjection earlier, the authorised person 
is an officer authorised by the Department of Transport. Who is that person? Is it a police officer? I do not know 
that I want police officers making that determination. 

Several members interjected. 



6078 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 19 November 2013] 

 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I am asking specifically about clause 30(1)(b)(iii). 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! Hon Sally Talbot has the call. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I am not quite sure why we seem to be degenerating slightly. It is a reasonable question 
to ask. 

Hon Dave Grills interjected. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: That sounds great. I was going to raise the working with children card. I know that 
Hon Ken Travers mentioned it. It seems to be slightly odd that the provisions applying to taxidrivers would be 
different from the provisions applying to a worker who, as a condition of their employment, must have a 
working with children card. I am absolutely at one with Hon Ken Travers in suggesting that the working with 
children card is a useful instrument that we ought to look at. 

Hon Ken Travers: It is a potential starting point; you might go even further. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I am happy with that suggestion. 

I also draw the attention of honourable members to another provision in part 5 about the remedial training, which 
was referred to in the second reading speech. It is all there in part 5. I would like to know what remedial training 
might entail. I know that there is a clause towards the end of the bill that refers to the CEO being able to accredit 
training courses. Will that include the provision of what has been called remedial training in the bill? What might 
be entailed in remedial training? I would like to know who will provide remedial training. I am talking very 
specifically about remedial training as opposed to the kind of training that a trainee taxidriver might undertake. 
Somebody is referred for remedial training if they have in some sense contravened one of the provisions of the 
licensing regulations; either they have accrued penalty points or they have been disqualified and have applied to 
come back or some question has been raised about whether they are mentally fit to drive a taxi. I want to know 
how remedial training will be applied to somebody if the question hanging over their head is whether they are 
mentally fit to drive a taxi. My specific question is: who will do that remedial assessment? Also, who will do the 
assessment of the provider of the remedial training? Will this all come back to the CEO of the Department of 
Transport, who will have to become the expert on not only the kinds of problems that somebody who is mentally 
unfit might exhibit, but also the kind of remedial training that that person needs to make them fit and whether 
that training has worked and they will be granted an unrestricted licence? Who will provide that remedial 
assessment? 

Several members interjected. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I will not take any more interjections because I am running out of time. My further 
question is: who will pay for that assessment? 

Several members interjected. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I am reading the legislation; that is why I am asking the questions. 

Who will pay for that assessment? Will it be the driver? I am not aware that this is covered anywhere. 
Hon Dave Grills, it is very smart to interject on another member’s speech, but, remember, the minister himself 
has said that the details are not in the bill because this is the high-level conceptual framework. I put to you, 
Madam Deputy President, that all these questions are perfectly legitimate. Who will pay for both the assessment 
and the training? 

I would also like some more clarification about the types of offences that come under disqualification offences 
and penalty points. A clause of the bill—I do not have time to refer to it now, but we will get to it during the 
committee stage—makes it very clear that one set of provisions does not apply to the other sort of offence. What 
is the link with the accrual of points and what is the connection between those two different systems? I know that 
ultimately there is an appeal to the State Administrative Tribunal, but also there is an appeal before that to the 
CEO. Are these supposed to be sequential appeals and will any costs be awarded in an appeal to the CEO? I 
understand that the appeal to the CEO has to be in writing. Could a driver, for example, bring an advocate with 
him or her when making that appeal to the CEO; and, if that is the case and the person’s appeal is upheld, would 
the department then meet the cost of the provision of that advocate? I ask this question because the place in 
which I live when I am in town is right opposite the taxi licensing centre in East Perth. I can tell members that 
for most of the working day, it is like living across from the United Nations. That is largely because of all the 
taxidrivers who are going into the licensing centre to make various kinds of inquiries or take various kinds of 
tests. Many of those people do not speak English as their first language. I wonder what sort of training and 
assistance will be given to these people when they are confronted with a new set of regulations—I must say often 
written in quite high language—and have to come to terms with how they can work within the provisions of 
those regulations. So I would like to know something about the appeal rights.  
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I would also like to know more about section 33(10), which deals with the postponement of a penalty. It worries 
me somewhat that it will be up to the CEO to decide whether penalties will be applied sequentially, because that 
would presumably keep a taxidriver out of the profession for much longer than would be the case if the penalties 
were applied at the same time. I also have a question about the provision in the bill that a person can be barred 
permanently from being a taxidriver. I wonder about a young woman or a young man who wanted to supplement 
their income by driving a taxi and who might reapply at the age of 55 to become a taxidriver. Are we seriously 
suggesting that the CEO would be able to bar that person permanently from driving a taxi?  

HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural) [5.31 pm]: Like my colleagues before me, I rise to indicate my general 
support of the Taxi Drivers Licensing Bill 2013. I note that there are many unanswered questions about this bill. 
We become somewhat sceptical when there are so many unanswered questions from a government that is being 
tricky with every piece of legislation that it puts up and that is breaking many of the promises that it has made.  

As has been mentioned by other members, I note that the framework of the bill—which seems to be all we have 
at the moment—has the general support of the Taxi Council of Western Australia. I would see that as a good 
thing. I have had calls from several taxidrivers asking me to have discussions with them about this bill, knowing 
that this bill would be coming up and that I might have the opportunity to speak on the bill.  

One of those occasions was the week before last, when several colleagues of mine and I went on a trip around 
the state and had cause to ride in taxis on several occasions. It was pointed out to me by the Hansard reporter 
who came with us that Hansard dreads my speeches in this house, because they are so fast. So I have made a 
deliberate attempt to slow down my speaking for the benefit of Hansard. 

Hon Peter Katsambanis: Like some taxidrivers may need to slow down!  

Hon DARREN WEST: That is a very good point, Hon Peter Katsambanis; there are some taxidrivers who may 
need to slow down a little bit as well.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Order, members! Hon Darren West has the call. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I will endeavour to speak in a manner that will make things easier for Hansard—except 
for that cheeky Hansard reporter who made those remarks, because when she is taking down my words, I will 
speak even more quickly! 

Taxidrivers provide a very important community service. As has been spoken of in this house, a typical 
taxidriver does in the order of 2 000 trips a year. That adds up to in the order of 10 million taxi fares and 
10 million people ferried to work, to sporting events, to celebrations and to other occasions. Therefore, we 
cannot underestimate the value of the taxi industry and those who operate within it. Of course, as a Labor 
member of Parliament, I will always be concerned about any changes to the welfare of workers and their 
conditions. Taxidrivers are no different from many other workers. As has been mentioned by Hon Sally Talbot, 
taxidrivers often work in very unpredictable, and sometimes dangerous, environments. I liked the analogy that 
Hon Sally Talbot made to a political candidate who is doorknocking. I have had some experiences with 
doorknocking, as I am sure have other members on my side, and also members opposite. I refer to a very 
amusing article in The West Australian about how Rhonda Parker, who was then a Liberal minister, was 
doorknocking in Helena and was met by a naked family. I am sure she will always remember that house when 
she drives past it. Taxidrivers will often remember a house because of an unsavoury incident or a drunk and 
obnoxious person; or they will remember a house because the person was very courteous and polite, wished 
them well and inquired about their family, and gave them a nice tip. The experiences of a taxidriver are probably 
not dissimilar to those that we have when we go doorknocking at election time or throughout the year. 
Sometimes people are very unpredictable, especially when they have been drinking and especially when they are 
affected by drugs. Some people are naturally volatile. Some people are dangerous. I do not envy a taxidriver who 
is confronted with this type of situation. 

As I have mentioned previously, I spent a year in America. I remember arriving in Los Angeles, and we decided 
that the best way to get around the big city of Los Angeles was to chip in and hire a cab. We spent a day with a 
Californian taxidriver by the name of Marvin. He picked us up at nine o’clock in the morning, and he took us to 
all the tourist sites in Los Angeles, of which there are many. We struck up quite a conversation with Marvin. It 
turned out that he was fascinated by this group of Australian people in his cab, and we spent the day chatting 
about his life and about things in Australia. He invited us to his house that night, and we met his family and 
friends. There were about 20 or 30 people at this taxidriver’s house, and we were the guests of honour. That 
made me realise that taxidrivers are people, too. It is important to remember when we are drafting a new piece of 
legislation that we are talking about people’s lives. We are talking about the person in the taxidriver’s seat and 
about the person in the passenger seat who is paying the fare.  

It would be no great surprise to members to know that in the taxi industry, like most industries, there is a supply 
and demand situation. Drivers often find themselves with queues of jobs that they have difficulty keeping, and 
they often find themselves, through no fault of their own, arriving late because they are looking for an address 
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that may not have been given correctly, and they then have to deal with an angry passenger who needs to get to 
the airport or to an important function at a certain time. Supply and demand is a big issue for the taxi industry, 
especially on weekends. However, that needs to be offset by the fact that anyone who invests in a taxi or in the 
taxi industry, or who takes the time to get a taxidriver’s licence, has invested serious capital and personal time 
into the business. Therefore, it is important that we maintain a balance between the two. I hope this bill will go 
some way towards helping to maintain that balance.  

I also need to point out the strange and unusual hours that are worked by taxidrivers. Taxidrivers often make 
significant sacrifices with their time, when they would like to be at home with their families like the rest of us 
and to be doing the things that the rest of us are doing. They make those sacrifices in order to earn a living, and 
often as a second income. I have met many taxidrivers who are former refugees. They have come to Australia 
seeking a better life, looking for an alternative income while they study or find their way in a professional or a 
blue-collar career. When we are drafting legislation such as this, we always need to be mindful of those who 
work in the cabs.  

I did a little research before my contribution today. Of course, there are, as mentioned, often complaints by the 
public about taxidrivers; not all taxidrivers are lily white when it comes to doing the right thing. I noted that 
between 2010 and 2012 there has been a 34 per cent rise in complaints about taxidrivers. Various complaints 
include such things as verbal abuse of patrons, smoking and eating in cabs. Sometimes people complain about 
the way taxidrivers dress; some of them are sloppily dressed and some wear cultural dress—there are complaints 
about that. Some taxidrivers have complaints made against them about the fare, which some customers think is 
too high. Sometimes taxidrivers have complaints about refusing disabled passengers or people with guide dogs. 
Complaints also include taxidrivers displaying confrontational behaviour, and who are often late, sometimes not 
even turning up. Complaints have been made about passengers being injured by taxidrivers in some of these 
situations. There is one that I did note; namely, complaints against taxidrivers for inappropriate or lewd 
behaviour. Under this legislation I would presume that taxidrivers would be dismissed from their post for 
displaying inappropriate or lewd behaviour. The hypocrisy of this is that the Minister for Transport still has his 
job. I think that what is a good example for taxidrivers should also be set by those who create the legislation. I 
think that the Minister for Transport would probably fail under some of these criteria that we see —  

Hon Liz Behjat: What are you suggesting?  

Hon DARREN WEST: I am suggesting that if complaints have been made about taxidrivers displaying 
inappropriate or lewd behaviour in a taxi — 
Hon Liz Behjat: Are you talking about the minister’s character?  
Hon DARREN WEST: I am saying that complaints have been made.  
Hon Liz Behjat: You need to be careful with where you are going.  
Hon DARREN WEST: I will — 

Hon Sue Ellery: It is a matter of public record; he needs to be careful. He is not!  
Hon Liz Behjat: You need to be very careful with where you’re going! 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Order! Order, members!  

Hon DARREN WEST: I am simply making the point that if the minister is overseeing the draft of legislation 
about one group of people who work under his jurisdiction, I think that he should set an example befitting of that 
legislation. I do not think that is the case. I do not need to tell members what those examples are; I am sure they 
are well aware of them.  

In 2012, complaints against taxidrivers totalled 838. I accept that some of these complaints may be vexatious by 
nature from dissatisfied customers who, after feeling they had been wronged, may have initiated some sort of 
confrontation as a result of being drunk. Nonetheless, there were 838 complaints. As I mentioned before, there 
are 10 million taxi trips or fares a year. As an industry, I do not think it is doing too bad. Clearly, in the main, I 
think those figures would represent somewhere in the order of 99.9 per cent of honest, hard-working, decent 
taxidrivers who do their best in trying to satisfy their customers by looking after their needs, picking them up and 
getting them to where they want to go on time—generally, doing a good day’s work for a fair day’s pay, and I do 
not see any problem with that at all. I think, in the main, patrons of the taxi industry are generally satisfied. I 
would suggest the level of satisfaction is supported by the figure I have just quoted.  

However, 838 complaints, small as the number may be, often give a negative image of the industry. I have 
outlined things such as inappropriate or lewd behaviour, verbal abuse, smoking, eating, sloppy dress, dirty cabs, 
high fares, refusing disabled passengers, confrontational behaviour, being late or not turning up, and injuring 
passengers. All of those things attract significant media attention and get a good run in the newspapers when 
they occur. Sadly, the 0.1 per cent of adverse incidents are generally reported rather than the 99.9 per cent of 
positive incidents. However, that does not mean we cannot do better. I think this bill has the capacity to deal with 
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that 0.1 per cent. It is often said, “Don’t give up on perfection; you’ll get there”. We need to further pursue how 
we can always improve the taxi industry.  

Another thing that has not helped the industry is the allowance of a $9 fee for a taxi to arrive on time. As a user 
of a service, I would expect that if I pre-order that service for a particular time, that service would be available to 
me at that time. I think an agreement to take my fare for providing that service should not result in my paying 
that $9 fee to arrive on time. This fee has also not helped the image of the industry; I think that provision is a 
regrettable decision. The public wants more taxis on weekends. I love a chat, and when I sit in the back of taxis, 
I will have a discussion with the drivers about the state of their industry. When I inquire about what they think 
people want, they say that it is always the same: they want more taxis. The cabbies want security of return on 
their investment. The issue of extra licences is a bittersweet proposal because on the one hand, extra taxis will be 
available at times of high requirement or high usage, but, on the other hand, there will also be extra taxis on the 
road at times when there is not so much work around. That could have an impact on those who are already in the 
industry, many of whom are not making a small fortune.  

I have some concerns about how taxidrivers’ contracts may be terminated. I want to skip over a bit of my notes 
here, because I do not want to speak forever, but I have concerns about how, under the proposed legislation, 
some taxidrivers may be terminated. I have pointed out before that one of the grounds for termination is very 
different from the example set by the minister. It would be an offence by a taxidriver to refuse to carry a 
passenger’s assistance animal; that sounds great. That sounds as though it would be an offence if the taxidriver 
did not take a disabled person’s guide dog, and I assume they would accrue points. I would hope that there is 
some detail about this because there are different sorts of assistance animals. Further, a fare may be refused, and 
this happens relatively regularly, because a taxidriver may be on their way home after a 12-hour shift. Given that 
their residence is in the northern suburbs, they may say, “Look, I don’t really want to take a taxi fare to Kwinana, 
Gosnells or Armadale because I’m actually knocking off soon and I need to go back this way.” There could be 
good reasons why the next taxi could take that fare-paying customer, and that taxidriver would seek an 
alternative fare.  

As with life, it is not all black and white; there are a lot of grey areas. If a taxidriver chose not to accept a fare 
because they did not like the look of the person, or the taxidriver was rude, or a good explanation was not able to 
be provided about why the driver did not pick up a fare, there are grounds for a black mark against their name. 
Perhaps a strike against the driver could be imposed or they could accrue some points. The other point is the 
failure to take the passenger via the most economical route. Once again, that provision could be open to quite a 
bit of interpretation. It could be seen by some passengers that some drivers are charging higher fares by taking a 
longer route involving a section of road with several sets of traffic lights and roundabouts rather than the 
economical route along a freeway. However, in reality, the taxidriver may have it right. Once again, given the 
relatively scant information, I think there are some grey areas in this proposal that will be open to much debate 
and questioning as we move forward in the deliberation of this bill. 

The points system sounds like a reasonable idea. It seems to work relatively well with demerit points. Although 
it gives an opportunity for the licensing organisation or the company in question to keep a tab on how its drivers 
are performing and which ones are doing the right thing and not accruing points, I do not think that the 
passenger, who is the ultimate customer of the service, seems to be able to have any idea about that. I am not 
sure how we might be able to provide for that. However, the points system will encourage improvement in errant 
drivers.  

Another thing I noted is that the legislation does not seem to really change the criteria to get a taxi licence. If we 
are going to change the criteria that apply after drivers get their licence, why would we not look at the criteria 
that need to be met before drivers get a licence? I note that there are different criteria to get licences in the 
metropolitan area and in regional Western Australia. That is an area of interest for me, obviously, being a 
regional member, because it made me realise that one size certainly does not fit all when setting up some of these 
criteria around retaining and, indeed, getting a licence in the first place. So I started to think about the different 
types of taxi operations around the state. I refer to my trip with my colleagues to the north. We hopped in a taxi 
in Fitzroy Crossing. The taxidriver told us about his job and the fact that he had come from South Australia to 
Fitzroy Crossing. Even in Fitzroy Crossing he found that there were days of extremely high demand and times of 
less demand. Usually on weekends, when he liked to be home, he found himself very busy, but he was the only 
taxidriver in town at times. There were two taxis in Fitzroy Crossing, but at times he was the only one. I 
wondered when he would ever get some time off. If he was working harder than many other taxidrivers and 
acted out of a bit of frustration or tiredness, it does not seem fair to apply these criteria to him, given that he is 
perhaps working in a more challenging environment than someone who might work in the northern or western 
suburbs. Therefore, I think there needs to be a little more attention to detail about the different taxi operations. 
Another example is Geraldton. There are a couple of taxi companies in Geraldton. There is competition in 
Geraldton and it is more like the service in the metropolitan area. However, taxidrivers in country areas have to 
travel large distances. They have to work at different times; they might be ferrying people to mining operations 
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or to the port at odd hours of the day. Country taxidrivers also might have the issues of dealing with people who 
are intoxicated or affected by other kinds of mind-altering substances. A little more thought needs to be given to 
how we might apply criteria for both obtaining a licence and retaining a licence in different areas. One-taxi 
towns are very different from the metro area, the larger regional cities and the south west. I could go on about 
that. Port Hedland, Wyndham and many of our northern towns have a different set of circumstances to deal with 
compared with Perth.  
I like the idea of an identification card, but I think that that ID card needs to be very clear. A lot of people who 
take taxis are elderly and infirm and do not have terrific eyesight. Some people are disabled. I think that they 
should have the ability to see a bit about their taxidriver on that card. If they are unhappy and wish to make a 
complaint, this information will assist them in making a complaint. Perhaps we could have a system so that when 
people hop out of a taxi and get a receipt, it may have some details of their taxidriver and the taxi number, just in 
case there is an issue.  
As was cited earlier, there seems to be no appetite to put cameras in country taxis. I do not see why. Country 
taxidrivers probably have the same circumstances in that regard as taxidrivers in the city have. Even though their 
situations are different, this would be of much help in sorting out and following up on complaints, vexatious or 
otherwise. I recently talked to a taxidriver in Northam who said that he thought it would be very beneficial to his 
operation. 
I think that most of what I was going to say has been covered by previous speakers. We have only just seen the 
draft code of conduct, which I will refer to. There will be a lot of questions about the code of conduct. It is 
clearly a very important part of the Taxi Drivers Licensing Bill 2013, especially for taxidrivers. Their needs need 
to be put right at the front when discussing legislation such as this, as do the needs of the public. However, I find 
it a bit strange that the draft code of conduct has just been tabled, so we get to have a really good look at it only 
during the debate. I presume that the lower house debated this taxi bill without a lot of that information. I find 
that that is not really a very good way to organise the Parliament. I should not be surprised, but I do find that 
very unusual. I think that legislation should be fully prepared so that everyone can look at and assess it; the 
industry and customers can comment and people can perhaps put their views to their elected members. That 
should not be a foreign concept, but it seems to be missing in this debate. If we allowed more members of the 
community to have input, including individual taxidrivers, the taxi industry and the people who use the service, 
we would probably have a situation in which the number of complaints was decreasing, rather than increasing by 
34 per cent over two years for the reasons that I mentioned before.  

I will wind up my comments with those key points, Madam Deputy President. We need more detail on some 
issues that have been raised before we can fully deliberate on this bill. There seems to be a one-size-fits-all 
approach to this legislation that I do not think is right. Taxidrivers provide an iconic service. Many major cities 
in the world, such as New York and London, are renowned for their taxis. In my view, it is not the taxi—the 
piece of metal—that is iconic; it is the people who drive and use taxis who make them iconic. We need to have a 
little more focus on those people who get out of bed at three o’clock in the morning to get us to the airport. We 
need to consider those people fully. I do not think we need to point a gun at their head, metaphorically speaking, 
and say that if they get tired and have worked a long shift and get a cranky customer, they could be penalised as 
a result of what happens after that. We need some provisions and protections for those people who are quite 
prepared to ferry us around at all hours of the day and night. 

Sitting suspended from 5.58 to 7.30 pm 
HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral) [7.30 pm]: I rise to make some brief comments about the 
Taxi Drivers Licensing Bill 2013. At the outset I recognise the fine work of taxidrivers right around Western 
Australia in what is a difficult job. Like many other people in this place, particularly members from regional 
areas, when I am in Perth, I catch quite a lot of taxis. Those of us who have large electorates, such as members 
for the Mining and Pastoral Region, often catch a taxi when we travel to different towns and communities in 
which we do not have an office or a car. There is no doubt that some towns in Western Australia are much better 
serviced with taxidrivers than are others. Hedland, which has a fairly big population and hot weather for at least 
half the year, always has taxis on hand; whereas Esperance, which is where I was last week, has one or two taxis. 
Hon Dave Grills may be able to help me with this. 

Hon Dave Grills: Two.  
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Someone told me last week there were only two. Obviously, some communities 
are much better serviced than others, but certainly the metropolitan area is serviced a lot better than regional 
communities. 
Hon Ken Travers: I think some country areas have a taxi licensing issue that comes up only at peak times. 
There are variations with how it operates.  

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: That could well be what Hon Dave Grills was talking about when he mentioned a 
third taxi in Esperance.  
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One of the issues raised with me last week in Esperance involved more than one person catching a taxi. In this 
case, I met with a constituent who had caught a taxi from Esperance Airport. Anyone who has been to Esperance 
knows that Esperance Airport is about 20-odd kilometres from the town centre. If there are only two or three 
taxis in town, as the case may be at certain times, there is not a multitude of taxis sitting at the rank outside the 
airport waiting to service people. In fact, on the way down to Esperance, the air stewards on what is now a 
Virgin Australia flight ask people whether they need to catch a taxi from Esperance Airport into town. If they do, 
they call for a taxi so that, hopefully, one will be waiting when people get off the plane. My constituent referred 
to being one of three people waiting for a taxi, having got off that plane. Given that there was only one taxi, the 
three decided to share a taxi from the airport essentially into the heart of town, with their different destinations 
maybe only a couple of streets apart. I was surprised when my constituent told me that each of the three people 
in the taxi paid the same taxi fare. Let us say that the taxi fare was $40—each of them paid $40. It was my 
understanding from having shared a taxi with other people, which has normally been from an airport—perhaps 
someone can give the house information about this later on when we are talking about it in further detail—that 
each person pays two-fifths of the price of the fare. We pay more than a third of it; it is roughly two-fifths of the 
fare. The taxidriver gets more than a full fare, which is fine, but in that case not everybody is paying full price. I 
was disturbed to hear that each person had to pay the full fare, so the fare was paid three times.  

I talked to the member for Kimberley today. Like me, she catches a number of taxis from the airport. She told 
me that when she caught a taxi a couple of weeks ago with two other people from the airport—one of whom was 
briefing her the next day—she, too, paid a full fare. She thought the other passengers also paid a similar amount. 
I am keen to know exactly what the rule is. I hope that these are not cases of taxidrivers taking people for a 
ride—no pun intended. The majority of taxidrivers do the right thing; they take their job seriously and provide a 
very valuable service to their customers.  

Hon Ken Travers: Do you want the answer now? It is 75 per cent of the metered fare payable at each 
destination.  

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: There we go. If it is 75 per cent of the metered fare at each destination, the last 
person would pay more, but they certainly would not be paying the full fare. I thank Hon Ken Travers for that.  

We hear horror stories from time to time about taxidrivers refusing to take passengers. There have been some 
high-profile cases over east involving Aboriginal artists and football players. In the case of the artists, they 
phoned for a taxi to pick them up from the theatre; however, when their taxi arrived, the taxidriver refused to 
take them and drove on. The bill refers to taxidrivers reasonably refusing to take passengers. I would like to 
know the definition of “reasonably”. I hope the parliamentary secretary can provide that information when he 
talks about this issue later.  

In another horror story, the member for Kimberley told me that last night when she arrived in Perth, there was a 
queue at the taxi rank. It was a busy night at the airport, with a few flights arriving. The member for Albany was 
at the airport at the same time, so there was an Albany flight, a Broome flight and goodness knows what else! 
The member for Kimberley told me that the person in front of her in the queue at the airport—there were 
probably 50 to 100 people in the queue—had been queuing for a while and had been very patient. The person 
told the taxidriver that he wanted to go to Medina. For members who do not know Medina, it is down near 
Hon Phil Edman’s electorate. Is it down his way? 

Hon Phil Edman: I bought my first house in Medina.  

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: There we go; it is obviously a good place if Hon Phil Edman used to live there! 

The passenger wanted to go to Medina. The member for Kimberley, Josie Farrer, told me that all of a sudden 
there was a commotion with the taxidriver saying that he was not taking the passenger to Medina. He refused to 
go to Medina, saying that it was a nasty place, a wild place or an unsavoury place. Those are not my words; I am 
trying to describe part of the commotion that went on last night. The taxidriver refused point blank to take the 
passenger to Medina even though that person had flown for a number hours and queued for a while at the taxi 
rank at the airport during a busy time.  

Hon Phil Edman: I hope it wasn’t the Mayor of Kwinana.  

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I do not think it was the Mayor of Kwinana who was refused. This person wanted 
to pay to be taken to Medina, and he should have been taken to Medina. I hope this Taxi Drivers Licensing Bill 
will ensure that fewer and fewer taxidrivers refuse to take someone to Medina or wherever. As I said earlier, the 
taxi service is better in some towns than it is in others. Hedland is one of those places; there are plenty of 
taxidrivers there. As I said, they are busy because of the weather. For half the year the weather is hot and 
therefore people catch taxis. Some people catch them to school in the afternoon if they do not have a car. Lots of 
people catch taxis to the shops, particularly in South Hedland. Taxis probably do a roaring trade around that area. 
There is no doubt that on certain days and in certain communities we hear stories. Taxis get called to houses 
where there may be some unsavoury elements or people who have had a few beers and are intoxicated. I 
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understand that in those cases taxidrivers want to refuse patronage. That is certainly a lot different from a driver 
telling a passenger they do not want to go to Medina.  

To help with this, I want to pick up on a point raised by a number of members earlier about cameras being 
installed in taxis in regional areas. For the life of me, I do not understand why taxis in regional areas do not have 
cameras and why the government will not consider installing them. I believe cameras will make a big difference 
to taxidrivers if their passengers are misbehaving, refusing to pay, drunk and disorderly or causing other 
problems for the drivers. I have heard stories from members of the public. Recently in South Hedland a 
constituent of mine, who is an Aboriginal woman, thought she was being unfairly treated by the taxidriver 
because the driver was charging her more than the call-out fee for things she should not be charged for—extra 
money here and there for a pick-up et cetera. My constituent thought the taxidriver was racist and that she was 
being taken advantage of. I am sure that if cameras were installed in taxis in regional areas, that would help 
reassure the constituents of those of us who represent regional Western Australia. It can only help reassure them 
when they feel aggrieved by a taxidriver’s actions.  

I have to say that for the most part, this is a good bill. There is obviously a need for it. There have been a few 
high-profile cases in the metropolitan area about taxidrivers and, shall we say, illegal activity. I am sure that with 
the passage of this bill, those actions will be stamped out. Although we cannot stop certain elements of society 
from committing crimes, this bill will certainly help and, hopefully, will encourage people to do the right thing. I 
flag now that I have a number of questions about the investigative powers under the bill, and I hope some of the 
answers can be given during the committee stage. My questions relate to people being compelled to give 
evidence about a taxidriver. In my initial reading of the bill a few weeks ago, I thought people could be 
compelled to give evidence about a taxidriver. I also had some questions about authorised officers being allowed 
to enter people’s houses. I am not quite clear whether they will be given extraordinary powers that are stronger 
than police powers. They are probably no stronger than police powers, but police have been through an academy 
and are trained in the way they should enter people’s houses. My questions relate to what training regime 
investigative officers will undertake before they can use their powers to enter people’s houses.  

I refer to taxidrivers being able to reasonably refuse to take a passenger. I draw the attention of the house—
members have probably heard this already—to a story I heard just over 12 months ago about taxidrivers 
transporting maximum security prisoners from prisons to mostly hospital appointments but also doctors. There 
was a story in June 2012 on WAtoday that also featured on Paul Murray’s radio show that week about 
maximum-security prisoners being moved to Hakea Prison in the back of standard sedan taxis. It concerned me 
to hear that prisoners in Western Australia were being transported in the back of taxis. I hope that, with the 
passage of this bill, taxidrivers will be able to reasonably refuse to transport dangerous prisoners around the 
state. Although there may always be at least one escort in the taxi with the prisoner, it is of concern that 
taxidrivers who, on a daily basis, drive members of the public around to the shops, the airport or wherever are 
being used to transport prisoners to hospital appointments. I flag that I will have more questions on that later.  

I started by mentioning the respect I have for taxidrivers and the work they do. I would be lost without them, 
whether it be in Perth or regional areas. They do a very valuable job. I also want to acknowledge the success and 
usefulness of the new Swan Taxi iPhone app, which is a tremendous invention because it certainly makes much 
easier my life and, I hope, the lives of other members in this place when we need to use a taxi. We all get tired of 
talking to a machine on the phone when we hear, “Press 1, hang on,” and then waiting, then hearing “Press 2, 
press 3.” It goes on. I am not the most patient of people. Talking to machines or waiting for machines when I 
ring banks and those kinds of organisations drives me spare, particularly being someone with an Irish accent. I 
do not think the machines are programmed to understand me, so they make me even wilder when I try to say the 
words with an Australian accent. It does not work and it gets worse. It is one of the reasons I appreciate the Swan 
Taxis iPhone app.  

Hon Ken Travers: In commercial fairness, Black and White Taxis also have one.  

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: For commercial fairness, I thank Hon Ken Travers for acknowledging that Black 
and White Taxis have a similar service. I have not used that app. I am happy with the Swan Taxis app; I can use 
it and I use it quite often. It is a great initiative because not only do we not have to talk to anyone—I do not have 
a problem with talking to people generally, but I have a problem waiting on telephones for service and talking to 
a machine that cannot understand me—but also in this case we key in where we are to be picked up and where 
we are going to, press “Accept” and a taxi is ordered. The other part of the service I really appreciate is the 
ability to track the taxi. We know where the taxi is and when it gets to within 250 metres of the pick-up, it beeps. 
It gives an indication that a taxi is around the corner so a person can get out of the door and wait for it. Being an 
impatient person and liking being able to track the taxi, I have to say it annoys me when I can see the taxi has not 
moved from a spot in 10 minutes! It is not stuck at traffic lights; it might be at the edge of a park or somewhere 
that makes me wonder why the taxi is so late. I have raised this with taxidrivers when they have arrived at my 
house. I have told them that I noticed it took them a while to get there, and they might say that they were just 
using the toilet or perhaps slipping into the shop for a second because they were doing a 12-hour shift and 
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wanted a can of Coke or Red Bull. I know I have to be less impatient. I acknowledge that these applications are 
fantastic and that taxis play a very vital role in society. They certainly play a vital role in my life. I acknowledge 
this legislation is needed, can only make the taxi system operate more effectively and make consumers feel safer 
when they catch taxis. Bear in mind that people of all ages catch taxis. I am not making a value judgement, but 
some parents are comfortable putting a 12, 13 or 14-year-old child in the back of a taxi because they think a 
taxidriver is a reputable person—that the child is going only from A to B and this person will get them there. A 
lot of trust is put in taxidrivers and we do not want that trust to be unfounded. Likewise, people with disabilities 
or a range of illnesses catch taxis. Is Hon Alyssa Hayden saying I have a disability or a range of illnesses? 

Hon Alyssa Hayden: You should use your two feet when you are standing! 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I beg the member’s pardon! Apologies, Mr Deputy President; I apparently was not 
standing in the chamber properly! A range of people catch taxis—people of all ages, old or young; our loved 
ones; sick and unwell people; well people; grandparents; and whoever. Everybody catches taxis. We put a lot of 
faith in the drivers and this legislation will help ensure that taxis operate appropriately, that safeguards are in 
place, that we can be happy with the service provided and that we know that for the most part the service is safe. 
This legislation will only make it safer.  

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [7.52 pm] — in reply: I thank members for 
their contributions on this important Taxi Drivers Licensing Bill 2013 and for the interest they have shown. I 
especially thank Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich and Hon Stephen Dawson for their stated support of this important bill. I 
also thank Hon Darren West for his anecdotal taxi statements in regards to this bill, which had no relevance at all 
to what we are discussing today. I am a little surprised at the ambivalence of some opposition members in not 
stating their support for this important bill. I, too, have had a number of taxi rides recently and I have been 
informed that the taxi distribution centres are taking a great deal of interest in what is happening in this place 
tonight. I hope they look at the second reading debate and, as they do regularly, send out newsletters in regards 
to this matter, which the industry supports. 

A couple of issues were raised during the second reading debate. 

Hon Ken Travers: I am trying to understand your point. Are you suggesting that the opposition isn’t supporting 
this legislation? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: As I said, only a number of opposition members stated that in their contributions to the 
second reading debate.  

In regard to some of the points raised, a number of members talked about their unhappiness that this bill has 
taken two and a half years to evolve and to be introduced into this place. I remind them that for a bill of this 
substance—I think 90-odd clauses—two and half years is a very good outcome. For example, the Biosecurity 
and Agriculture Management Act took about 12 years and was put through this place in around 2007. The 
regulations were not actually passed by the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation until May 2013. 
There is also the Mental Health Bill, which took 10 years to get into the Legislative Assembly, five of which 
were under the Labor government. Of course, there was also the Dog Bill. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: That has 583 clauses. 

Hon Ken Travers: Do you realise that those bills had complete rewriting and this is only a partial rewrite? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The issue is that this taxi bill has arrived in this place in a good framework. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Simon O’Brien): Order! There are two things we need to understand. First, 
when the presiding member says, “Order”, it means everybody is to stop moving around the chamber and to be 
silent. The second thing I need to point out is that the bill we are addressing is the Taxi Drivers Licensing Bill 
2013, not any other bill, so perhaps that is what we need to address. That way there will not be interjections. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I was getting to that, but I am just addressing some of the issues that have been raised in 
the second reading debate by other members. Most of the issues raised we can address during the committee 
stage, but I believe there are some issues that need to be stated. The bill contains everything that other licensing 
statutes contain. It creates offences for being unlicensed. It will set out a process for applying for a licence as 
well as licence eligibility criteria for the grant of a licence. These criteria will also be relevant to whether a 
licensee is eligible for the renewal of a licence or to continue to hold a licence if there is a change to relevant 
circumstances. It will empower the CEO, who is the licensing authority, to grant a licence, to refuse to grant a 
licence, to refuse to renew a licence, to suspend a licence or to cancel a licence. It will provide answers to enable 
enforcement of its provisions. What the bill contains that other licensing statutes do not is a penalty point regime 
and the ability to prescribe appropriate offences as disqualification offences. I will touch on the disqualification 
offences shortly. The proposed penalty point regime is modelled on the Road Traffic Act 1974 demerit point 
regime. Under the Road Traffic Act 1974, supporting regulations create demerit point offences, the commission 
of which are to result in the recording of demerit points prescribed in regulations as the number of demerit points 
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to be recorded in respect of each offence. There is no mystery surrounding the proposed penalty point regime 
that will be created under this bill. I understand that these matters were covered during the briefing opposition 
members received from Department of Transport officers.  

Presently, a number of taxidriver–conducted offences are created in the Taxi Regulations 1995 and the Transport 
(Country Taxi-Car) Regulations 1982. The Taxi Regulations 1995 apply in the case of taxis operating in the 
prescribed, controlled area, which is effectively the Perth metropolitan area, and the Transport (Country Taxi-
Car) Regulations 1982 apply throughout the rest of the state. Many similar offences exist under each set of 
regulations; however, these offence provisions are expressed differently and different penalties apply. For 
example, under the Taxi Regulations 1995, regulation 14 makes it an offence to fail to transport a guide dog 
accompanying a passenger who is visually impaired, and the applicable modified penalty is $300. Under the 
Transport (Country Taxi-Car) Regulations 1982, regulation 26B states that it is an offence to fail to transport a 
guide dog that is accompanying a passenger who is visually or hearing impaired unless excused from doing so in 
writing by an authorised officer, and the applicable modified penalty is $50. As we can see, there is a great 
discrepancy in regards to some of these breaches of the regulations, depending on where the taxi is operating. 
Supporting regulations pursuant to this bill will provide the conduct offence in the Taxi Regulations 1995 and 
the Transport (Country Taxi-Car) Regulations 1982 to be deleted and for those regulations to be both 
rationalised and modernised. For example, reference to guide dogs will be replaced with reference instead to 
assistance animals. One set of conduct offences will be created under this bill applying to all taxidrivers within 
Western Australia, with appropriate penalties. Importantly, they will be the same whether the taxidriver works in 
the metropolitan area or in regional areas. Offences that will be described as penalty point offences will be 
offences that affect the quality of the service provided by taxidrivers and they will be drawn from conduct 
offences prescribed under the supporting regulations, which are, as I have described, offences created under the 
Taxi Act 1994; offences created under the Transport Co-Ordination Act 1966, such as charging a fare or a charge 
contrary to the Country Taxi-cars (Fares and Charges) Regulations 1991, regulation 3; and offences under the 
Tobacco Products Control Regulations 2006 such as regulation 10(1), smoking in an enclosed public space, a car 
or a taxi.  

The department is consulting with industry on the allocation of penalty points, working from the premise that 
only key service offences will be prescribed as penalty point offences and that these will be arranged from minor 
to more serious. The more serious offences, such as terminating a fare without reasonable cause, will attract a 
greater number of penalty points. The supporting regulations will also prescribe the duration of the 
disqualification period and will apply when a person has been given an excessive penalty points notice. Once 
again, the department is consulting with industry on this; however, I understand that the favoured position is a 
three-month disqualification in the case of the first excessive penalty points breach, a six-month disqualification 
in the case of a second breach, a 12-month disqualification in the case of a third breach and a permanent 
disqualification in the case of a fourth breach. All of these matters are entirely appropriate subject matters for 
subsidiary legislation. In the event of a trend towards particular undesirable conduct, those offences prescribed as 
penalty point offences and/or the number of penalty points to be recorded in respect of penalty point offences 
may be adjusted to better deter the relevant behaviour. 

During his contribution, Hon Ken Travers advised the house that material pertaining to, amongst other matters, 
the ongoing process of industry consultation on this legislation was promised by the advisers during their 
briefing on the matter but was not subsequently provided. I am talking about a draft they would receive on the 
kind of conduct that was involved. I apologise for that on behalf of the minister. There was a mix-up with this 
matter. In fact, when I found out that they had not received it in the break, I spent 20 minutes this afternoon 
ensuring that Hon Ken Travers and the opposition received the relevant paperwork. 

Hon Ken Travers: I am just surprised that we could not receive it before the start of today’s proceedings. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I appreciate that comment and the member is correct. As I stated, I was unaware of the fact. 
I was assured that that would take place, and when I checked it had not. I apologise to members in this place. 

The code of conduct is a draft and there has to be some discussion with industry on bedding it down, but I 
believe that it is a very good start for discussion points between the department and industry at large. Once again, 
the code of conduct is a document that it is entirely appropriate to take the form of subsidiary legislation. This 
will ensure Parliament’s role in guaranteeing that the code does not contain matter that is unreasonable and not 
within the spirit and intent of the bill, while making certain the ability to amend the code of conduct in a timely 
way so as to be responsive to emerging trends and issues. 

I will touch on the issue of complaints about the behaviour of taxidrivers and how they will be handled. A 
number of second reading speeches targeted this particular matter and I hope to clear it up now. To reap the 
benefits of innovations, such as a penalty points regime and the code of conduct, sound processes must be in 
place for the receipt and management of complaints about taxidrivers. It is the government’s intention that 
breaches of rules should result in the application of penalty points. There are instances, such as overcharging or 
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not taking the most economical route, in which it can be difficult to demonstrate that an offence has occurred 
because the alleged overcharges are quite small or the selection of the most appropriate route is debatable. In 
these instances, the taxi dispatch service may resolve the issue directly with the passenger as a matter of good 
customer service. It is clear that as part of the implementation of this bill the protocols that exist between 
booking services and the department will need to be reviewed, so that taxi dispatch services or country operators 
cannot hide driver complaints from the department. It is certainly the case that the IT infrastructure will provide 
mechanisms to better share complaints data and better enable passengers to lodge complaints online, 
circumventing making a personal complaint to either the driver or the taxi dispatch service. 

Finally, I would like to say a few words about the cancellation and suspension of taxidriver licences and about 
disqualification notices as there seems to be some confusion amongst members, which came through a number 
of second reading speeches as well. As with every other licensing statute, the bill empowers the CEO to cancel 
or suspend a taxidriver licence. These same powers are currently available to the director general to deal with the 
cancellation or suspension of a person’s authority to be a taxidriver conferred by the endorsement of the 
T extension on a person’s driver’s licence. Hon Adele Farina suggested that it is not clear under the bill when the 
CEO would suspend or cancel a taxidriver licence. The bill is quite clear on this. Clause 30 will empower the 
CEO to suspend a taxidriver licence if the CEO suspects on reasonable grounds that the licensee is not a fit and 
proper person to hold a licence or is mentally or physically unfit to drive a vehicle as a taxi or has been charged 
with an offence that is a disqualification offence. Clause 33 will empower the CEO to cancel a taxidriver licence 
if the CEO is satisfied that the licensee is not a fit and proper person to hold a licence or is mentally or physically 
unfit to drive a vehicle such as a taxi. Being satisfied requires the CEO to be certain regarding these matters. 
This represents a higher standard than the standard that must be met to empower the CEO to suspend a taxidriver 
licence.  

There also seems to be some confusion about disqualification offences. This bill introduces some new measures 
to deal with taxidriver behaviour—a penalty points regime and disqualification offences. These measures will 
enhance the licensing regime but are not intended to replace the power of the CEO or suspend or cancel a 
taxidriver licence when the CEO forms a view that a licensee is not fit and proper to hold that particular licence. 
This is natural justice; the CEO as the licensing authority must take into full account all relevant matters in 
making a decision whether a person is fit and proper or whether a person’s taxidriver licence should be 
suspended or cancelled. Also, the affected person has the right of review on that particular decision.  

The penalty points regime is intended to deal with service-related misconduct. An offender will have a set 
number of penalty points recorded against them, and the taxidriver will have a great incentive to desist from this 
conduct or, alternatively, they will incur further penalty points and his or her taxidriver licence will be cancelled 
and a period of disqualification will apply. During the penalty points disqualification period, the person will be 
ineligible to apply for a taxidriver licence. There is no ability to seek the review or setting aside of these 
consequences.  

Disqualification offences will work in the following way: offences to drive a vehicle as a taxi while not 
authorised, pursuant to clause 8, are disqualification offences. These offences cannot happen accidentally or 
without benevolent intent. Under clause 33, other offences may be prescribed as disqualification offences. When 
a person is convicted by a court for an offence that is a disqualification offence, clause 33 will act to say that the 
person’s taxidriver licence is cancelled. The prescribed period of disqualification will apply and during this 
period of disqualification the person will be ineligible to apply for a taxidriver licence. There is no ability to seek 
the review or setting aside of these consequences. Clause 33 will act to cancel the licence and impose the period 
of disqualification. In other words, if an offence is prescribed as a disqualification offence, a mandatory sentence 
will be imposed on a licensee. For this reason, careful consideration is being given to those offences that are 
appropriate to be prescribed as disqualification offences. If such careful consideration is not given, there is the 
chance that an unjust result could occur when it is clear on the face of the circumstances that a person ought to 
be ineligible to continue to be licensed or to be granted a licence; however, there will be no capacity for the CEO 
to grant a licence and there will be no avenue of appeal for the affected person. It is also worth noting that during 
consultation, for these very reasons, industry representatives had strongly voiced the view that licensees charged 
or convicted of criminal matters ought to continue to be dealt with by the CEO—in this case, by using the CEO’s 
powers under clause 31 to suspend or under clause 33 to cancel. That will be up to the CEO’s discretion. The 
code of conduct will provide excellent guidance for taxidrivers about the behaviour expected of them and what 
behaviour may lead to licence suspension or cancellation. In any case, when a disqualification period is imposed, 
the disqualified person may apply for the grant of a taxidriver licence when the disqualification period has 
elapsed. The CEO will need to be satisfied at the time of the application that this person is a fit and proper person 
to hold a taxidriver licence. In any case in which the CEO cancels a taxidriver licence, the former licensee may 
reapply at any time. However, in these cases, the existence of the circumstances that led the CEO to find the 
person not fit and not proper, and as a result exercising his or her power to cancel the licence, is very likely to 
result in the CEO being unable to be satisfied that the applicant is fit and proper. 
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There appeared to be some suggestion that if an offence is not prescribed as a disqualification offence, no action 
will be taken against a taxidriver who is charged with, or convicted of, an offence. That is absolutely untrue. 
Currently, when a person is charged with an offence, the nature of which is a cause of concern to the safety of 
passengers and potential passengers, the director general suspends the person’s authority to drive a taxi. On 
conviction of such offence, the director general cancels the person’s authority to drive a vehicle as a taxi. The 
affected person has the right of appeal if he or she is of the view that the director general failed to take into 
account relevant information when making that particular decision regarding whether or not the person is fit and 
proper to operate a taxi. All of this will continue to be the case when the provisions of the Taxi Drivers 
Licensing Bill 2013 are enacted.  

On that note, I thank members again for their interest and contributions, and I look forward to responding to any 
further matters during Committee of the Whole.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Committee 
The Deputy Chair of Committees (Hon Simon O’Brien) in the chair; Hon Jim Chown (Parliamentary Secretary) 
in charge of the bill. 

Clause 1: Short title — 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: I place on the record that the opposition supported the Taxi Drivers Licensing Bill 2013 
at the second reading stage. I do not know what the parliamentary secretary was trying to suggest in his 
comments during his reply to the second reading debate. We want to raise a number of issues about the operation 
of this legislation, but my colleagues and I voted yes at the second reading stage.  

I looked at this bill during the recess, and one of the things that struck me was that the parliamentary secretary 
gave a number of examples of other pieces of legislation and the time they had taken. This is a very narrow piece 
of legislation dealing with taxidrivers; it does not deal with the whole taxi industry. In fact, one of the problems I 
see in the way in which this bill will operate and the way it will operate with other pieces of legislation just 
confirms for me that the government actually needs to be developing a single piece of legislation for taxis in 
Western Australia. As we go through the different clauses of the legislation, that will become more and more 
apparent.  

Three substantial pieces of legislation will operate around taxis in Western Australia: the Taxi Act 1994; the 
Transport Co-ordination Act 1966; and, assuming it is proclaimed this year, the Taxi Drivers Licensing Act 
2013. As we go through different clauses, members will understand my argument for the need for a new, 
consolidated piece of legislation, as has been done for the Mental Health Bill 2013. There are subtle, slight 
changes in the language in the different pieces of legislation that will cover taxidrivers. I will not go into that in 
detail now; I think it will be more appropriately dealt with as we go through this legislation clause by clause and 
we see the variations in some of the language and whether the changes will have a substantial or minor impact. 
But I think it will become incredibly confusing for anyone who tries to understand the Western Australian taxi 
industry. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: Plus you’ve got the regulations.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: And the regulations as well; absolutely. I appreciate that interjection from the member. 

Listening to the comments of members of this and the other place, I suspect the majority understand that country 
taxis operate under a completely different piece of legislation from metropolitan taxis, but I do not know that that 
is always clear. Although members of this chamber might understand that, I am not sure that members of the 
public do, which is one of the reasons for members raising the issue of taxi cameras. They are provided in the 
metropolitan area by way of the taxi industry development fund, which does not exist for regional taxis; there is 
a different set-up. Having said that, royalties for regions funding could be used to fund them in regional taxis. 
The funding in the taxi industry development fund comes from Perth taxis and must be applied back to the Perth 
taxi industry. A similar structure would be a massive impost on regional taxis, but there would certainly be the 
opportunity, I would have thought, to use royalties for regions money to provide that same level of security. That 
is just one area, but as we look at the different clauses of this bill and how they interact with those other pieces of 
legislation, we can see problems. As to the speed the legislation will be implemented, clause 2 encompasses a 
whole range of variations and permutations, depending on whether legislation passed by this Parliament some 
considerable time ago has been brought into operation.  

Issues raised during the second reading debate that went broadly across the operation of all the clauses were not 
addressed by the parliamentary secretary in his second reading reply. I suggested that as a very minimum why 
would we not require taxidrivers to undergo a working with children check? I think the majority of people in 
Western Australia would expect that as a bare standard. Does the government intend to, by way of regulations to 
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this act, make it a tougher regime than the working with children regime or not? Would the government be 
prepared to support amendments to ensure that taxidrivers meet the requirements of a working with children 
check? I think there are a whole range of areas around the way the complaints system will operate. Again, the 
nature of complaints between regional WA and metropolitan Perth differ, so how will that operate and does the 
government accept there is a problem in its current operation that needs to be reformed as part of the legislation? 
As we go through the individual clauses of the bill, I think we will see those issues coming into play. A lot of 
this is about sticks for taxidrivers. At least four or five members raised the issue of taxi cameras in regional WA 
but the parliamentary secretary did not address that. If we are going to bring in the sticks, why is the government 
not prepared to commit to giving some carrots so that the good drivers are protected? We can expect drivers to 
behave but it is only reasonable when passing a bill containing these provisions to get some commitment from 
the government around some positive outcomes for individual drivers.  

A lot of the clauses in this bill relate to what we do when we have a bad driver in the industry. I would be keen 
for the parliamentary secretary to explain what the government will do to prevent the bad drivers getting into the 
industry. Sure, there are criminal checks. We used to have aptitude testing. I do not think it is any surprise that 
the increase in complaints about drivers coincides with the removal of that aptitude testing regime for 
taxidrivers. I understand there were some problems with that regime but it strikes me that there is an opportunity 
to develop that side of it. Again, I would be keen for the parliamentary secretary to give a better explanation of 
the measures the government will put in place to prevent bad apples getting into the industry.  

I turn to a final area that goes to the overall way in which different clauses in the bill operate that needs to be 
addressed under the short title. I note that a number of provisions and clauses in the bill are about the way in 
which the director general or the CEO is to provide information to other interstate taxi bodies or to the police but 
there seems to be very little about how the police will be required to provide information to the director general. 
Again, I would like the parliamentary secretary to explain how the department will obtain that information from 
the police. There are lots of clauses about how the department will provide that information to the police but how 
will it get the information from the police that it requires to do this job? I have raised a range of issues. I will 
leave it to the parliamentary secretary to work through each of those. I hope we can get some answers.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: With regard to the issue about appropriate people applying for a taxi licence, people need a 
driver’s licence for three years before they can consider applying for a taxi licence. One would assume that if 
someone has maintained a three-year licence, they are a reasonably good driver. 

Hon Ken Travers: I am talking about the character of the person rather than the driving abilities of the person.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: People still need to pass the aptitude test when applying for a taxidriver’s licence. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Isn’t that a skill test?  

Hon JIM CHOWN: The aptitude test will still apply.  

Hon Ken Travers: Can you describe the aptitude test to us? What does it involve?  

Hon JIM CHOWN: The aptitude test includes questions on maths, English, map reading and obviously the 
ability to drive safely on the road, and there are registration requirements.  

Hon Ken Travers: And what?  

Hon JIM CHOWN: After the aptitude test and after applicants have done the training, they need to go through a 
registration process before they receive their taxidriver’s licence. It is a simulated test that determines one’s 
ability to drive, follow a route and deal with passengers et cetera.  

Hon Ken Travers: Maybe we can deal with this issue. I will make some comments on that when you have 
finished talking about the aptitude test and deal with them one by one.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: With regard to the camera issue, it is my understanding that the minister has been down to 
Mandurah talking to taxidrivers. The department is trying to procure the latest taxi cameras that have the ability 
to be downloaded offsite or outside the taxi. Obviously, nothing can be procured until it is known what is 
required. The department is looking at suppliers to see what latest technology is available.  

The other issue the member raised related to the working with children check. The department has discussed the 
issue with the working with children screening unit. Taxidrivers are covered under the working with children 
legislation if they deal with issues relating to children in their job.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Let us deal with aptitude testing. When I applied to become a bus driver, I had to go 
through a range of psychological tests, not just practical skills tests. What the parliamentary secretary outlined to 
me about skills testing does not go to whether a person’s character is suitable for the task and the role of driving 
a taxi. There are issues around anger management. A number of taxidrivers who were refused a taxi licence 
under the old regime have since been able to get a taxi licence. I suspect that a couple of them might have been 
drivers who subsequently had problems in the industry. I am talking about things such as anger management and 
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the way in which people behave. I understand we have to be careful that that psychological testing does not 
discriminate on ethnic backgrounds. It requires some significant controls. It is about the character of a person. 
Understanding map reading and having basic maths are skills that are required but I am concerned that there 
seems to be no attempt to identify whether the person has the right psychology to do the job and whether there 
are other issues that a psychological test might identify to determine whether a person would be a risk as a 
taxidriver. Could the parliamentary secretary address those issues about whether it is the intention of the 
government to try to do anything to keep the bad eggs out of the industry rather than wait until they get into the 
industry and use this bill to get them out?  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: I am about to give the call to the parliamentary secretary, who wants to respond. Hon 
Ken Travers knows very well, as he demonstrates, the scope of a clause 1 debate, and indeed he is doing that. 
Perhaps I will suggest to the committee that after we have dealt with this matter, we might want to move on from 
consideration of clause 1 and its possible adoption. If members want more detail on this, perhaps it may be more 
appropriate to consider those issues in part 3 of the bill. I just offer that suggestion knowing that it will be 
received in the spirit in which it is offered.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: Between April 2004 and December 2008, approximately 2 000 prospective taxidrivers 
undertook psychological tests. Of these, 483 failed but only four failed purely on the basis of the psychological 
component of the test. This led to the conclusion that the psychological profile tests were not adding any value to 
those who were applying for a licence and finally receiving it. However, the department is open to entertaining 
or looking at future tests if it can find one that is relevant to applying for a taxidriver’s licence.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I will deal with general issues across a range of the clauses without getting into the 
detail of specific clauses. It strikes me that it is not about the department waiting for one; surely, it is about the 
department trying to develop one. The taxi industry in Western Australian is probably the best funded of any taxi 
industry in Australia, that I am aware of, because of the taxi industry development fund, which has its money 
because of the reforms that Hon Alannah MacTiernan shepherded as the minister and her then parliamentary 
secretary took through this place back in the early 2000s. Those reforms were opposed by members opposite 
when they were on this side of the chamber, unlike us today; we are supporting this piece of legislation. At the 
2008 election, the then shadow Minister for Transport for the Liberal Party promised to get rid of those 
measures. However, they are still here today because the government realised how good those measures really 
are. The Liberal Party took the political opportunities before the 2008 election and then started its process of 
breaking promises. I digressed for a second.  

It is about going out there and developing the psychological test. I argue that if the process keeps four people 
who are unsuitable as taxidrivers out of the system, four fewer people would be offended against. I note that the 
words the parliamentary secretary used were “solely on the psychological testing basis”. I suspect that means a 
range of them were knocked out for other reasons, but they would have also potentially been knocked out for the 
psychological testing reasons. The detail of this bill is deficient in this area; there are not enough provisions 
about how to prevent the wrong people getting into the industry. It is all about what we do to get them out once 
they are in the industry. That is the wrong approach. This is my final question on this point: why would the 
department not go out and work with people with expertise in this area to develop a test to keep those people out 
of the industry? It is not uncommon in a range of industries around Australia. There would be a lot of expertise 
out there; on a daily basis people assess whether people are suitable for different types of work and different 
industries. Why is the government not developing a psychological test? Why is it not part of the detail of this 
bill?  

Hon JIM CHOWN: Western Australia has adopted a national framework on taxi licensing requirements which 
has a number of components. Other jurisdictions have rejected the psychological part of that framework. 
However, provisions in clause 12 allow for the adoption of psychological tests if required.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Extraordinary! We are not signatories to the National Heavy Vehicle Regulator because 
we do not agree with the eastern states. We are not signatories to the National Rail Safety Regulator because we 
do not agree with the eastern states. The Liberal Party comes into this chamber and tells us how we should 
maintain state rights. If taxis are not a clear area that is a legislative framework for the state, I am amazed. I find 
it extraordinary to hear a Liberal Party member come into this place and try to hide behind a national framework 
as his excuse for not doing something. Instead of hiding behind the fact that it is a national framework, those 
who profess to be the defenders of state rights need to ask: is it the right course of action? Do we have the right 
process for our industry in Western Australia? I find it almost humorous that the parliamentary secretary is 
hiding behind saying that we are part of a national framework when Western Australia has not signed up to 
various forms of national regulation and at a cost to the state at times.  

Hon Alanna Clohesy: And the people.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: And the people. It is not about whether it is a good or bad measure; it is simply because 
we are a signatory to a national framework. That is extraordinary. The government signed up to that framework 
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and now uses it as its excuse regardless of whether it is right. We can leave clause 12 and we can discuss it in 
more detail later.  

I come back to the working with children check. Correct me if I am wrong, minister—I mean, parliamentary 
secretary—although I believe there is a spare ministry going, so you never know your luck in the big city! I 
cannot understand why the Liberal Party are not getting an extra one, but anyway, that is for members opposite 
to sort out in their own time.  

Hon Jim Chown: Has it been decided? Has it?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I think it has been decided by the Premier, sorry! I would have thought that if there is 
not a coalition agreement, the parliamentary secretary would take his chances.  

The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Liz Behjat): Focus.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Focus—that is very good chairing. The parliamentary secretary said that the working 
with children check applies to the taxi industry. Could he explain to the house the circumstances in which it 
applies?  

Hon JIM CHOWN: Just for the record, in response to the comments by Hon Ken Travers, I have never hidden 
behind anything in my life and never will.  

Hon Ken Travers: You said it is all about a national framework.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: The national framework was driven by this state and adopted by other states when Hon 
Simon O’Brien was Minister for Transport. Anthony Albanese as the relevant federal minister decided it was a 
good idea and pursued it through the eastern states. That framework’s genesis was here in Western Australia. I 
refer to the national heavy transport issue. As Hon Ken Travers well knows, from a national perspective Western 
Australia has some of the most efficient heavy transport operations in the world and a unique environment; why 
should we adopt something pursued from the eastern states where the road systems and freight tasks et cetera are 
not as efficient as those in Western Australia? I do not believe the member has any argument there at all.  

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Hang on! Hon Ken Travers has had his 10 minutes. He will get a chance later. 

A working with children card is required for taxidrivers who have contracts with schools or parents or any other 
contractual arrangement in which children are involved in transport in their taxis.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: My recollection—correct me if I am wrong—is that the Working with Children 
(Criminal Record Checking) Act provides that if a taxidriver carries a child on more than five occasions a year, a 
taxidriver must have a working with children card. I wonder how that is monitored. I accept that taxidrivers have 
formal contracts with schools and the like. I imagine most multipurpose taxidrivers would also because of the 
nature of a lot of the work they do. But how is that monitored within the industry? Let us leave it at that for now. 
My understanding is yes, if the taxidriver has an ongoing contract, but it is also about whether the taxidriver 
carried children on more than five occasions. 

Hon Alyssa Hayden: On their own, or without a parent or a guardian? If a child is in the car with a parent or 
guardian, surely that is — 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Yes, but, from recollection, it is carrying children on five occasions or more, as I 
understand it. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The exemption in regard to the working with children card applies only if the taxidriver is 
working with children for no more than five days during a calendar year. If it is more than that, the taxidriver 
requires a working with children card. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: This is where the clarity is required, because how does anyone ever know whether a 
taxidriver has taken children on more than five calendar days in a year? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: If a taxidriver arrives at the school on more than five occasions or works with children on 
more than five occasions in any calendar year, or more than five days in any calendar year, the expectation is 
that he will have a working with children card. In fact, it is mandatory that he has a working with children card, 
and he must show that card on request to the responsible adults who are passing over their children into his care 
during the transit arrangements in the taxi. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I still come back to this: how is that monitored? Is that monitored in any way by the 
Department of Transport? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Most of these arrangements are contract arrangements with schools and other entities 
dealing with children. As I have already stated, it is expected that a working with children card is required by the 
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taxidrivers. From a monitoring perspective, any complaint that goes to the relevant government unit will be dealt 
with and followed up in regard to the taxidriver involved. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I come back to my key point. That is when the children are going to a school, but there 
would be lots of times when parents would use taxis to pick up their children or take them somewhere. 
Currently, that is not monitored in any way. I get it when there is a contract with a school and the children are 
going to and from that school. As I said, I would be surprised if there were many MPT drivers in the state who 
do not have a working with children check because of the nature of their work. It would be interesting to know 
whether that is the case. Certainly, my view is that they should have. I cannot understand why we would not 
make the necessary changes to the working with children act. I suspect it would need to be changed, but, as a 
consequential amendment of this bill, why would we not have a working with children card as a starting point 
for being able to get a taxidriver’s licence? Everyone could then be absolutely assured that the driver has, at the 
minimum, gone through that test. As members know, getting a working with children check does not involve 
looking at just the issues around convictions; it goes deeper than just convictions and looks at areas where there 
might be signs of risk for children. I still cannot get from the parliamentary secretary whether the government 
would be prepared to support amendments to make it, as a starting point, a requirement that to get a taxidriver’s 
licence under this new regime, the first thing a person has to do is secure a working with children card. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: As I have already stated, there are provisions in the working with children act in regard to 
five or more occasions in a given year on which a taxidriver is required to carry a working with children card. Of 
course, on the random occasions on which a taxidriver turns up at a person’s house and takes a child from there 
to the doctor and perhaps back again, it is up to the parent to ask, and they are allowed to ask, whether the 
particular taxidriver has a working with children card, or before the parent even books the taxi, they can ensure 
that somebody with that card eligibility is sent to pick up their child. In regard to this issue, the department is 
talking to the working with children screening unit and looking into what can be done on this matter. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: What does talking to the department mean? We are dealing with the bill now. If the 
parliamentary secretary has reached the conclusion that he wants a working with children card as a requirement 
for taxidrivers, what do we do then? Do we have to wait to get another taxidrivers licensing amendment bill in 
six months to amend the Taxi Drivers Licensing Act 2013? Why would we not try to deal with that issue today? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: As I said, the department is in discussions with the working with children unit. 
Hon Ken Travers needs to understand that there are at least 7 000 taxidriver licences out there. This sort of 
mandatory screening is a cost to somebody; more than likely it will be a cost to the industry. As I have explained 
already, at this stage, from discussions with the working with children unit and the department, it is not believed 
to have any validity in this matter, but if something comes up in the future whereby the requirement is to be 
imposed—discussions will be ongoing—it will certainly be entertained. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: My question to the parliamentary secretary is: how many taxidrivers currently have a 
working with children authority? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Unfortunately, we do not have that information at hand. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: Would the parliamentary secretary be able to get that information? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: We would have to discuss this with the working with children unit to see whether it was 
prepared to release the number. If it is available, I will be more than happy to state it in the chamber. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: I am sorry; if I understood the parliamentary secretary correctly, he indicated that the 
department does not actually hold that information. Is that the case?  

Hon JIM CHOWN: That is correct.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: If that is the case, I am a bit lost with the parliamentary secretary’s earlier comment 
that a person booking a taxi could request a taxidriver with a working with children authority. How can the 
parliamentary secretary be sure that a taxidriver working on a particular shift would have a working with 
children authority and be able to take the children if the Department of Transport does not keep numbers and has 
no idea how many taxidrivers have that authority? I am concerned about the answers the parliamentary secretary 
has been providing up to now if the department does not hold that information.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: The answer is quite simple; the taxi dispatch services have a list of the operators who hold 
that particular card.  

Hon DARREN WEST: On the same line of questioning, as the parliamentary secretary would be aware, many 
country students attend boarding school in Perth. What guarantees will this legislation give to the parents who do 
not live close that, concerning their children who attend boarding school and frequently catch taxis to sports and 
medical appointments and other functions, there is no chance that a taxidriver will not have a working with 
children clearance?  
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Hon JIM CHOWN: Clause 16, “Conditions of licence”, provides the ability for a working with children card to 
be required when a licence application is being processed.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I appreciate the parliamentary secretary’s comments about that, but I think we would 
find that because of the way in which the Working with Children (Criminal Record Checking) Act is 
constructed, if we want to make it a requirement for drivers to have a working with children card, we need to 
amend this legislation. There is a question about whether or not under the current legislation a driver who does 
not carry children on more than five calendar days would be able to apply for it. It would make it extremely 
complex. If the parliamentary secretary is suggesting that under clause 16 we would be able to make it a 
condition of the licence that they hold a working with children card—I very much appreciate that—I suggest that 
for it to be beyond doubt, it would be wise for the chamber to insert a clause to amend the working with children 
act so that one of the qualifications for applying would be to hold a taxi licence.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: I ask the parliamentary secretary to clarify the advice he just provided to the house. I 
understand that he was most likely referring to clause 16 of the bill, “Conditions of licence” and subclause 2, 
which reads —  

A licence may be granted subject to such other conditions as the CEO thinks fit and specifies on the 
licence document. 

I imagine that is the catchall reference that the parliamentary secretary was making. However, Hon Ken Travers 
is quite right about the legislation that governs the working with children card in that it is quite prescriptive about 
who can and cannot hold a working with children card. This bill by itself will not give the chief executive officer 
the right to determine that taxidrivers must have a working with children card. The parliamentary secretary has 
already set out certain provisions, such as having to deal with children more than five days in any year. There is 
no catchall in the working with children legislation that would give that right. Please clarify the advice. I 
appreciate the clause the parliamentary secretary has referred us to. I think it is a catchall about other conditions, 
but I really doubt that legislatively that is where we would capture the working with children provisions.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: The member is correct to some degree. If someone wants a working with children card, 
they must apply to the working with children unit. It has its own processes to endorse an applicant and decide 
whether an applicant is a worthy recipient. With regards to this bill, the issue is that if the working with children 
card is imposed globally on all applicants for taxi licences, the conditions could be through the criteria 
prescribed in the regulations set out in clause 12(1)(g). Alternatively it could be a licence endorsement under part 
of the conditions, which is clause 16, “Conditions of licence”. It would be an enormous cost to do it globally. If 
taxi licence applicants particularly want to work with children more than the required number of times as per the 
working with children legislation, they can apply for the working with children card through the working with 
children unit.  
Hon ADELE FARINA: As I understand the advice given by the parliamentary secretary, while the Department 
of Transport does not have information about the taxidrivers who have a working with children card, that 
information is held by dispatch. I would like the parliamentary secretary to give an undertaking to provide 
tomorrow when we are in committee, the number of taxidrivers who have a working with children card.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: I commit to endeavour to get the numbers that Hon Adele Farina has requested from what 
are virtually private businesses. If not, we can make an application to the working with children unit to release 
those particular numbers. One way or another, one would hope to have a result tomorrow.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: I will pursue the issue of whether or not clause 16 of the bill gives the chief executive 
officer of the Department of Transport the power to determine that a licensee shall carry a working with children 
card. The way to give effect to this, if this is what we want to do, is to commit to amendments to the working 
with children legislation. In the information that is provided to people about who is required to have a working 
with children card, a range of categories is listed. Category 16 is a transport service specifically for children. It is 
recognised that someone who runs a service—the sorts of services we are talking about are school bus services, 
and all the people using that bus service are students being picked up and dropped off—is required to have a 
working with children check. The point that needs to be made here and perhaps it will provide clarity to the 
chamber if the parliamentary secretary acknowledges it, is that under clause 16 of the bill, to give effect to the 
policy whereby the CEO determines taxidrivers as a general category should be required to have a working with 
children check, changes will need to be made to the working with children legislation. This bill alone does not 
give the CEO the power to determine that all taxidrivers will have a working with children check—it does not.  
Hon JIM CHOWN: We think this is covered in the bill. We will not entertain anything else.  

Hon Sue Ellery: On what basis? You haven’t justified it at all. I am telling you that you’re wrong. Tell me how 
I’m wrong. 
Hon Ken Travers: I suggest you get advice overnight on this one.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: I am happy to do that.  



6094 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 19 November 2013] 

 

Hon Sue Ellery: I reckon I know a bit more about the Working with Children (Criminal Record Checking) Act 
than you do.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: I am sure the member does.  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: We are dealing with clause 1, but we are getting into areas better dealt with in clause 
16. The parliamentary secretary may want to seek further advice on that part so that tomorrow when we are 
dealing with clause 16 he may have further advice on that and we can continue the clause 1 debate on more 
general topics. I am not sure that people will be happy with that arrangement.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: I am more than happy to take that advice.  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: We can continue with other issues in clause 1.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: This goes in a different way to the same issue about how we test people to get a licence 
and how the clauses will operate. Clause 33 “Cancellation and disqualification when convicted of offence” 
provides that a driver can have their licence cancelled or disqualified if they commit a statutory offence of which 
there are three offences under clause 8, or other offences under this bill, another written law, a law of the 
commonwealth and a law of another state or territory that is prescribed by regulation as a disqualification 
offence. I am intrigued about whether those offences will be picked up prior to someone getting a licence. There 
is a subclause that provides that applicants must meet any other criteria prescribed by regulations. I am trying to 
find the clause under which someone having not met any of those statutory or prescribed offences will cause 
their application to be cancelled or disqualified prior to them being granted a licence.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: Part of the requirement for licence applicants will be to provide a criminal record check, a 
national police check and a traffic record check. The granting of a licence under clause 12 states pretty clearly 
what is required for a fit and proper person to hold a licence.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I understand the meaning of “fit and proper person to hold a licence”, but it worries me 
that under clause 33 we can be very clear that there are both statutory and prescribed offences that will lead to a 
cancellation and a disqualification. Rather than use the fit and proper person test why would we not provide that 
a person must be cleared of those same statutory and prescribed offences before being granted a licence, 
particularly those that would lead to permanent cancellation of the licence? I cannot understand why there is not 
the same very clearly prescribed list of things that prevent someone from getting a licence at the time of 
granting, when there is provision for cancellation and disqualification.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: The CEO or his senior officer will have a protocols guideline and will have to tick off a 
number of issues to assess a licence applicant’s requirements and suitability to be a taxidriver applicant. 
Disqualification offences, criminal records et cetera will be exactly what the CEO will be looking for and any 
other issue that would be relevant to the application.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Can the parliamentary secretary assure us that if someone has been convicted of any of 
the offences prescribed under clause 33, and there is a period before disqualification or the offences lead to 
permanent cancellation of a licence, that will preclude them from being granted a licence?  

Hon JIM CHOWN: That particular matter is highly likely to be the case, but of course, the CEO in his 
deliberations and final decision has to ensure that his decision and the requirements to withhold the licence will 
stand up, for example, before the State Administrative Tribunal. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The parliamentary secretary has actually raised and confirmed my fear, because he said 
it is highly likely and what they do needs to be stacked up. I accept that some of those offences will be absolute, 
so I assume that if someone has committed murder, it does not matter how long after the crime has been 
committed, that person will never be a taxidriver. Other offences might be committed and the offender would not 
be able to be a taxidriver for a certain period after that under clause 33. Why would there not be a provision 
somewhere in part 3 to make it beyond reasonable doubt that it is the Parliament’s desire that those people not be 
granted a licence? Then we would not have the highly likely scenario in which an appeal goes before the SAT 
and had the driver had a licence and been convicted of that offence, they would have lost it, been disqualified or 
had it cancelled, but if they had committed those offences first, they could be granted the licence? Why would 
we not make that very clear in the detail of this legislation? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Currently there are only three disqualification offences to holding a taxi licence. One is 
driving with a taxi licence without a normal driver’s licence; the second is driving a taxi without a taxi licence; 
the third is driving a taxi under disqualification if the licence is suspended. In regard to criminal offences and the 
loss of a taxi licence, that is still subject to ongoing discussions with the industry and the types of offences that 
apply can only take place when someone is driving as a taxidriver. They could be things such as interfering with 
the meter or the camera, being drunk at the wheel or being rude. That is what I meant with the disqualification. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I accept that the parliamentary secretary is right that at the moment there are only three 
statutory offences in this bill. I think that is a deficiency in the bill in that we do not prescribe more statutory 
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offences that preclude a person. Clearly, one of the statutory offences is an offence under clause 8(2), driving 
without a taxi licence. It would strike me that if someone has been convicted of driving without a taxi licence, it 
should automatically preclude them from being able to apply for a taxi licence. The parliamentary secretary 
concerned me when he said that the only offences that would cause someone to lose their licence are offences 
committed while driving a taxi. That is what I think I heard and I am trying to work out whether that is what the 
parliamentary secretary actually said or whether I misheard. Could the parliamentary secretary clarify that? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Under the code of conduct, which the member has a copy of — 

Hon Ken Travers: The draft. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The draft, exactly. It is a draft; it is under discussion. 

Hon Ken Travers: I got it at five minutes to three this afternoon, but we will not go into that. I appreciate you 
giving it to me. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: It is something to work from. It outlines taxidriver disqualification offences. It states — 

TDL Disqualification Offences 
The person drives a vehicle as a taxi and doesn’t hold a TDL 
The person drives a vehicle as a taxi and the person is disqualified or the TDL is suspended  
The Person drives a vehicle as a taxi and the person is not authorised to drive a vehicle 
The person drives a vehicle of a particular class as a taxi in a designated area but the licence does not 
authorise the person to drive a vehicle of that class in that designated area. 
Permitting another person to use the TDL identifying details 

Hon Ken Travers: What page are you referring to just now? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I stand corrected. This is in the briefing material related to the bill, which I think Hon Ken 
Travers also has a copy of.  

Hon Ken Travers: Which document? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: That is it there.  

Hon Ken Travers: Is it section 2? What point number is it? Is there a number attached to it? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: It is the only one in section 2; it is the first blue line on the top.  
Hon Ken Travers: So it goes that way? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Yes; look at that.  

Hon Ken Travers: Thank you. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: This is under discussion with the industry in regard to disqualification offences. They are: 
requesting sexual favours from a passenger; interfering with a taxi camera surveillance unit while the vehicle is 
being used as a taxi; interfering with a taxi meter; interfering with a taxi dispatch system; and failure to comply 
with the direction of an authorised officer. They are the issues in regard to disqualification matters that are still 
being discussed with the taxi industry at large; someone obviously has to have a taxidriver’s licence to lose to 
commit these particular offences.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Except for the first one, which is a person driving a vehicle as a taxi who does not hold a 
TDL. 

Hon Jim Chown: That’s true. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: It can also be for impersonating a taxidriver. I assume that if someone is impersonating a 
taxidriver, they probably do not have a TDL. That might be why they are impersonating a taxidriver! They are 
the only disqualification offences, but is it not the intention, under clause 33, to prescribe other offences under 
other laws of the commonwealth or state or territory that will lead to disqualification? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: In the case of a criminal offence, and in consultation with the industry, it is the industry’s 
preference that this particular matter be dealt with under the fit-and-proper test. If somebody is convicted of a 
criminal offence, obviously the judgement and the discussions by the judge on the particular matter are taken 
into account.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Is the parliamentary secretary saying that it is not the government’s intention to exercise 
and prescribe, by way of regulation, any offences under clause 30(1)(b), in the first instance, as part of the 
proclamation of this act? That is, when this act is brought into being, the government will not bring in 
clause 30(1)(b)? Is it the government’s intention to not prescribe any offences by way of regulation as 
disqualification offences under clause 30(1)(b)?  
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Hon JIM CHOWN: It is very likely that the disqualification requirements as laid out on this page will be 
prescribed in clause 33(1)(b).  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The government will only be prescribing offences under this bill. I refer to 
clause 33(1)(b), which refers to an offence under — 

(i) this Act or another written law; or 

(ii) a law of the Commonwealth; or 

(iii) a law of another State or a Territory … 

Is it the government’s intention not to prescribe any offences in those categories as disqualification offences? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Not at this stage, but the government is in discussion with the industry, and if it is deemed 
to be required, it will be given serious consideration.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: If someone is convicted of sexual assault, they will not be removed automatically from 
the industry but will have to go through a process in which the CEO considers whether they are a fit and proper 
person to hold a licence. Is that what the parliamentary secretary is saying? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: That is correct. It is what happens today under the Road Traffic Act, and it is used very 
effectively.  

Hon Ken Travers: The Road Traffic Act or the taxi regulations and the Taxi Act?  

Hon JIM CHOWN: Under the Road Traffic Act, because that is where taxi endorsements reside. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I think that goes against a lot of the rhetoric of the government about this bill being a 
tightening up to remove offenders, but I will leave that particular matter until we get to clause 33, when we can 
have a more detailed debate about whether it should be left to the fit-and-proper person test or whether there 
should be a very clear statement of offences. The other concern I have in this whole area is how it will work, and 
obviously we can go through the fit-and-proper test when we get to that clause. 

The other area I covered in my second reading contribution goes to the way all the clauses of this bill will come 
together and how the bill will operate. There is a lot of detail and issues around demerit points and people being 
penalised for different offences. During my second reading contribution I raised the issue of the current 
complaints management process in the taxi industry. Hon Stephen Dawson gave a very good example of an 
incident that occurred at Perth Airport last night. I do not know whether the advisers are in a position to tell the 
parliamentary secretary, but it was about a driver refusing to take a passenger to Medina. Refusing a fare without 
reasonable grounds would clearly be an offence under the current regulations. I hope it will be part of the code of 
conduct, and from what I have seen from a very quick look, it would be an offence under the code of conduct 
that would lead to demerit points. I would be really intrigued to know whether the department is even aware of 
the fact that that happened last night. I suspect that the answer is no, it does not.  

One of the problems that we have is that as good as this regime will be in bringing in demerit point systems and 
the like, that information will never get through to the department. As we know, there is some question about 
when offences will be notified to a taxi dispatch service and when an offence will be notified to the department. 
From what I have seen very quickly of the code of conduct and the proposal for demerit points that the 
parliamentary secretary has given me today—I appreciate him giving them to me but, as he can imagine, I have 
been trying to go through them in a short space of time—under the current system, many of those issues would 
still go to a taxi dispatch service. I am talking about conversations of an inappropriate nature, which under this 
proposal would attract six demerit points, verbal abuse, failing to take a guide dog—I do not know whether that 
gets upgraded to the department—charging more than the fare shown on the meter at the termination of the 
hiring and charging more than the appropriate calculation for travel outside a controlled area. A lot of offences 
would currently go to the TDS, not the department. We have all these clauses but I am still trying to work out 
how the department will even know that a person has committed the offence and how it will get into the system 
and be subject to the penalties that this bill lists in a range of different clauses. How will the public know how 
that matter is dealt with? There were lots of good people at the airport last night. I suggest that very few of them 
understood how they could complain and who they could complain to or the fact that under this regime, it would 
lead to demerit points being issued. It is currently an offence and nothing happens.  

I would have thought we would want a system that ensures there is an easy and clear way of getting those 
complaints raised and dealt with and the demerit points applied that are proposed in the regime outlined in this 
bill. I would love an explanation from the parliamentary secretary about how the government sees all of that 
working.  

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, on motion by Hon Jim Chown. 
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ELECTRICITY CORPORATIONS AMENDMENT BILL 2013 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon Peter Collier (Leader of the House), read a first time. 

Second Reading 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [9.34 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

The Electricity Corporations Amendment Bill 2013 contains amendments to the Electricity Corporations Act 
2005 to implement the merger of the Electricity Retail Corporation, trading as Synergy, and the Electricity 
Generation Corporation, trading as Verve Energy. It is intended that the corporations will commence trading as a 
single entity from 1 January 2014. It is intended that the merger of Synergy and Verve Energy will achieve cost 
efficiencies and reduced corporate overheads in the merged business. The merger is the first step of a broader 
reform process, with the aim of promoting an efficient electricity market that delivers cost-effective, reliable and 
safe electricity for consumers. 

The bill contains amendments to vest all assets, rights and liabilities of the Electricity Retail Corporation, 
Synergy, in the Electricity Generation Corporation, Verve Energy. The Electricity Generation Corporation will 
be renamed as the Electricity Retail and Generation Corporation. It is intended that this merged entity will trade 
under the name Synergy. 
Verve Energy was selected as the continuing legal vehicle for the merged entity as it holds the majority of the 
combined assets of the two corporations in the form of electricity generation plant. By retaining Verve Energy as 
the legal vehicle, there is no need to transfer these assets. 

The Electricity Retail Corporation will not continue as a statutory body. The bill will transfer all Synergy 
employees to the merged entity at the time of the merger. There is no need to transfer the employees of Verve 
Energy to the merged entity as the Verve Energy legal entity continues in the form of the Electricity Generation 
and Retail Corporation. 

The government is committed to sustained private sector participation in the electricity sector. To achieve this, 
the merged entity must be subject to regulatory constraints. The amended act will allow regulations to be made 
to segregate certain functions within the merged entity. Under these regulations, some functions within the 
merged entity will be subject to ring-fencing, a transfer pricing mechanism and protocols governing the flow of 
sensitive information. These mechanisms and protocols will be designed to ensure that the merged entity will not 
unduly preference its own retail and generation arms over third party retailers and generators. This will increase 
pressure on the merged entity to be efficient, reducing upward pressure on electricity prices. 

The amended act will also contain the regulation-making power to allow the Minister for Energy to approve 
arrangements for wholesale trading of electricity by the merged entity. It is intended that this power will be used 
to oblige the merged entity to offer a range of standard wholesale electricity products on a non-discriminatory 
basis across the merged entity’s own retail business unit and other wholesale electricity customers. The purpose 
of the standard products is to provide the private sector with access to electricity on non-discriminatory terms 
and to mitigate concerns of private sector market participants. The standard products will be offered under 
approved terms and conditions, and the prices will need to be non-discriminatory as compared with the notional 
prices available to the merged entity’s own retail arm for an equivalent product under the transfer pricing 
methodology. 

The merged entity will also be free to offer customised electricity products in response to requests from market 
customers, as Verve Energy currently does. These customised products will be subject to requirements on the 
process by which they are offered, ensuring fair and reasonable dealing with wholesale customers. 

To ensure the merged entity is held accountable to its obligations under the regulations, the bill provides that 
civil penalties can be imposed on the merged entity for non-compliance. The civil penalty regime will 
demonstrate to the private sector that the merged entity will be appropriately penalised for any non-compliance 
with regulations. 
The associated explanatory memorandum contains further detail on amendments contained in the bill. 
In addition to the merger-related amendments, the bill contains several ancillary amendments to the Electricity 
Corporations Act 2005. These ancillary amendments are designed to provide more flexibility in terms of the 
governance of the corporations, and also to provide the option to remove limitations on where in the state the 
electricity corporations are permitted to function. These ancillary amendments are described more fully in the 
explanatory memorandum. 
Pursuant to Legislative Council standing order 126(1), I advise that this bill is not a uniform legislation bill. It 
does not ratify or give effect to an intergovernmental or multilateral agreement to which the government of the 
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state is a party. Nor does this bill, by reason of its subject matter, introduce a uniform scheme or uniform laws 
throughout the commonwealth. 
I commend the bill to the house and I table the explanatory memorandum. 
[See paper 979.] 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders.  

BARROW ISLAND AMENDMENT BILL 2013 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon Peter Collier (Leader of the House), read a first time. 

Second Reading 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [9.40 pm]: I move — 
That the bill be now read a second time. 

The purpose of this bill is to authorise an amendment to the Barrow Island Act 2003 and to ratify the variation 
agreement, scheduled to the bill, between the state and the Gorgon joint venturers, authorising the provision of 
an additional 32 hectares of uncleared land for gas processing project purposes on Barrow Island. Of this land, 
20 hectares will be rehabilitated. The act, as assented to in 2003, provided sufficient land as considered 
necessary at the time, to undertake the development based on comparisons with other two-train gas production 
facilities. Since that time, the project has undergone a number of significant changes, including its expansion to a 
third train. In addition to this, the project costs have been reassessed from $43 billion to $52 billion by the joint 
venture. The factors identified by the joint venture partners as contributing to the cost increase include 
productivity issues associated with Barrow Island site infrastructure and logistical challenges, such as 
insufficient land for laydown.  

The construction of the project is now more than 70 per cent complete and this development has been undertaken 
in accordance with the original 300-hectare limitation. The project has demonstrated a high commitment and 
delivery to environmental conditions placed on it by government. Now in its fourth year of construction, the joint 
venture partners have identified that space limitations on the island have resulted in a less-than-optimal project 
execution. The partners, after completing an assessment of the future land needs have determined that an 
additional 32 hectares are required to address consequential impacts to costs and schedule, and to provide for the 
completion of the foundation project trains 1 to 3 in an efficient and safe manner.  

The project has already delivered significant benefits to local business and industry with more than $20 billion 
committed within Western Australia alone. Additionally, the project employs more than 10 000 people 
nationally with 6 000 construction workers operating on and around Barrow Island. The subsea domestic gas 
pipeline has been laid to the mainland and 20-year supply contracts have been signed between the joint venture 
partners, Synergy and Verve Energy, for delivery of gas by 31 December 2015. In addition to the foundation 
project, the joint venture partners have commenced action to obtain environmental approval for the extension of 
the project to a fourth train, which would increase production capacity from 15.6 million tonnes per annum to 
20.8 million tonnes per annum. Timing for the expansion projects entry into frontend engineering and design is 
likely to be determined by the joint venture partners in consideration of costs, land availability and scheduling 
issues relevant to the foundation project.  

Parliamentary approval would be required to provide any further uncleared land, in addition to the 32 hectares 
currently sought. At that appropriate time, additional gas for domestic purposes will be provided.  

Pursuant to standing order 126(1), I advise that this bill is not a uniform legislation bill. It does not ratify or give 
effect to an intergovernmental or multilateral agreement to which the government of the state is a party. Nor does 
this bill, by reason of its subject matter, introduce a uniform scheme or uniform laws throughout the 
commonwealth. I now table a description of the provisions of the bill for the consideration of members.  

I commend the bill to the house and table the explanatory memorandum. 

[See paper 980.]  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders.  

HON BRENDON GRYLLS 
Statement 

HON COL HOLT (South West — Parliamentary Secretary) [9.44 pm]: I would like to read to the house an 
extract from a maiden speech, if I may, and then I will add some comments — 

In conclusion, my electorate cannot afford bandaid solutions to the issues I have raised here today. My 
constituents have asked me to lobby hard on their behalf to find long-term solutions, rather than quick 
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fixes. Unless we are prepared to look outside the square and find innovative solutions to their problems, 
we will continue to see a decline in rural Western Australia. We cannot afford to allow this decline. 

They are the concluding remarks of Hon Brendon Grylls’ maiden speech in 2001. I mention him briefly, 
although I am sure that my words will not do justice to the man or to the contribution he has made to regional 
Western Australia, but I would like to at least have a go and add my bit to his accolades.  

When Brendon took on the leadership of the Nationals in 2005, he quickly realised he was the custodian of the 
National Party of Western Australia. He often talks about a plaque that sits in our party room that states “The 
Country Party formed in 1913”, which is 100 years ago this year, and an honour board that started in 1914 when 
the first elected members of the National Party of WA, although not called that at the time, were elected to this 
place. He saw it as his duty as custodian and leader of the party to ensure that he did not have to unscrew those 
plaques from the wall and take them to the JS Battye Library of West Australian History. I think every night 
when he went to bed, he thought of the challenges ahead of him the next day, the fight as the country MP that he 
took to Parliament, to his constituency, to cabinet, or to the ministry. I am sure he went to bed every night 
thinking about how he could do things better and deliver an outcome. Every morning when he rose from his bed 
re-energised, he was prepared to take on a fight, no matter what it took, to deliver an outcome for Western 
Australia. I am absolutely confident that during those years of his leadership, his time as Minister for Regional 
Development and his first years here in Parliament as a member in opposition, what drove him at the core was a 
better outcome for the people he represented and regional Western Australia generally. I do not think he was 
driven by personal motivation; it was about delivering a better deal for the people he represented. To do that, he 
was taken places that he might not have thought he could go.  

Knowing Brendon, he is a very self-confident young man, and self-confident for a very good reason. In my 
mind, he has displayed incredible leadership at a very young age. He has understood and read people and 
audiences and people he has worked with the right way and been able to work with them. He has quickly grasped 
the issues and the challenges in any situation, and, unlike many people I have met, he has quickly and succinctly 
found a solution to go after. Everyone in regional Western Australia and Western Australia generally should 
acknowledge and celebrate his achievements during his time as minister and as Leader of the National Party.  

I have no doubt that when history writes itself and the National Party clocks up 200 years in existence, he will be 
remembered as a cornerstone figure that turned around the fortunes of our party. During the debates of one vote, 
one value, many expected the National Party to disappear or to become a party of one or two, of which he would 
be the leader. I think from that moment on, his steely resolve was to ensure that he never saw that happen and 
that he would never have to take the screwdriver into the party room to remove the plaque and the honour board. 
Against all those insurmountable odds, he has been able to forge a new policy, a new direction and a new 
leadership for the National Party that has formed a really solid foundation but, more importantly, delivered 
outcomes for regional Western Australia.  

Much has been said about the royalties for regions program and that it was an idea formed back in 2006. At that 
time, the funding level was about $360 million. Today, the funding is probably about $1.6 billion a year into 
regional Western Australia. It is a policy that has captured the imagination of many rural and regional Western 
Australians. I know from my work in regional Western Australia that it was not about just the money and the 
programs introduced; it was the fact that regional Western Australia mattered. It had a champion in 
Hon Brendon Grylls to make sure that regional Western Australia mattered. People in regional Western Australia 
had aspirations, dreams and visions, and this was an opportunity and a way and a means of making those dreams 
and aspirations come true. 

In conclusion, I would like to pay my respect and give my accolades to Hon Brendon Grylls for what he has 
done for regional Western Australia, for Western Australia generally, for the National Party of Western Australia 
and for me personally. There is no doubt that he has left regional Western Australia in a fundamentally better 
place. 

House adjourned at 9.51 pm 
__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

TRAFFIC COUNT — GREAT NORTHERN HIGHWAY 

306. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 
(1) At what locations, outside the Perth Metropolitan Region, does Main Roads WA take traffic counts on 

the Great Northern Highway? 

(2) Do traffic counts record the type of vehicle, and if yes, what are the categories recorded? 

(3) What was the most recent count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 

(4) What period of time did this count cover? 

(5) What was the previous count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 

(6) What period of time did this count cover? 

Hon Jim Chown replied:  
(1)–(6)  [See paper 978.] 

TRAFFIC COUNT — ALBANY HIGHWAY 

318. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 
(1) At what locations, outside the Perth Metropolitan Region, does Main Roads WA take traffic counts on 

the Albany Highway? 

(2) Do traffic counts record the type of vehicle, and if yes, what are the categories recorded? 

(3) What was the most recent count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 

(4) What period of time did this count cover? 

(5) What was the previous count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 

(6) What period of time did this count cover? 

Hon Jim Chown replied:  
(1)  EAST OF DMIETRIEFF RD 

NORTH OF CANNING DAM RD 
NORTH OF JARRAHDALE RD 
SOUTH OF JARRAHDALE RD 
SOUTH OF SOLUS RD 
NORTH OF NORTH BANNISTER RD 
SOUTH OF NORTH BANNISTER WANDERING RD 
NORTH OF BANNISTER RD 
NORTH OF BANNISTER MARRADONG RD 
NORTH OF CROSSMAN DWARDA RD 
SOUTH OF CROSSMAN DWARDA RD 
SOUTH OF CROSSMAN RD 
SOUTH OF SOUTH CROSSMAN RD 
NORTH OF MARRADONG RD 
SOUTH OF MARRADONG RD 
WEST OF YORK RD 
NORTH OF PIESSE ST 
NORTH OF WILLIAM ST (NARRIKUP) 
SOUTH OF PINJARRA WILLIAMS RD 
NORTH OF WANGELING GULLY RD 
NORTH OF HURLEY RD 
NORTH OF TARWONGA RD EAST 
SOUTH OF NOBLE RD 
NORTH OF ROELANDS LAKE KING RD 
SOUTH OF ROELANDS LAKE KING RD 
SOUTH OF BOYUP BROOK ARTHUR RD 
SOUTH OF BEAUFORT RD 
NORTH OF ROBINSON RD WEST 



 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 19 November 2013] 6101 

 

2KM SOUTH OF ROBINSON RD WEST 
SOUTH OF DARKAN KOJONUP RD 
SOUTH OF KATANNING RD 
SOUTH OF BLACKWOOD RD 
SOUTH OF TAMBELLUP WEST RD 
SOUTH OF ROCKWELL RD 
SOUTH OF CRANBROOK FRANKLAND RD 
SOUTH OF GREAT SOUTHERN HWY 
SOUTH OF BEVERLEY RD 
NORTH OF WOOGENELLUP RD 
NORTH OF LOWOOD RD 
NORTH OF OATLANDS RD 
SOUTH OF MONDURUP ST 
SOUTH OF MITCHELL ST 
SOUTH OF JACKSON RD 
3KM NORTH OF MILLBROOK RD 
SOUTH OF DOWN RD 
SOUTH OF LINK RD 
SOUTH OF HENDERSON RD 
NORTH OF LANCASTER RD 
SOUTH OF LANCASTER RD 
NORTH OF ANSON RD 

(2)  Yes, vehicles are recorded according to the Austroads 1994 vehicle classification system, categories 1 –
12. 

(3)  2807, 153, 200, 44, 15, 11, 21, 14, 96, 91, 181, 0 vehicles 
3471, 314, 301, 16, 5, 25, 29, 15, 61, 44, 153, 1 vehicles 
2690, 139, 187, 38, 5, 13, 24, 39, 83, 56, 176, 11 vehicles 
2775, 196, 174, 17, 3, 10, 24, 14, 53, 70, 116, 0 vehicles 
3121, 154, 187, 64, 8, 11, 24, 21, 110, 64, 156, 2 vehicles 
2962, 158, 175, 53, 7, 9, 23, 21, 117, 69, 174, 1 vehicles 
2691, 140, 183, 47, 9, 9, 21, 20, 112, 68, 162, 1 vehicles 
1886, 119, 75, 23, 1, 9, 18, 14, 54, 43, 95, 1 vehicles 
2478, 152, 171, 22, 5, 11, 21, 16, 68, 56, 221, 2 vehicles 
2032, 127, 111, 23, 8, 8, 16, 13, 79, 58, 149, 2 vehicles 
2083, 132, 113, 24, 4, 8, 19, 14, 85, 63, 163, 1 vehicles 
2034, 143, 135, 26, 5, 9, 20, 15, 84, 64, 164, 2 vehicles 
2036, 140, 121, 24, 7, 9, 18, 15, 83, 63, 160, 1 vehicles 
2012, 142, 109, 22, 3, 14, 17, 24, 70, 57, 158, 3 vehicles 
2015, 142, 120, 22, 3, 16, 17, 26, 66, 56, 166, 4 vehicles 
2089, 146, 135, 25, 3, 16, 22, 38, 56, 52, 169, 5 vehicles 
2185, 148, 141, 29, 5, 6, 21, 20, 81, 63, 163, 1 vehicles 
2534, 153, 160, 38, 7, 8, 20, 17, 87, 64, 166, 1 vehicles 
2319, 169, 148, 47, 12, 8, 21, 20, 89, 74, 140, 2 vehicles 
1642, 124, 123, 15, 1, 17, 14, 17, 48, 48, 117, 6 vehicles 
1707, 125, 88, 21, 3, 9, 15, 10, 46, 41, 130, 1 vehicles 
1703, 117, 159, 26, 5, 11, 25, 13, 41, 45, 155, 1 vehicles 
1495, 125, 81, 17, 3, 11, 15, 13, 52, 52, 118, 1 vehicles 
1497, 117, 72, 19, 3, 9, 13, 11, 47, 44, 101, 0 vehicles 
1668, 134, 101, 24, 4, 10, 15, 14, 57, 56, 132, 1 vehicles 
1414, 106, 87, 12, 3, 8, 10, 11, 43, 45, 78, 1 vehicles 
1383, 105, 76, 11, 4, 9, 12, 10, 40, 43, 79, 1 vehicles 
1289, 81, 47, 12, 2, 7, 9, 6, 32, 35, 75, 1 vehicles 
1363, 107, 90, 14, 2, 7, 13, 8, 28, 33, 59, 0 vehicles 
1514, 93, 81, 17, 1, 5, 9, 7, 26, 38, 56, 0 vehicles 
2653, 93, 119, 20, 10, 4, 12, 5, 31, 36, 48, 1 vehicles 
1479, 93, 69, 16, 2, 3, 8, 8, 26, 28, 69, 0 vehicles 
1692, 175, 63, 13, 3, 5, 9, 7, 27, 25, 58, 0 vehicles 
1167, 68, 76, 21, 2, 6, 12, 6, 27, 26, 46, 0 vehicles 
1113, 70, 50, 13, 2, 4, 13, 12, 23, 32, 60, 1 vehicles 
1729, 101, 127, 60, 4, 9, 16, 10, 26, 41, 85, 1 vehicles 
2268, 161, 95, 24, 4, 9, 13, 11, 32, 34, 64, 1 vehicles 
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2842, 146, 180, 80, 8, 10, 19, 11, 34, 30, 84, 1 vehicles 
2905, 137, 130, 35, 5, 6, 15, 12, 34, 38, 79, 1 vehicles 
2994, 141, 114, 39, 4, 5, 14, 18, 35, 24, 113, 1 vehicles 
2822, 201, 125, 46, 7, 10, 16, 18, 32, 31, 100, 1 vehicles 
2207, 105, 107, 36, 3, 7, 10, 14, 30, 26, 121, 1 vehicles 
2261, 94, 146, 100, 7, 8, 11, 15, 34, 27, 165, 1 vehicles 
3068, 166, 210, 27, 3, 10, 19, 16, 33, 23, 84, 0 vehicles 
3291, 180, 224, 44, 8, 11, 19, 21, 43, 20, 92, 1 vehicles 
3073, 118, 113, 60, 10, 6, 12, 14, 67, 21, 53, 1 vehicles 
4364, 170, 182, 61, 14, 4, 18, 31, 124, 34, 69, 2 vehicles 
4675, 163, 384, 48, 7, 10, 21, 14, 38, 14, 41, 1 vehicles 
11358, 291, 283, 64, 9, 7, 18, 21, 52, 10, 117, 1 vehicles 
11360, 311, 341, 70, 6, 6, 16, 25, 28, 12, 55, 0 vehicles 

(4)  4 days 
4 days 
12 days 
4 days 
12 days 
12 days 
13 days 
8 days 
11 days 
12 days 
12 days 
12 days 
12 days 
12 days 
12 days 
13 days 
12 days 
12 days 
11 days 
11 days 
7 days 
7 days 
11 days 
11 days 
11 days 
11 days 
11 days 
19 days 
183 days 
19 days 
25 days 
19 days 
11 days 
18 days 
18 days 
13 days 
13 days 
11 days 
10 days 
24 days 
12 days 
17 days 
17 days 
121 days 
13 days 
13 days 
13 days 
13 days 
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15 days 
7 days 

(5)  Not applicable 
2962, 205, 172, 24, 3, 9, 22, 11, 53, 45, 175, 0 
2500, 163, 82, 16, 4, 9, 19, 12, 43, 41, 74, 1 
2533, 160, 183, 23, 5, 10, 24, 16, 59, 46, 209, 1 
Not applicable  
2173, 136, 78, 27, 1, 8, 18, 14, 57, 47, 95, 1 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
2358, 120, 137, 28, 3, 7, 21, 12, 63, 65, 236, 2 
2099, 140, 130, 21, 1, 10, 17, 19, 63, 72, 136, 1 
2307, 155, 102, 24, 3, 8, 17, 21, 69, 68, 137, 1 
2268, 156, 142, 23, 2, 12, 18, 24, 61, 65, 141, 2 
2190, 147, 151, 20, 1, 16, 22, 31, 46, 57, 134, 7 
1533, 102, 82, 22, 1, 11, 20, 15, 59, 44, 80, 3 
1546, 99, 72, 35, 2, 10, 19, 14, 61, 53, 78, 2 
Not applicable  
1783, 108, 96, 24, 2, 6, 22, 14, 57, 52, 77, 1 
1706, 96, 109, 39, 5, 6, 21, 14, 55, 55, 84, 2 
1356, 89, 67, 18, 1, 5, 14, 9, 43, 46, 58, 2 
1299, 92, 58, 19, 1, 6, 14, 10, 43, 46, 60, 1 
Not applicable  
1702, 104, 80, 50, 6, 5, 17, 11, 42, 52, 124, 1 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
1764, 127, 50, 17, 3, 7, 11, 8, 35, 43, 93, 3 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
1404, 102, 86, 16, 3, 8, 12, 10, 36, 40, 68, 1 
1289, 98, 89, 11, 1, 8, 13, 8, 25, 30, 49, 0 
1629, 106, 69, 27, 5, 5, 13, 9, 32, 42, 48, 0 
2371, 89, 104, 23, 4, 2, 10, 6, 28, 29, 30, 1 
1463, 109, 74, 15, 3, 5, 13, 8, 27, 35, 50, 0 
1158, 94, 60, 10, 1, 5, 11, 7, 24, 32, 46, 0 
1318, 100, 126, 14, 2, 11, 17, 8, 28, 38, 51, 0 
1067, 72, 44, 6, 3, 5, 7, 6, 19, 18, 25, 1 
1540, 117, 75, 20, 3, 7, 15, 13, 29, 42, 64, 1 
2087, 149, 205, 31, 3, 17, 19, 8, 29, 34, 60, 1 
2429, 124, 117, 26, 3, 4, 13, 17, 33, 26, 61, 1 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
2902, 149, 205, 26, 3, 11, 19, 15, 33, 23, 139, 0 
3588, 141, 296, 83, 9, 15, 21, 22, 49, 27, 149, 2 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
5856, 209, 240, 51, 23, 7, 15, 19, 22, 13, 62, 2 
10696, 289, 312, 70, 9, 7, 19, 24, 32, 15, 58, 1 
Not applicable 

(6)  Not applicable  
5 days 
4 days 
3 days 
Not applicable  
8 days 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
13 days 
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9 days 
9 days 
9 days 
9 days 
6 days 
6 days 
Not applicable  
6 days 
4 days 
6 days 
6 days 
Not applicable  
13 days 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
6 days 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
11 days 
346 days 
18 days 
9 days 
18 days 
18 days 
20 days 
7 days 
13 days 
19 days 
24 days 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
346 days 
20 days 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
19 days 
12 days 
Not applicable 

TRAFFIC COUNT — SOUTH WEST HIGHWAY 

319. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 
(1) At what locations, outside the Perth Metropolitan Region, does Main Roads WA take traffic counts on 

the South West Highway? 

(2) Do traffic counts record the type of vehicle, and if yes, what are the categories recorded? 

(3) What was the most recent count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 

(4) What period of time did this count cover? 

(5) What was the previous count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 

(6) What period of time did this count cover? 

Hon Jim Chown replied:  
(1)  SOUTH OF KILN RD 

SOUTH OF REILLY RD 
SOUTH OF WATKINS RD 
SOUTH OF JARRAHDALE RD 
SOUTH OF KARNUP RD 
NORTH OF GOBBY RD 
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SOUTH OF ELLIOTT RD 
SOUTH OF BOYD RD 
NORTH OF HINES RD 
NORTH OF DEL PARK RD 
SOUTH OF DEL PARK RD 
SOUTH OF CARCOOLA AV 
SOUTH OF ALCOA DR 
NORTH OF PATERSON RD (PINJARRA) 
EAST OF PATERSON RD (PINJARRA) 
NORTH OF PINJARRA RD 
SOUTH OF PINJARRA RD 
NORTH OF FIRST ST 
NORTH OF PADBURY ST 
NORTH OF GREENLANDS RD 
NORTH OF OLD BUNBURY RD 
SOUTH OF OLD BUNBURY RD 
SOUTH OF MURRAY ST (COOLUP) 
SOUTH OF TALLATHALLA RD 
NORTH OF PATERSON RD (WAROONA) 
SOUTH OF PATERSON RD (WAROONA) 
SOUTH OF WATEROUS RD 
NORTH OF BANCELL RD 
SOUTH OF BARRETT RD 
SOUTH OF BLACK ROCK RD 
NORTH OF KING ST 
NORTH OF HARVEY QUINDANNING RD 
SOUTH OF HARVEY QUINDANNING RD 
SOUTH OF SIELLA ST 
SOUTH OF DIXON AV 
NORTH OF SANDALWOOD RD 
NORTH OF MARRIOTT RD 
SOUTH OF MARRIOTT RD 
NORTH OF COALFIELDS RD 
SOUTH OF COALFIELDS RD 
SOUTH OF ROSE RD 
EAST OF WATERLOO RD 
WEST OF WATERLOO RD 
SOUTH OF CLIFTON RD 
WEST OF WIRELESS RD 
SOUTH OF MARTIN PELUSEY RD 
SOUTH OF TEMPLE RD 
WEST OF GIORGI RD 
EAST OF BOYANUP PICTON RD 
WEST OF BOYANUP PICTON RD 
EAST OF VITTORIA RD 
WEST OF VITTORIA RD 
SOUTH OF PICTON RD 
EAST OF ROBERTSON DR 
EAST OF DODSON RD 
SOUTH OF BUNBURY AIRPORT ACCESS RD 
NORTH OF EMMETT RD 
NORTH OF BRIDGE ST 
SOUTH OF BRIDGE ST 
SOUTH OF TRIGWELL RD 
NORTH OF MARSHALL RD 
SOUTH OF BENDALL RD 
EAST OF IRISHTOWN RD 
SOUTH OF GOLF CLUB RD 
WEST OF MARMION ST 
EAST OF MARMION ST 
WEST OF DONNYBROOK KOJONUP RD 
SOUTH OF DONNYBROOK KOJONUP RD 
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SOUTH OF HACKETT RD 
NORTH OF STATION ST (KIRUP) 
SOUTH OF BAXTER ST 
SOUTH OF RAVENSCLIFFE RD 
SOUTH OF CIRILLO RD 
SOUTH OF MARDAWARRA RD 
NORTH OF JAYES RD 
NORTH OF BALINGUP NANNUP RD 
SOUTH OF BALINGUP NANNUP RD 
SOUTH OF DARONCHS RD 
SOUTH OF HESTER CASCADES RD 
NORTH OF HESTER HALL RD 
NORTH OF BLACKWOOD PARK RD 
SOUTH OF BLACKWOOD PARK RD 
NORTH OF RAILWAY TCE 
NORTH OF WILLIAM ST 
NORTH OF PENINSULA RD 
NORTH OF NELSON ST 
NORTH OF STEERE ST 
SOUTH OF STEERE ST 
NORTH OF BROCKMAN HWY 
SOUTH OF BROCKMAN HWY 
NORTH OF GLENTULLOCH RD 
NORTH OF DONNELLY MILL RD 
SOUTH OF SEATON ROSS RD 
10.6 KM NORTH OF MANJIMUP 
NORTH OF GRAPHITE RD 
SOUTH OF GRAPHITE RD 
NORTH OF HOSPITAL AV 
SOUTH OF BRAIN ST 
NORTH OF MIDDLESEX RD 
SOUTH OF MIDDLESEX RD 
NORTH OF VASSE HWY 
SOUTH OF VASSE HWY 
SOUTH OF GRAY RD 
SOUTH OF WHEATLEY COAST RD 
NORTH OF MIDDLETON RD 
SOUTH OF MIDDLETON RD 
NORTH OF WELD RD 
NORTH OF BEARDMORE RD 
SOUTH OF BEARDMORE RD 
SOUTH OF MANDALAY BEACH RD 
2.2 KM WEST OF WALPOLE 
EAST OF REST POINT RD 
EAST OF NORTH WALPOLE RD 
EAST OF BORONIA ST 
EAST OF VISTA RD 
EAST OF CHUGG ST 
WEST OF KABA GR 
WEST OF VALLEY OF THE GIANTS RD 
WEST OF PEACEFUL BAY RD 
EAST OF PEACEFUL BAY RD 
WEST OF WILLIAM BAY RD 
EAST OF WILLIAM BAY RD 
WEST OF OCEAN BEACH RD 
WEST OF HOLLING RD 
EAST OF DENMARK MT BARKER RD 
WEST OF LOWER DENMARK RD 
EAST OF LOWER DENMARK RD 
EAST OF MARBELLUP RD 
8KM WEST OF ALBANY 
EAST OF LINK RD 
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WEST OF BOTTLEBRUSH RD 
WEST OF LURLINE ST 
WEST OF ALBANY HWY 

(2)  Yes, vehicles are recorded according to the Austroads 1994 vehicle classification system, categories 1 – 
12. 

(3)  5045, 236, 498, 149, 43, 19, 51, 62, 297, 140, 275, 0 vehicles 
4429, 175, 311, 76, 28, 14, 26, 20, 196, 36, 29, 0 vehicles 
5380, 267, 347, 70, 15, 15, 35, 26, 111, 65, 35, 0 vehicles 
3688, 189, 453, 53, 11, 26, 41, 23, 92, 61, 39, 0 vehicles 
3121, 194, 160, 47, 22, 9, 22, 20, 83, 64, 38, 1 vehicles 
4688, 351, 339, 89, 15, 20, 37, 46, 260, 130, 207, 1 vehicles 
2567, 194, 237, 25, 8, 12, 23, 12, 39, 18, 18, 0 vehicles 
2251, 151, 204, 28, 9, 8, 22, 11, 52, 25, 17, 1 vehicles 
2378, 164, 306, 37, 11, 15, 29, 12, 60, 25, 28, 0 vehicles 
2513, 153, 156, 42, 14, 4, 16, 14, 60, 65, 31, 1 vehicles 
2240, 132, 211, 33, 9, 7, 20, 14, 61, 64, 36, 1 vehicles 
5217, 248, 273, 64, 25, 13, 30, 25, 129, 74, 120, 2 vehicles 
5824, 190, 422, 42, 13, 14, 24, 12, 49, 21, 41, 1 vehicles 
6419, 283, 374, 64, 19, 12, 40, 27, 141, 82, 150, 0 vehicles 
7010, 389, 261, 80, 23, 11, 34, 27, 145, 86, 174, 1 vehicles 
7797, 257, 463, 44, 19, 12, 24, 10, 46, 24, 84, 2 vehicles 
6635, 202, 247, 47, 20, 5, 15, 7, 33, 20, 64, 2 vehicles 
7207, 351, 382, 78, 22, 10, 36, 29, 137, 103, 138, 3 vehicles 
5757, 360, 353, 72, 20, 15, 41, 32, 219, 107, 179, 0 vehicles 
3765, 211, 339, 40, 16, 12, 30, 10, 58, 31, 71, 0 vehicles 
4674, 217, 218, 56, 15, 6, 19, 16, 66, 95, 72, 1 vehicles 
4077, 182, 247, 36, 12, 10, 23, 10, 50, 38, 43, 0 vehicles 
3463, 152, 378, 41, 10, 12, 19, 19, 76, 53, 84, 0 vehicles 
4155, 197, 344, 42, 11, 14, 24, 14, 63, 36, 66, 2 vehicles 
4870, 312, 270, 61, 20, 15, 27, 22, 115, 87, 174, 3 vehicles 
4376, 223, 264, 67, 23, 14, 27, 29, 135, 90, 151, 2 vehicles 
3194, 181, 418, 47, 8, 18, 34, 18, 66, 45, 78, 0 vehicles 
2873, 159, 202, 36, 10, 8, 15, 10, 57, 40, 46, 0 vehicles 
3179, 200, 234, 57, 18, 16, 29, 42, 171, 86, 154, 2 vehicles 
2252, 119, 196, 24, 9, 13, 14, 30, 46, 34, 45, 0 vehicles 
2741, 145, 222, 51, 14, 13, 12, 14, 79, 22, 39, 0 vehicles 
4127, 173, 372, 65, 18, 11, 29, 32, 133, 72, 177, 3 vehicles 
3831, 193, 272, 51, 19, 10, 22, 14, 59, 22, 50, 0 vehicles 
3512, 201, 192, 58, 7, 7, 23, 44, 106, 112, 101, 0 vehicles 
2543, 119, 278, 32, 12, 10, 21, 10, 46, 16, 40, 1 vehicles 
2838, 113, 313, 43, 12, 8, 24, 16, 70, 20, 52, 1 vehicles 
3749, 174, 311, 66, 16, 24, 47, 74, 144, 93, 203, 7 vehicles 
3566, 169, 328, 67, 17, 28, 43, 83, 132, 101, 193, 6 vehicles 
3378, 225, 290, 83, 19, 16, 27, 38, 116, 103, 167, 1 vehicles 
5047, 197, 422, 73, 41, 11, 28, 50, 102, 52, 126, 2 vehicles 
4894, 233, 444, 82, 27, 26, 29, 31, 136, 95, 226, 4 vehicles 
4226, 169, 477, 59, 21, 24, 18, 26, 75, 42, 140, 3 vehicles 
4457, 165, 404, 115, 30, 17, 26, 39, 129, 99, 219, 6 vehicles 
4886, 158, 344, 80, 26, 8, 15, 17, 79, 45, 181, 3 vehicles 
4493, 167, 519, 69, 21, 19, 28, 23, 70, 35, 169, 2 vehicles 
5440, 202, 461, 115, 28, 11, 28, 22, 85, 38, 129, 1 vehicles 
5064, 236, 369, 114, 42, 16, 32, 34, 130, 86, 197, 4 vehicles 
4694, 167, 462, 96, 40, 12, 22, 20, 98, 42, 129, 2 vehicles 
6142, 259, 554, 180, 67, 15, 36, 35, 144, 82, 169, 0 vehicles 
9276, 358, 718, 254, 73, 15, 43, 49, 212, 124, 240, 1 vehicles 
10282, 332, 861, 230, 50, 17, 42, 48, 173, 65, 171, 0 vehicles 
12260, 373, 1558, 331, 61, 32, 72, 32, 136, 52, 114, 0 vehicles 
21932, 632, 1466, 325, 77, 40, 71, 50, 193, 82, 132, 1 vehicles 
10779, 374, 1145, 221, 36, 24, 53, 22, 93, 37, 59, 0 vehicles 
4819, 201, 208, 95, 14, 5, 16, 24, 116, 46, 68, 2 vehicles 
5312, 183, 379, 72, 13, 11, 26, 10, 54, 38, 135, 2 vehicles 
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4998, 191, 401, 54, 11, 12, 25, 8, 36, 25, 129, 3 vehicles 
3958, 133, 184, 44, 8, 5, 12, 9, 30, 21, 120, 2 vehicles 
6258, 234, 478, 83, 13, 16, 27, 18, 58, 64, 176, 1 vehicles 
4870, 230, 320, 53, 10, 13, 20, 19, 43, 44, 264, 5 vehicles 
4216, 230, 196, 48, 11, 13, 13, 25, 51, 41, 197, 3 vehicles 
4803, 235, 434, 88, 14, 18, 23, 15, 61, 44, 178, 3 vehicles 
5088, 259, 376, 78, 14, 13, 23, 20, 52, 55, 175, 3 vehicles 
5380, 276, 314, 58, 13, 9, 17, 20, 53, 57, 188, 3 vehicles 
5395, 223, 368, 67, 14, 14, 21, 10, 48, 44, 193, 3 vehicles 
4171, 185, 214, 74, 15, 6, 14, 12, 39, 49, 170, 2 vehicles 
3607, 174, 244, 66, 9, 8, 12, 12, 53, 46, 181, 3 vehicles 
2599, 168, 239, 38, 7, 16, 15, 12, 28, 29, 139, 1 vehicles 
2609, 148, 249, 50, 8, 9, 22, 14, 30, 45, 144, 1 vehicles 
2010, 117, 143, 22, 8, 5, 12, 7, 39, 25, 65, 1 vehicles 
2089, 114, 119, 20, 10, 4, 11, 7, 36, 22, 53, 1 vehicles 
1967, 113, 97, 21, 7, 5, 10, 7, 34, 23, 54, 1 vehicles 
2263, 135, 146, 26, 6, 10, 10, 13, 31, 32, 137, 2 vehicles 
2408, 159, 237, 44, 7, 11, 19, 10, 36, 28, 134, 1 vehicles 
2148, 104, 183, 30, 7, 5, 10, 7, 25, 24, 155, 1 vehicles 
2099, 94, 141, 26, 12, 3, 8, 9, 29, 43, 128, 1 vehicles 
1908, 89, 172, 33, 6, 4, 10, 8, 26, 23, 155, 1 vehicles 
2140, 146, 210, 33, 6, 13, 14, 9, 32, 25, 141, 1 vehicles 
1872, 105, 107, 20, 4, 7, 9, 9, 18, 24, 99, 1 vehicles 
2070, 122, 138, 22, 4, 8, 8, 9, 33, 27, 91, 1 vehicles 
2086, 111, 172, 39, 8, 13, 13, 8, 26, 16, 84, 2 vehicles 
1944, 107, 174, 40, 6, 8, 15, 4, 25, 23, 105, 1 vehicles 
2214, 97, 145, 25, 5, 5, 9, 6, 19, 12, 76, 0 vehicles 
2135, 88, 124, 29, 4, 6, 5, 9, 34, 23, 81, 0 vehicles 
2131, 81, 104, 33, 3, 4, 5, 5, 33, 19, 81, 1 vehicles 
2992, 106, 280, 30, 6, 6, 14, 5, 21, 12, 78, 1 vehicles 
3712, 109, 225, 60, 6, 4, 10, 5, 18, 20, 81, 1 vehicles 
3796, 111, 237, 30, 6, 5, 8, 5, 19, 20, 87, 1 vehicles 
2569, 101, 181, 23, 7, 3, 10, 6, 25, 26, 87, 1 vehicles 
2118, 82, 155, 26, 7, 3, 10, 4, 25, 23, 79, 0 vehicles 
1742, 116, 216, 62, 6, 12, 18, 7, 31, 24, 102, 1 vehicles 
1708, 95, 195, 38, 6, 10, 16, 6, 30, 17, 79, 0 vehicles 
1667, 105, 102, 45, 8, 5, 9, 5, 34, 24, 72, 1 vehicles 
1623, 108, 186, 29, 6, 7, 14, 7, 27, 17, 74, 0 vehicles 
1926, 79, 129, 19, 5, 3, 8, 4, 23, 15, 38, 0 vehicles 
2658, 123, 259, 51, 8, 8, 17, 10, 37, 18, 72, 0 vehicles 
3027, 91, 199, 35, 7, 2, 7, 11, 29, 21, 69, 1 vehicles 
2781, 89, 226, 43, 6, 4, 8, 9, 28, 21, 72, 1 vehicles 
2083, 98, 201, 31, 6, 7, 11, 6, 27, 10, 63, 0 vehicles 
1192, 98, 136, 27, 5, 7, 9, 6, 22, 9, 71, 0 vehicles 
959, 42, 148, 20, 3, 9, 7, 4, 16, 5, 11, 2 vehicles 
531, 56, 38, 7, 2, 4, 3, 3, 9, 3, 6, 0 vehicles 
468, 70, 39, 6, 1, 3, 3, 3, 14, 2, 50, 0 vehicles 
245, 58, 21, 3, 1, 3, 4, 1, 4, 0, 7, 0 vehicles 
232, 37, 19, 3, 1, 2, 2, 0, 3, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
317, 45, 25, 8, 1, 2, 3, 1, 3, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
323, 50, 22, 5, 0, 3, 3, 1, 2, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
335, 76, 28, 6, 1, 5, 5, 1, 3, 0, 1, 0 vehicles 
288, 49, 30, 5, 0, 5, 5, 0, 2, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
325, 73, 27, 4, 1, 3, 3, 1, 3, 0, 1, 0 vehicles 
337, 62, 27, 5, 0, 3, 2, 1, 3, 0, 1, 0 vehicles 
921, 86, 53, 7, 0, 3, 4, 2, 8, 0, 1, 0 vehicles 
1258, 106, 65, 13, 2, 2, 2, 3, 8, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
1039, 74, 50, 16, 1, 2, 3, 2, 4, 1, 0, 0 vehicles 
787, 65, 76, 8, 1, 3, 3, 1, 4, 1, 0, 0 vehicles 
513, 40, 37, 7, 1, 3, 3, 0, 2, 1, 1, 0 vehicles 
480, 49, 33, 4, 1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
382, 35, 22, 6, 0, 1, 1, 2, 2, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
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519, 78, 32, 8, 1, 2, 4, 1, 3, 1, 1, 0 vehicles 
513, 62, 50, 6, 1, 3, 4, 1, 2, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
1033, 90, 56, 12, 2, 3, 5, 4, 8, 3, 2, 0 vehicles 
985, 90, 73, 21, 2, 3, 5, 6, 10, 2, 2, 0 vehicles 
3185, 124, 124, 22, 4, 4, 5, 2, 8, 2, 12, 0 vehicles 
5556, 149, 244, 59, 18, 6, 9, 14, 16, 7, 18, 0 vehicles 
1883, 69, 199, 20, 3, 9, 10, 5, 11, 4, 44, 0 vehicles 
1560, 60, 85, 14, 2, 4, 5, 10, 8, 1, 2, 0 vehicles 
1560, 60, 85, 14, 2, 4, 5, 10, 8, 1, 2, 0 vehicles 
2120, 79, 122, 21, 3, 4, 5, 19, 11, 2, 3, 0 vehicles 
1985, 75, 129, 19, 1, 3, 4, 3, 6, 1, 1, 0 vehicles 
2318, 95, 113, 48, 6, 5, 6, 20, 10, 3, 8, 0 vehicles 
3206, 103, 97, 37, 6, 3, 4, 4, 10, 1, 1, 0 vehicles 
2255, 99, 96, 22, 3, 2, 3, 21, 8, 1, 4, 0 vehicles 
5812, 129, 134, 34, 4, 3, 7, 9, 9, 1, 1, 0 vehicles 

(4)  2 days 
2 days 
8 days 
8 days 
8 days 
151 days 
4 days 
10 days 
13 days 
7 days 
7 days 
7 days 
13 days 
8 days 
6 days 
13 days 
13 days 
8 days 
8 days 
12 days 
7 days 
10 days 
2 days 
12 days 
6 days 
9 days 
5 days 
11 days 
7 days 
10 days 
7 days 
10 days 
11 days 
8 days 
8 days 
8 days 
4 days 
4 days 
5 days 
9 days 
7 days 
13 days 
7 days 
12 days 
6 days 
9 days 
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7 days 
14 days 
12 days 
12 days 
7 days 
9 days 
19 days 
8 days 
7 days 
9 days 
16 days 
7 days 
11 days 
12 days 
13 days 
9 days 
12 days 
12 days 
12 days 
7 days 
7 days 
9 days 
11 days 
11 days 
11 days 
11 days 
13 days 
15 days 
13 days 
7 days 
13 days 
15 days 
8 days 
13 days 
11 days 
7 days 
13 days 
8 days 
7 days 
13 days 
7 days 
7 days 
7 days 
7 days 
13 days 
9 days 
13 days 
259 days 
12 days 
11 days 
7 days 
7 days 
12 days 
45 days 
55 days 
8 days 
45 days 
45 days 
29 days 
75 days 
12 days 
34 days 
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14 days 
44 days 
259 days 
5 days 
30 days 
37 days 
37 days 
11 days 
9 days 
9 days 
24 days 
14 days 
23 days 
13 days 
17 days 
15 days 
11 days 
19 days 
19 days 
15 days 
12 days 
16 days 
18 days 
14 days 
24 days 

(5)  6734, 432, 410, 121, 40, 22, 54, 75, 263, 155, 134, 1 vehicles 
5207, 271, 414, 62, 15, 20, 38, 19, 184, 29, 18, 0 vehicles 
7663, 370, 409, 100, 29, 18, 40, 32, 224, 85, 142, 0 vehicles 
6142, 317, 365, 96, 32, 16, 39, 28, 206, 82, 129, 5 vehicles 
5005, 272, 435, 105, 35, 19, 40, 32, 218, 101, 165, 3 vehicles 
4646, 276, 396, 111, 16, 20, 49, 63, 343, 161, 248, 4 vehicles 
2105, 127, 213, 48, 13, 7, 25, 24, 62, 26, 19, 0 vehicles 
2533, 169, 260, 34, 8, 20, 17, 13, 53, 20, 16, 0 vehicles 
2347, 173, 261, 39, 10, 11, 26, 16, 59, 28, 17, 0 vehicles 
4735, 320, 294, 96, 26, 11, 35, 39, 169, 102, 167, 0 vehicles 
2197, 163, 158, 33, 8, 9, 23, 16, 50, 26, 46, 0 vehicles 
4651, 231, 201, 61, 19, 13, 24, 28, 125, 72, 100, 2 vehicles 
5576, 196, 298, 50, 14, 7, 21, 13, 48, 34, 43, 1 vehicles 
5941, 201, 211, 53, 19, 3, 15, 13, 61, 61, 53, 1 vehicles 
Not applicable 
8816, 413, 464, 94, 19, 14, 40, 33, 155, 107, 171, 0 vehicles 
8294, 315, 428, 100, 18, 10, 33, 27, 135, 78, 129, 1 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
4157, 255, 239, 43, 18, 14, 24, 20, 82, 41, 91, 0 vehicles 
4351, 207, 274, 47, 21, 8, 22, 13, 74, 37, 62, 1 vehicles 
4015, 189, 365, 42, 10, 15, 27, 16, 58, 38, 68, 0 vehicles 
4126, 210, 242, 42, 12, 9, 22, 14, 62, 39, 61, 1 vehicles 
4170, 211, 325, 61, 20, 19, 28, 38, 126, 83, 148, 3 vehicles 
Not applicable 
4091, 217, 328, 81, 22, 13, 29, 28, 133, 97, 150, 2 vehicles 
Not applicable 
3359, 206, 238, 54, 13, 14, 24, 31, 107, 81, 202, 2 vehicles 
2335, 149, 183, 42, 16, 11, 17, 18, 72, 43, 70, 0 vehicles 
2953, 197, 165, 55, 8, 8, 23, 38, 97, 120, 103, 0 vehicles 
2849, 122, 175, 36, 8, 9, 19, 29, 94, 82, 115, 1 vehicles 
3860, 151, 304, 64, 12, 10, 21, 22, 107, 74, 150, 2 vehicles 
Not applicable 
2998, 134, 333, 40, 10, 16, 18, 16, 43, 19, 36, 1 vehicles 
3220, 176, 226, 53, 11, 10, 22, 15, 57, 25, 42, 1 vehicles 
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Not applicable 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
4838, 183, 482, 79, 29, 14, 20, 25, 81, 52, 171, 3 vehicles 
Not applicable 
5851, 243, 482, 122, 26, 13, 31, 24, 95, 46, 135, 3 vehicles 
Not applicable  
4560, 211, 504, 85, 27, 28, 30, 56, 113, 87, 220, 7 vehicles 
3853, 154, 348, 93, 29, 10, 19, 13, 90, 54, 148, 2 vehicles 
4959, 197, 429, 102, 36, 21, 26, 39, 114, 79, 168, 4 vehicles 
4867, 215, 411, 84, 36, 20, 27, 44, 106, 61, 185, 5 vehicles 
4860, 131, 692, 133, 39, 12, 27, 24, 82, 30, 129, 3 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
10799, 392, 866, 212, 54, 21, 42, 36, 179, 115, 332, 0 vehicles 
11360, 364, 869, 183, 49, 17, 40, 30, 130, 31, 86, 0 vehicles 
22675, 672, 1105, 402, 45, 28, 62, 52, 190, 89, 170, 1 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
5213, 202, 288, 64, 14, 11, 17, 9, 49, 28, 81, 1 vehicles 
4851, 198, 289, 52, 7, 11, 15, 10, 31, 19, 99, 2 vehicles 
3553, 124, 127, 31, 8, 3, 8, 7, 59, 19, 78, 1 vehicles 
4277, 187, 210, 51, 13, 6, 11, 18, 76, 48, 182, 2 vehicles 
3974, 174, 233, 45, 11, 9, 15, 16, 53, 50, 183, 2 vehicles 
Not applicable 
4597, 221, 220, 69, 10, 11, 15, 21, 69, 56, 175, 2 vehicles 
4642, 193, 247, 55, 9, 11, 13, 17, 51, 48, 174, 3 vehicles 
Not applicable 
4873, 190, 283, 59, 9, 8, 17, 13, 41, 51, 162, 2 vehicles 
3911, 179, 152, 52, 8, 5, 11, 10, 89, 43, 88, 1 vehicles 
3791, 227, 245, 112, 10, 7, 22, 29, 82, 65, 172, 0 vehicles 
2475, 138, 182, 54, 7, 12, 13, 16, 37, 43, 127, 1 vehicles 
2391, 123, 110, 28, 6, 4, 8, 17, 36, 49, 87, 1 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
1637, 81, 91, 23, 6, 4, 11, 14, 34, 46, 54, 0 vehicles 
Not applicable 
2096, 123, 195, 38, 8, 8, 13, 11, 29, 24, 129, 1 vehicles 
2067, 146, 120, 28, 10, 5, 9, 8, 32, 34, 122, 1 vehicles 
2085, 82, 83, 29, 5, 3, 5, 9, 34, 29, 90, 0 vehicles 
1728, 91, 132, 25, 7, 3, 9, 9, 29, 43, 130, 1 vehicles 
1864, 107, 170, 32, 7, 9, 13, 11, 24, 24, 128, 1 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
1796, 106, 215, 27, 3, 12, 11, 11, 34, 18, 62, 2 vehicles 
1909, 106, 124, 25, 4, 7, 5, 11, 25, 24, 90, 1 vehicles 
Not applicable 
2325, 103, 124, 29, 5, 5, 7, 5, 44, 28, 85, 1 vehicles 
2852, 91, 121, 38, 3, 3, 10, 8, 48, 31, 39, 0 vehicles 
2604, 91, 180, 52, 5, 3, 8, 5, 18, 20, 86, 0 vehicles 
3806, 100, 133, 32, 5, 4, 5, 4, 31, 21, 79, 0 vehicles 
3508, 111, 144, 31, 6, 3, 6, 4, 32, 19, 80, 0 vehicles 
2347, 78, 107, 37, 14, 3, 3, 5, 23, 19, 35, 0 vehicles 
1852, 72, 85, 18, 4, 2, 4, 5, 26, 20, 43, 0 vehicles 
1728, 94, 203, 43, 5, 7, 12, 6, 22, 24, 91, 1 vehicles 
1640, 91, 129, 28, 5, 5, 8, 9, 16, 19, 50, 1 vehicles 
Not applicable 
1605, 102, 166, 26, 5, 6, 12, 8, 26, 22, 75, 0 vehicles 
1991, 78, 82, 22, 3, 2, 3, 6, 27, 19, 42, 0 vehicles 
2395, 118, 187, 48, 9, 6, 10, 8, 24, 23, 45, 0 vehicles 
2411, 78, 115, 30, 4, 2, 8, 9, 35, 22, 47, 1 vehicles 
2779, 94, 128, 40, 6, 1, 7, 10, 35, 19, 39, 0 vehicles 
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2130, 103, 156, 28, 4, 7, 7, 8, 20, 8, 76, 1 vehicles 
1215, 77, 66, 21, 3, 3, 3, 3, 12, 10, 22, 0 vehicles 
1031, 47, 46, 12, 2, 1, 3, 4, 15, 8, 16, 0 vehicles 
386, 29, 21, 3, 0, 1, 1, 3, 8, 3, 7, 0 vehicles 
535, 54, 62, 5, 1, 5, 5, 1, 14, 1, 6, 0 vehicles 
252, 36, 20, 3, 1, 2, 2, 1, 3, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
228, 36, 14, 2, 0, 2, 1, 1, 3, 3, 7, 0 vehicles 
329, 42, 20, 4, 0, 2, 2, 1, 3, 2, 7, 0 vehicles 
317, 57, 20, 4, 0, 2, 2, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
291, 52, 27, 4, 1, 4, 4, 0, 2, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
Not applicable 
309, 54, 37, 4, 0, 8, 4, 1, 2, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
350, 63, 26, 4, 0, 2, 2, 1, 2, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
900, 100, 45, 8, 1, 3, 3, 1, 12, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
Not applicable 
1164, 83, 38, 26, 1, 1, 2, 1, 5, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
683, 50, 31, 7, 0, 1, 2, 1, 3, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
667, 59, 106, 4, 1, 8, 5, 1, 3, 1, 1, 0 vehicles 
Not applicable 
540, 50, 104, 8, 0, 8, 6, 2, 4, 2, 0, 0 vehicles 
379, 47, 39, 5, 1, 2, 2, 1, 2, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
424, 38, 28, 5, 1, 1, 2, 1, 4, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 
839, 63, 29, 12, 2, 1, 2, 2, 4, 1, 11, 0 vehicles 
955, 86, 55, 10, 2, 2, 3, 7, 6, 2, 22, 0 vehicles 
1805, 97, 133, 17, 2, 6, 6, 3, 9, 2, 22, 0 vehicles 
5326, 174, 148, 45, 6, 6, 6, 13, 43, 7, 12, 0 vehicles 
1770, 80, 101, 32, 3, 4, 7, 6, 11, 4, 63, 1 vehicles 
1335, 49, 61, 11, 2, 2, 3, 5, 11, 1, 2, 0 vehicles 
1563, 76, 92, 15, 3, 4, 4, 2, 10, 2, 16, 0 vehicles 
1917, 88, 79, 25, 5, 2, 5, 16, 11, 2, 1, 0 vehicles 
1963, 85, 122, 19, 3, 4, 6, 12, 16, 4, 16, 0 vehicles 
2135, 82, 97, 42, 9, 3, 6, 22, 10, 2, 4, 0 vehicles 
3169, 102, 127, 48, 9, 4, 7, 25, 10, 1, 4, 0 vehicles 
2023, 68, 113, 30, 5, 3, 4, 11, 10, 1, 1, 0 vehicles 
Not applicable 

(6)  5 days 
5 days 
7 days 
9 days 
6 days 
2 days 
2 days 
9 days 
11 days 
9 days 
5 days 
9 days 
11 days 
7 days 
4 days 
8 days 
10 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
7 days 
11 days 
6 days 
11 days 
9 days 
Not applicable 



6114 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 19 November 2013] 

 

9 days 
Not applicable 
7 days 
7 days 
8 days 
7 days 
7 days 
Not applicable 
11 days 
9 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
12 days 
Not applicable 
9 days 
Not applicable 
11 days 
12 days 
12 days 
8 days 
12 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
7 days 
11 days 
10 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
7 days 
13 days 
7 days 
7 days 
7 days 
Not applicable 
7 days 
13 days 
Not applicable 
7 days 
10 days 
7 days 
7 days 
7 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
7 days 
Not applicable 
11 days 
6 days 
7 days 
7 days 
11 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
11 days 
9 days 
Not applicable 
8 days 
8 days 
8 days 
7 days 
7 days 
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7 days 
7 days 
7 days 
11 days 
Not applicable 
346 days 
7 days 
11 days 
7 days 
7 days 
7 days 
8 days 
7 days 
7 days 
13 days 
75 days 
7 days 
7 days 
7 days 
14 days 
Not applicable 
14 days 
346 days 
19 days 
Not applicable 
26 days 
11 days 
37 days 
Not applicable 
13 days 
15 days 
13 days 
12 days 
12 days 
16 days 
42 days 
28 days 
19 days 
14 days 
24 days 
183 days 
19 days 
19 days 
19 days 
Not applicable 

TRAFFIC COUNT — BRAND HIGHWAY 

320. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 
(1) At what locations, outside the Perth Metropolitan Region, does Main Roads WA take traffic counts on 

the Brand Highway? 
(2) Do traffic counts record the type of vehicle, and if yes, what are the categories recorded? 
(3) What was the most recent count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 
(4) What period of time did this count cover? 
(5) What was the previous count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 
(6) What period of time did this count cover? 

Hon Jim Chown replied:  
(1)  WEST OF GREAT NORTHERN HWY 

NORTH OF MUCHEA SOUTH RD 
SOUTH OF AIRFIELD RD 
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SOUTH OF COCKRUM RD 
NORTH OF COCKRUM RD 
NORTH OF DEWAR RD 
SOUTH OF MOGUMBER WEST RD 
NORTH OF DANDARAGAN RD 
SOUTH OF MIMEGARRA RD 
SOUTH OF WONGONDERRAH RD 
SOUTH OF BIBBY RD 
NORTH OF NORTH WEST RD 
SOUTH OF JURIEN RD 
NORTH OF JURIEN RD 
SOUTH OF COOROW GREEN HEAD RD 
SOUTH OF ENEABBA COOLIMBA RD 
SOUTH OF INDIAN OCEAN DR 
NORTH OF INDIAN OCEAN DR 
NORTH OF MT ADAMS RD 
2KM SOUTH OF KAILIS DR 
SOUTH OF ELLERY RD 
SOUTH OF MIDLANDS RD 
WEST OF MIDLANDS RD 
EAST OF MOORE RD 
NORTH OF MORETON TCE 
NORTH OF HUNT WALDECK ST 
SOUTH OF GERALDTON MT MAGNET RD 
SOUTH OF HAMERSLEY RD 
SOUTH OF GILBERT RD 
SOUTH OF DEVLIN POOL RD 
SOUTH OF JANDANOL RD 
SOUTH OF GREENOUGH RIVER RD 
SOUTH OF RUDDS GULLY RD 
NORTH OF RUDDS GULLY RD 
SOUTH OF GLENDINNING RD 
NORTH OF GLENDINNING RD 
SOUTH OF BROADHEAD AV 
NORTH OF OLIVE ST 

(2)  Yes, vehicles are recorded according to the Austroads 1994 vehicle classification system, categories 1 – 
12. 

(3)  2312, 192, 208, 62, 10, 12, 28, 32, 118, 71, 318, 2 vehicles 
2676, 215, 252, 63, 13, 11, 33, 27, 111, 77, 238, 1 vehicles 
2108, 134, 464, 60, 10, 17, 40, 20, 146, 76, 419, 7 vehicles 
2089, 254, 133, 45, 6, 10, 26, 11, 62, 38, 220, 2 vehicles 
1915, 270, 127, 34, 4, 12, 23, 20, 52, 37, 203, 4 vehicles 
1162, 139, 121, 30, 5, 9, 16, 13, 75, 58, 285, 1 vehicles 
1568, 156, 100, 31, 5, 8, 19, 17, 62, 45, 329, 4 vehicles 
899, 75, 81, 23, 2, 8, 10, 12, 67, 36, 254, 1 vehicles 
1720, 175, 79, 32, 5, 13, 14, 16, 59, 43, 286, 2 vehicles 
1584, 278, 120, 24, 2, 11, 19, 12, 43, 33, 197, 3 vehicles 
1681, 274, 118, 25, 3, 13, 20, 11, 44, 26, 165, 2 vehicles 
1374, 123, 114, 26, 7, 8, 17, 14, 60, 36, 217, 2 vehicles 
944, 198, 83, 18, 3, 9, 15, 8, 58, 34, 197, 2 vehicles 
812, 127, 87, 21, 3, 9, 15, 10, 52, 33, 172, 3 vehicles 
1219, 211, 86, 22, 2, 13, 16, 13, 41, 27, 192, 1 vehicles 
1318, 219, 98, 19, 3, 11, 15, 12, 39, 28, 188, 1 vehicles 
724, 86, 48, 18, 2, 6, 8, 7, 39, 29, 139, 1 vehicles 
852, 141, 61, 14, 1, 10, 10, 12, 43, 24, 159, 3 vehicles 
1521, 272, 111, 27, 3, 14, 20, 13, 53, 25, 133, 1 vehicles 
1351, 231, 124, 25, 3, 13, 19, 10, 54, 32, 180, 7 vehicles 
1100, 91, 138, 23, 4, 11, 12, 16, 38, 26, 156, 1 vehicles 
1282, 257, 123, 22, 4, 10, 17, 13, 44, 27, 181, 4 vehicles 
1932, 204, 185, 35, 8, 12, 20, 12, 64, 39, 350, 2 vehicles 
2055, 143, 142, 35, 6, 8, 15, 30, 44, 26, 207, 1 vehicles 
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1802, 149, 164, 29, 3, 10, 17, 18, 41, 26, 214, 1 vehicles 
2197, 186, 177, 41, 4, 10, 20, 13, 67, 28, 221, 4 vehicles 
1992, 269, 159, 32, 4, 11, 19, 12, 60, 35, 261, 9 vehicles 
2684, 260, 115, 87, 36, 7, 24, 15, 47, 29, 204, 4 vehicles 
1841, 300, 130, 14, 4, 21, 14, 17, 20, 9, 79, 45 vehicles 
2866, 178, 259, 37, 5, 20, 19, 21, 57, 34, 319, 8 vehicles 
2804, 151, 295, 41, 4, 17, 18, 23, 91, 36, 293, 3 vehicles 
2576, 435, 173, 24, 5, 22, 14, 12, 38, 17, 269, 7 vehicles 
3821, 345, 192, 47, 11, 10, 27, 14, 64, 44, 256, 7 vehicles 
3502, 333, 196, 37, 3, 15, 21, 13, 42, 19, 131, 4 vehicles 
4183, 184, 334, 44, 5, 11, 25, 12, 65, 32, 192, 4 vehicles 
4752, 202, 198, 50, 5, 12, 14, 20, 36, 17, 86, 1 vehicles 
10375, 292, 351, 36, 6, 9, 16, 9, 37, 17, 142, 20 vehicles 
12405, 394, 754, 108, 23, 26, 114, 26, 64, 26, 154, 8 vehicles 

(4)  11 days 
3 days 
10 days 
3 days 
7 days 
259 days 
12 days 
10 days 
11 days 
15 days 
20 days 
12 days 
11 days 
21 days 
7 days 
10 days 
11 days 
9 days 
10 days 
259 days 
6 days 
16 days 
10 days 
12 days 
9 days 
14 days 
251 days 
13 days 
7 days 
17 days 
15 days 
7 days 
15 days 
6 days 
12 days 
8 days 
8 days 
12 days 

(5)  2201, 223, 191, 44, 10, 11, 23, 21, 82, 56, 212, 0 vehicles 
2133, 197, 173, 35, 7, 8, 24, 18, 88, 46, 203, 1 vehicles 
1896, 173, 206, 44, 6, 11, 25, 19, 107, 69, 263, 0 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
1144, 130, 112, 31, 4, 8, 15, 15, 69, 50, 290, 1 vehicles 
1375, 111, 105, 23, 3, 9, 17, 10, 45, 31, 200, 5 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
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1224, 167, 75, 20, 2, 8, 17, 11, 49, 30, 172, 2 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
821, 123, 64, 18, 2, 6, 13, 11, 49, 30, 170, 3 vehicles 
726, 89, 74, 16, 3, 7, 12, 11, 50, 30, 159, 2 vehicles 
1219, 211, 86, 22, 2, 13, 16, 13, 41, 27, 192, 1 vehicles 
1318, 219, 98, 19, 3, 11, 15, 12, 39, 28, 188, 1 vehicles 
905, 187, 88, 14, 2, 14, 12, 8, 51, 31, 197, 9 vehicles 
1537, 356, 92, 28, 3, 13, 21, 12, 36, 26, 175, 2 vehicles 
1628, 351, 108, 29, 6, 14, 22, 15, 41, 27, 130, 2 vehicles 
1452, 248, 125, 27, 3, 11, 20, 11, 58, 30, 189, 1 vehicles 
1089, 84, 95, 31, 4, 10, 15, 9, 34, 22, 114, 3 vehicles 
1354, 226, 107, 24, 9, 13, 18, 13, 55, 26, 132, 1 vehicles 
1672, 159, 141, 31, 6, 7, 18, 19, 59, 29, 357, 11 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
2299, 163, 175, 39, 3, 11, 17, 19, 75, 24, 207, 2 vehicles 
2084, 258, 160, 34, 4, 11, 20, 12, 65, 34, 359, 6 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
2572, 281, 211, 36, 6, 18, 23, 12, 59, 30, 265, 4 vehicles 
2854, 159, 271, 39, 5, 17, 17, 23, 58, 38, 304, 9 vehicles 
2465, 280, 154, 33, 6, 12, 22, 14, 61, 24, 181, 1 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
4438, 209, 287, 40, 4, 13, 19, 11, 58, 29, 181, 3 vehicles 
Not applicable 
8234, 223, 312, 31, 7, 15, 16, 15, 48, 41, 219, 16 vehicles 
14229, 419, 615, 75, 27, 17, 119, 24, 72, 31, 178, 6 vehicles 

(6)  4 days 
4 days 
7 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
346 days 
11 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
21 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
49 days 
17 days 
6 days 
6 days 
11 days 
8 days 
8 days 
346 days 
14 days 
10 days 
15 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
12 days 
346 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
12 days 
11 days 
9 days 
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Not applicable 
Not applicable 
17 days 
Not applicable 
5 days 
17 days 

TRAFFIC COUNT — NORTH WEST COASTAL HIGHWAY 

321. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 
(1) At what locations, outside the Perth Metropolitan Region, does Main Roads WA take traffic counts on 

the North West Coastal Highway? 

(2) Do traffic counts record the type of vehicle, and if yes, what are the categories recorded? 

(3) What was the most recent count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 

(4) What period of time did this count cover? 

(5) What was the previous count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 

(6) What period of time did this count cover? 

Hon Jim Chown replied:  
(1)  AT DURLACHER ST BRIDGE 

NORTH OF UTAKARRA RD 
NORTH OF EASTWARD RD 
SOUTH OF PHELPS ST 
NORTH OF SECOND ST 
NORTH OF PLACE RD 
NORTH OF WEBBERTON RD 
NORTH OF HOSKEN ST 
NORTH OF GREEN ST 
NORTH OF CHAPMAN VALLEY RD 
SOUTH OF DRUMMOND COVE RD 
SOUTH OF WHITE PEAK RD 
NORTH OF OLSEN RD 
SOUTH OF HATCH RD 
NORTH OF NORTHAMPTON NABAWA RD 
NORTH OF SEVENTH AV 
SOUTH OF STEPHEN ST 
NORTH OF STEPHEN ST 
NORTH OF CARSON ST 
SOUTH OF RIFLE RANGE RD 
NORTH OF RIFLE RANGE RD 
NORTH OF CHILLMONY RD 
SOUTH OF WELL SIDING RD 
SOUTH OF BINNU WEST RD 
SOUTH OF KALBARRI RD 
SOUTH OF SHARK BAY RD 
NORTH OF KALBARRI RD 
NORTH OF RIVERSIDE RD 
EAST OF MADIGAN RD 
NORTH OF GERALDINE RD 
NORTH OF NERREN NERREN RD 
SOUTH OF HAMELIN POOL DENHAM RD 
SOUTH OF GLADSTONE RD 
NORTH OF WAHROONGA PIMBEE RD 
SOUTH OF BUSH BAY RD 
SOUTH OF RIFLE RANGE RD 
SOUTH OF HMAS SYDNEY II MEMORIAL AV 
NORTH OF HMAS SYDNEY II MEMORIAL AV 
SOUTH OF ROBINSON ST 
EAST OF RESEARCH RD 
NORTH OF SOUTH RIVER RD 
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NORTH OF NORTH RIVER RD 
NORTH OF MCGLADES RD 
NORTH OF BLOWHOLES RD 
NORTH OF BOOLOGOORO RD 
NORTH OF MINILYA EXMOUTH RD 
NORTH OF BURKETT RD 
60KM SOUTH OF NANUTARRA 
SOUTH OF TOWERA RD 
SOUTH OF NANUTARRA MUNJINA RD 
NORTH OF NANUTARRA MUNJINA RD 
SOUTH OF ONSLOW RD 
SOUTH OF YARRALOOLA RD 
NORTH OF PANNAWONICA RD 
AT FORTESCUE RIVER BRIDGE 
NORTH OF FORTESCUE RIVERMOUTH RD 
WEST OF KARRATHA STATION RD 
SOUTH OF MADIGAN RD 
WEST OF MADIGAN RD 
WEST OF KARRATHA TOM PRICE RD 
WEST OF MADIGAN RD 
WEST OF KARRATHA RD 
EAST OF DAMPIER RD 
SOUTH OF CLEAVERVILLE RD 
SOUTH OF POINT SAMSON ROEBOURNE RD 
EAST OF POINT SAMSON ROEBOURNE RD 
WEST OF AERODROME RD 
WEST OF ROEBOURNE WITTENOOM RD 
EAST OF ROEBOURNE WITTENOOM RD 
NORTH OF SHERLOCK ACCESS RD 
EAST OF MALLINA RD 
WEST OF GREAT NORTHERN HWY 

(2)  Yes, vehicles are recorded according to the Austroads 1994 vehicle classification system, categories 1 –
12. 

(3)  11361, 392, 591, 123, 37, 19, 103, 32, 125, 39, 461, 70 vehicles 
10741, 374, 515, 70, 17, 21, 65, 23, 69, 17, 180, 7 vehicles 
11294, 368, 438, 63, 10, 11, 26, 15, 79, 24, 150, 8 vehicles 
11368, 322, 593, 133, 54, 33, 82, 16, 74, 22, 106, 4 vehicles 
14119, 492, 737, 100, 34, 24, 133, 24, 100, 28, 168, 10 vehicles 
12130, 419, 643, 57, 11, 22, 46, 17, 48, 21, 170, 17 vehicles 
10964, 554, 342, 64, 8, 11, 29, 17, 54, 16, 144, 7 vehicles 
11122, 527, 574, 62, 7, 22, 40, 15, 54, 17, 133, 9 vehicles 
10801, 549, 453, 104, 16, 15, 36, 20, 46, 13, 118, 7 vehicles 
2925, 181, 199, 31, 4, 8, 23, 14, 61, 20, 214, 5 vehicles 
1651, 296, 143, 20, 2, 14, 21, 8, 33, 6, 105, 5 vehicles 
1624, 128, 112, 22, 2, 8, 15, 9, 38, 12, 118, 4 vehicles 
1464, 306, 177, 18, 3, 15, 23, 7, 39, 17, 175, 4 vehicles 
1220, 238, 79, 21, 2, 9, 12, 5, 20, 7, 87, 4 vehicles 
2348, 150, 204, 61, 12, 11, 14, 15, 62, 30, 270, 5 vehicles 
1525, 265, 119, 25, 3, 10, 15, 9, 32, 10, 128, 5 vehicles 
1856, 221, 140, 26, 4, 8, 17, 10, 37, 22, 176, 1 vehicles 
1304, 108, 92, 19, 3, 5, 7, 7, 33, 10, 61, 3 vehicles 
511, 55, 46, 11, 1, 5, 7, 5, 21, 6, 61, 1 vehicles 
852, 91, 75, 22, 3, 4, 10, 12, 50, 20, 187, 2 vehicles 
741, 117, 102, 17, 2, 9, 16, 8, 33, 18, 130, 0 vehicles 
709, 84, 97, 18, 2, 5, 10, 17, 55, 29, 183, 3 vehicles 
575, 185, 71, 12, 1, 10, 11, 8, 31, 10, 98, 2 vehicles 
538, 59, 40, 9, 1, 4, 7, 4, 18, 7, 68, 1 vehicles 
525, 290, 59, 8, 1, 13, 14, 10, 27, 12, 114, 11 vehicles 
365, 185, 58, 8, 1, 7, 13, 6, 32, 15, 134, 2 vehicles 
721, 292, 74, 12, 3, 14, 22, 9, 33, 15, 105, 2 vehicles 
597, 246, 52, 5, 0, 15, 6, 7, 9, 4, 42, 5 vehicles 
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1657, 81, 266, 199, 96, 5, 10, 14, 137, 28, 167, 96 vehicles 
403, 176, 61, 9, 1, 8, 13, 8, 38, 11, 90, 3 vehicles 
352, 178, 62, 10, 1, 9, 16, 6, 30, 13, 115, 2 vehicles 
376, 176, 59, 6, 1, 8, 13, 7, 38, 10, 91, 3 vehicles 
317, 64, 51, 9, 1, 7, 8, 4, 39, 18, 156, 3 vehicles 
424, 201, 66, 7, 2, 9, 13, 4, 28, 11, 123, 2 vehicles 
450, 186, 76, 10, 1, 11, 15, 6, 26, 12, 99, 5 vehicles 
301, 143, 33, 11, 1, 8, 8, 4, 34, 5, 53, 2 vehicles 
358, 172, 83, 7, 1, 17, 12, 7, 25, 13, 128, 4 vehicles 
397, 68, 58, 12, 2, 5, 7, 4, 40, 21, 160, 3 vehicles 
355, 143, 45, 10, 0, 8, 8, 15, 30, 7, 73, 4 vehicles 
886, 84, 151, 46, 2, 11, 15, 3, 38, 18, 111, 33 vehicles 
858, 69, 153, 47, 2, 5, 22, 5, 38, 17, 104, 35 vehicles 
715, 170, 80, 24, 1, 6, 15, 5, 39, 9, 56, 16 vehicles 
437, 218, 97, 8, 1, 19, 18, 10, 20, 8, 88, 33 vehicles 
257, 128, 46, 7, 1, 6, 11, 5, 27, 12, 83, 28 vehicles 
316, 176, 46, 7, 2, 6, 11, 5, 33, 13, 78, 29 vehicles 
133, 57, 31, 5, 1, 4, 8, 3, 20, 10, 68, 20 vehicles 
236, 36, 45, 9, 1, 5, 5, 11, 30, 15, 108, 47 vehicles 
234, 149, 44, 5, 1, 8, 8, 7, 18, 8, 78, 37 vehicles 
188, 111, 32, 7, 0, 5, 8, 6, 31, 9, 44, 15 vehicles 
160, 32, 15, 4, 0, 2, 3, 3, 7, 2, 17, 5 vehicles 
215, 41, 45, 12, 2, 4, 7, 4, 27, 12, 65, 25 vehicles 
189, 119, 42, 6, 1, 5, 10, 3, 27, 11, 79, 30 vehicles 
238, 116, 54, 8, 1, 11, 6, 7, 17, 9, 77, 36 vehicles 
321, 60, 108, 16, 3, 10, 7, 7, 25, 10, 63, 51 vehicles 
362, 84, 74, 19, 3, 6, 9, 4, 31, 12, 71, 45 vehicles 
415, 84, 86, 23, 7, 7, 8, 5, 38, 12, 75, 47 vehicles 
361, 52, 59, 11, 4, 4, 5, 5, 23, 7, 37, 19 vehicles 
459, 100, 81, 23, 8, 6, 10, 3, 34, 11, 69, 49 vehicles 
351, 49, 103, 14, 5, 5, 7, 5, 23, 6, 37, 23 vehicles 
424, 50, 63, 14, 5, 2, 6, 5, 30, 6, 70, 21 vehicles 
334, 47, 47, 19, 3, 2, 3, 4, 12, 2, 20, 5 vehicles 
1148, 69, 405, 137, 34, 9, 15, 10, 194, 29, 114, 82 vehicles 
3038, 127, 510, 74, 23, 12, 17, 11, 60, 18, 65, 39 vehicles 
1115, 72, 80, 8, 5, 12, 6, 9, 7, 1, 9, 10 vehicles 
1577, 59, 315, 61, 24, 8, 11, 9, 65, 14, 81, 50 vehicles 
2167, 117, 214, 30, 9, 5, 14, 7, 31, 11, 43, 37 vehicles 
463, 81, 115, 12, 3, 7, 11, 7, 23, 8, 43, 41 vehicles 
297, 63, 29, 7, 3, 3, 4, 4, 9, 4, 17, 26 vehicles 
371, 83, 52, 9, 3, 3, 9, 6, 20, 8, 45, 44 vehicles 
280, 24, 16, 8, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 3, 13, 13 vehicles 
211, 21, 17, 1, 1, 4, 3, 3, 2, 0, 8, 11 vehicles 
366, 104, 93, 11, 4, 8, 14, 5, 25, 9, 49, 54 vehicles 

(4)  20 days 
13 days 
7 days 
10 days 
10 days 
7 days 
9 days 
8 days 
7 days 
12 days 
6 days 
31 days 
13 days 
17 days 
9 days 
9 days 
9 days 
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13 days 
13 days 
13 days 
9 days 
6 days 
14 days 
14 days 
9 days 
259 days 
9 days 
6 days 
8 days 
7 days 
14 days 
7 days 
7 days 
14 days 
48 days 
6 days 
7 days 
7 days 
5 days 
6 days 
7 days 
13 days 
12 days 
259 days 
19 days 
12 days 
19 days 
20 days 
7 days 
31 days 
7 days 
59 days 
15 days 
18 days 
12 days 
12 days 
27 days 
93 days 
26 days 
30 days 
10 days 
13 days 
13 days 
6 days 
328 days 
13 days 
13 days 
22 days 
13 days 
16 days 
16 days 
92 days 

(5)  10271, 405, 1225, 139, 40, 33, 125, 39, 137, 47, 473, 64 vehicles 
Not applicable 
9277, 408, 351, 51, 13, 13, 59, 14, 49, 19, 91, 3 vehicles 
Not applicable 
15211, 493, 559, 92, 36, 16, 132, 26, 81, 20, 178, 10 vehicles 
9567, 336, 1250, 95, 31, 36, 52, 15, 72, 22, 108, 5 vehicles 
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9449, 529, 464, 73, 10, 19, 31, 26, 64, 14, 108, 9 vehicles 
11558, 555, 357, 50, 16, 16, 31, 14, 47, 13, 123, 6 vehicles 
Not applicable 
3155, 177, 281, 35, 5, 15, 19, 10, 47, 24, 208, 2 vehicles 
2056, 252, 176, 33, 3, 11, 18, 21, 41, 13, 116, 3 vehicles 
Not applicable 
1381, 280, 98, 17, 2, 12, 17, 10, 31, 13, 175, 10 vehicles 
Not applicable 
1813, 178, 144, 27, 5, 8, 20, 40, 72, 54, 251, 4 vehicles 
1137, 202, 98, 20, 3, 8, 11, 7, 35, 11, 90, 3 vehicles 
1748, 156, 210, 32, 4, 11, 21, 13, 55, 23, 230, 4 vehicles 
Not applicable 
733, 154, 59, 14, 1, 6, 9, 4, 18, 6, 54, 2 vehicles 
661, 153, 71, 24, 1, 11, 13, 9, 29, 11, 83, 5 vehicles 
Not applicable 
766, 87, 91, 15, 2, 7, 13, 24, 52, 35, 214, 3 vehicles 
536, 160, 42, 12, 1, 6, 8, 8, 21, 6, 57, 2 vehicles 
Not applicable 
523, 110, 58, 12, 2, 5, 10, 7, 30, 15, 121, 0 vehicles 
368, 167, 54, 9, 1, 6, 12, 6, 32, 14, 125, 3 vehicles 
541, 115, 59, 10, 1, 9, 8, 7, 28, 15, 118, 0 vehicles 
Not applicable 
259, 29, 25, 16, 4, 1, 3, 4, 12, 2, 17, 8 vehicles 
439, 201, 47, 10, 1, 9, 9, 6, 26, 8, 71, 1 vehicles 
390, 72, 61, 11, 2, 5, 11, 5, 41, 21, 158, 3 vehicles 
408, 196, 47, 7, 1, 10, 10, 7, 25, 7, 71, 1 vehicles 
333, 138, 52, 5, 1, 7, 10, 8, 35, 10, 86, 3 vehicles 
273, 142, 67, 9, 1, 15, 13, 5, 28, 15, 116, 3 vehicles 
282, 73, 43, 6, 2, 5, 7, 5, 26, 8, 90, 4 vehicles 
Not applicable 
314, 151, 57, 8, 1, 8, 13, 5, 29, 14, 116, 2 vehicles 
337, 139, 45, 11, 0, 8, 8, 14, 30, 7, 75, 3 vehicles 
330, 134, 39, 9, 0, 8, 9, 10, 20, 8, 73, 3 vehicles 
722, 163, 85, 25, 1, 9, 12, 7, 37, 8, 59, 16 vehicles 
635, 159, 72, 14, 1, 7, 20, 12, 32, 7, 41, 14 vehicles 
605, 154, 69, 12, 0, 6, 22, 11, 30, 7, 38, 14 vehicles 
357, 175, 65, 4, 0, 15, 9, 5, 12, 6, 45, 28 vehicles 
253, 117, 44, 8, 1, 6, 10, 4, 27, 12, 77, 25 vehicles 
274, 116, 33, 10, 2, 5, 9, 4, 25, 11, 67, 22 vehicles 
120, 41, 27, 3, 1, 3, 7, 2, 22, 11, 71, 22 vehicles 
198, 19, 31, 9, 1, 4, 3, 10, 20, 10, 90, 52 vehicles 
252, 152, 49, 5, 1, 12, 9, 9, 21, 9, 81, 35 vehicles 
231, 102, 27, 5, 0, 5, 5, 2, 18, 5, 26, 12 vehicles 
Not applicable 
157, 106, 33, 6, 2, 4, 8, 5, 26, 8, 26, 21 vehicles 
135, 38, 26, 6, 1, 2, 4, 3, 18, 9, 54, 20 vehicles 
274, 40, 64, 17, 6, 4, 4, 3, 28, 12, 85, 51 vehicles 
321, 119, 66, 14, 2, 10, 9, 5, 21, 11, 83, 39 vehicles 
285, 26, 120, 19, 3, 4, 6, 3, 29, 8, 54, 30 vehicles 
553, 33, 96, 29, 9, 2, 4, 4, 50, 12, 79, 46 vehicles 
Not applicable 
529, 64, 99, 30, 6, 5, 7, 4, 36, 12, 83, 54 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
825, 29, 276, 94, 30, 5, 10, 6, 180, 19, 101, 52 vehicles 
2043, 70, 439, 46, 14, 9, 14, 5, 64, 10, 64, 33 vehicles 
Not applicable 
2063, 97, 246, 45, 17, 7, 12, 7, 52, 10, 52, 44 vehicles 
1855, 67, 141, 30, 8, 3, 6, 3, 37, 7, 48, 37 vehicles 
565, 34, 56, 13, 4, 4, 4, 3, 29, 7, 57, 44 vehicles 
271, 38, 16, 5, 1, 3, 5, 2, 4, 1, 18, 9 vehicles 
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414, 31, 44, 12, 3, 4, 3, 3, 28, 7, 57, 46 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
403, 32, 59, 10, 4, 3, 5, 4, 23, 7, 37, 43 vehicles 

(6)  14 days 
Not applicable 
9 days 
Not applicable 
13 days 
7 days 
17 days 
6 days 
Not applicable 
17 days 
14 days 
Not applicable 
10 days 
Not applicable 
14 days 
14 days 
13 days 
Not applicable 
17 days 
13 days 
Not applicable 
14 days 
15 days 
Not applicable 
9 days 
346 days 
9 days 
Not applicable 
10 days 
7 days 
7 days 
7 days 
7 days 
10 days 
286 days 
Not applicable 
11 days 
6 days 
7 days 
9 days 
6 days 
7 days 
6 days 
346 days 
11 days 
13 days 
20 days 
21 days 
9 days 
Not applicable 
5 days 
130 days 
7 days 
15 days 
15 days 
15 days 
Not applicable 



 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 19 November 2013] 6125 

 

321 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
14 days 
14 days 
Not applicable 
340 days 
8 days 
15 days 
11 days 
15 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
105 days 

TRAFFIC COUNT — GOLDFIELDS HIGHWAY 

322. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 
(1) At what locations, outside the Perth Metropolitan Region, does Main Roads WA take traffic counts on 

the Goldfields Highway? 

(2) Do traffic counts record the type of vehicle, and if yes, what are the categories recorded? 

(3) What was the most recent count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 

(4) What period of time did this count cover? 

(5) What was the previous count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 

(6) What period of time did this count cover? 

Hon Jim Chown replied:  
(1)  EAST OF COOLGARDIE ESPERANCE HWY 

SOUTH OF CASUARINA RD 
WEST OF MARIANTHUS RD 
WEST OF ATRIPLEX RD 
WEST OF DURKIN RD 
NORTH OF DURKIN RD 
22 KM NORTH OF KAMBALDA 
NORTH OF CELEBRATION COOLGARDIE RD 
SOUTH OF SMELTERMAN RD 
NORTH OF SMELTERMAN RD 
SOUTH OF LYNCH ST 
EAST OF LANE ST 
SOUTH OF BURT ST 
NORTH OF BURT ST 
SOUTH OF BOORARA RD 
SOUTH OF HANNAN ST 
NORTH OF HANNAN ST 
NORTH OF PICCADILLY ST 
NORTH OF TOURIST MINE ACCESS RD 
SOUTH OF GIDJI ROASTER ACCESS RD 
SOUTH OF BLACK FLAG ORA BANDA RD 
SOUTH OF BROADARROW ORA BANDA RD 
NORTH OF BROADARROW ORA BANDA RD 
SOUTH OF SIBERIA MINE ACCESS RD 
SOUTH OF YUNNDAGA RD 
NORTH OF RUBBISH TIP RD (MENZIES) 
NORTH OF KOOKYNIE RD 
NORTH OF LEONORA MELITA RD 
SOUTH OF TOWER ST 
NORTH OF OLD AGNEW RD 
SOUTH OF AGNEW LEINSTER RD 
NORTH OF AGNEW LEINSTER RD 
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3.5 KM NORTH OF LEINSTER 
NORTH OF YAKABINDIE HOMESTEAD ACCESS 
SOUTH OF MT KEITH MINE ACCESS RD 
NORTH OF MT KEITH VILLAGE 
SOUTH OF SANDSTONE WILUNA RD 
WEST OF YANDIL RD 
WEST OF DIAMOND WELLS RD 
EAST OF GOLF CLUB RD 
EAST OF GREAT NORTHERN HWY 

(2)  Yes, vehicles are recorded according to the Austroads 1994 vehicle classification system, categories 1 –
12. 

(3)  484, 42, 90, 10, 8, 4, 4, 4, 14, 8, 81, 2 vehicles 
426, 61, 63, 10, 2, 5, 3, 5, 7, 4, 52, 18 vehicles 
379, 58, 61, 9, 1, 5, 4, 6, 7, 3, 54, 19 vehicles 
1643, 85, 165, 27, 3, 6, 5, 7, 9, 4, 60, 15 vehicles 
3189, 78, 269, 35, 20, 7, 6, 7, 23, 10, 98, 2 vehicles 
1838, 74, 199, 27, 8, 3, 8, 8, 24, 8, 23, 7 vehicles 
1550, 70, 209, 27, 11, 4, 8, 4, 24, 8, 28, 34 vehicles 
1556, 48, 164, 25, 9, 6, 6, 9, 16, 6, 28, 6 vehicles 
1549, 78, 146, 16, 7, 5, 7, 11, 14, 5, 44, 10 vehicles 
2198, 93, 270, 41, 14, 7, 9, 6, 24, 11, 57, 33 vehicles 
2055, 54, 250, 26, 13, 7, 8, 12, 18, 9, 53, 25 vehicles 
758, 22, 143, 45, 23, 3, 7, 15, 63, 25, 88, 74 vehicles 
2026, 43, 287, 47, 21, 7, 8, 14, 47, 18, 68, 59 vehicles 
2355, 53, 505, 53, 20, 12, 11, 16, 49, 18, 71, 65 vehicles 
4911, 154, 303, 65, 16, 5, 11, 6, 28, 14, 50, 54 vehicles 
4608, 114, 476, 63, 15, 8, 15, 8, 30, 13, 45, 33 vehicles 
2963, 63, 217, 35, 9, 6, 5, 9, 43, 12, 61, 41 vehicles 
2321, 85, 185, 34, 14, 5, 7, 8, 24, 12, 48, 67 vehicles 
1040, 66, 201, 38, 15, 5, 10, 7, 27, 14, 45, 39 vehicles 
744, 40, 155, 14, 6, 5, 4, 8, 18, 9, 44, 57 vehicles 
593, 60, 204, 16, 9, 7, 8, 5, 29, 13, 51, 40 vehicles 
416, 54, 65, 13, 7, 2, 5, 3, 31, 16, 36, 39 vehicles 
228, 16, 54, 7, 3, 1, 1, 5, 13, 7, 26, 22 vehicles 
290, 42, 65, 12, 5, 3, 4, 4, 22, 10, 36, 23 vehicles 
309, 36, 45, 8, 5, 2, 2, 4, 19, 10, 21, 36 vehicles 
226, 23, 75, 8, 6, 3, 5, 2, 21, 9, 41, 33 vehicles 
257, 23, 62, 9, 8, 1, 4, 2, 23, 10, 45, 37 vehicles 
229, 19, 70, 11, 9, 2, 4, 3, 26, 10, 47, 36 vehicles 
205, 24, 35, 6, 3, 2, 3, 2, 10, 4, 21, 16 vehicles 
239, 24, 34, 6, 6, 1, 2, 3, 12, 7, 16, 69 vehicles 
101, 8, 28, 6, 5, 1, 1, 1, 12, 7, 15, 54 vehicles 
111, 13, 23, 5, 3, 1, 2, 2, 10, 4, 29, 39 vehicles 
82, 6, 16, 4, 2, 0, 1, 1, 5, 3, 12, 56 vehicles 
83, 3, 19, 3, 2, 1, 1, 0, 4, 3, 9, 50 vehicles 
82, 10, 17, 3, 4, 2, 1, 2, 7, 2, 8, 25 vehicles 
47, 8, 9, 2, 3, 1, 1, 1, 3, 1, 4, 7 vehicles 
39, 3, 10, 2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 1, 4, 1 vehicles 
25, 2, 4, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 1, 2 vehicles 
20, 2, 3, 2, 0, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 1 vehicles 
24, 4, 4, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0 vehicles 
25, 1, 6, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 

(4)  12 days 
19 days 
19 days 
19 days 
12 days 
10 days 
259 days 
14 days 
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18 days 
19 days 
14 days 
15 days 
14 days 
14 days 
13 days 
19 days 
15 days 
14 days 
13 days 
32 days 
20 days 
11 days 
5 days 
22 days 
21 days 
21 days 
7 days 
12 days 
13 days 
15 days 
13 days 
23 days 
342 days 
14 days 
33 days 
32 days 
15 days 
11 days 
36 days 
19 days 
15 days 

(5)  420, 66, 58, 10, 1, 5, 4, 5, 7, 5, 83, 11 vehicles  
427, 61, 61, 10, 2, 5, 3, 5, 7, 3, 53, 19 vehicles 
378, 58, 60, 9, 1, 5, 4, 6, 7, 3, 55, 20 vehicles 
1635, 84, 164, 27, 3, 6, 5, 7, 9, 4, 61, 17 vehicles 
2856, 87, 226, 35, 4, 6, 5, 8, 9, 4, 59, 16 vehicles 
1566, 68, 235, 28, 11, 6, 7, 5, 19, 8, 44, 4 vehicles 
1662, 72, 213, 29, 12, 3, 8, 6, 26, 10, 44, 24 vehicles 
Not applicable 
1549, 78, 146, 16, 7, 5, 7, 11, 14, 5, 44, 10 vehicles 
1958, 86, 213, 27, 6, 11, 8, 12, 16, 8, 56, 30 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
2026, 43, 287, 47, 21, 7, 8, 14, 47, 18, 68, 59 vehicles 
2355, 53, 505, 53, 20, 12, 11, 16, 49, 18, 71, 65 vehicles 
4048, 120, 363, 73, 22, 7, 14, 8, 45, 13, 67, 41 vehicles 
3961, 82, 256, 51, 10, 6, 7, 12, 40, 12, 58, 44 vehicles 
Not applicable 
2070, 68, 156, 32, 10, 7, 5, 10, 21, 13, 60, 43 vehicles 
833, 51, 199, 25, 9, 5, 8, 11, 33, 11, 40, 44 vehicles 
Not applicable 
621, 43, 198, 13, 9, 6, 4, 7, 19, 10, 36, 110 vehicles 
355, 42, 60, 11, 3, 2, 4, 4, 19, 9, 37, 22 vehicles 
262, 29, 42, 8, 3, 4, 3, 7, 14, 9, 23, 29 vehicles 
Not applicable 
309, 36, 45, 8, 5, 2, 2, 4, 19, 10, 21, 36 vehicles 
200, 34, 47, 7, 3, 2, 4, 3, 18, 7, 37, 24 vehicles 
237, 19, 69, 11, 9, 2, 4, 3, 25, 10, 47, 35 vehicles 
224, 14, 54, 8, 4, 3, 4, 7, 18, 8, 27, 36 vehicles 
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188, 17, 48, 7, 4, 3, 3, 5, 17, 8, 20, 23 vehicles 
227, 24, 30, 6, 4, 1, 2, 2, 11, 7, 15, 50 vehicles 
116, 13, 32, 6, 5, 2, 2, 3, 9, 5, 14, 56 vehicles 
79, 6, 20, 4, 4, 1, 1, 2, 7, 3, 10, 28 vehicles 
99, 8, 23, 7, 2, 1, 1, 1, 7, 3, 16, 53 vehicles 
64, 9, 17, 4, 2, 1, 1, 1, 6, 2, 10, 22 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
51, 8, 8, 3, 1, 0, 1, 0, 4, 1, 4, 2 vehicles 
27, 4, 6, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 2, 0, 1, 0 vehicles 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
33, 4, 4, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0 vehicles 

(6)  27 days 
10 days 
10 days 
5 days 
17 days 
10 days 
346 days 
Not applicable 
5 days 
33 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
6 days 
6 days 
15 days 
15 days 
Not applicable 
15 days 
7 days 
Not applicable 
18 days 
10 days 
14 days 
Not applicable 
6 days 
16 days 
12 days 
15 days 
19 days 
20 days 
58 days 
38 days 
282 days 
20 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
20 days 
20 days 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
31 days 

TRAFFIC COUNT — GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY 

323. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 

(1) At what locations, outside the Perth Metropolitan Region, does Main Roads WA take traffic counts on 
the Great Eastern Highway? 

(2) Do traffic counts record the type of vehicle, and if yes, what are the categories recorded? 
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(3) What was the most recent count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 

(4) What period of time did this count cover? 

(5) What was the previous count recorded for each category at each of the locations in (1)? 

(6) What period of time did this count cover? 

Hon Jim Chown replied:  
(1)  WEST OF GREAT SOUTHERN HWY 

NORTH OF GREAT SOUTHERN HWY 
EAST OF LINLEY VALLEY RD 
WEST OF CHEDARING RD 
EAST OF COATES RD 
EAST OF BERRY BROW RD 
WEST OF CHITTY RD 
WEST OF SPENCERS BROOK RD 
EAST OF SPENCERS BROOK RD 
EAST OF TRIMMER RD 
EAST OF RIFLE RANGE ACCESS 
EAST OF SLIP RD TO IRISHTOWN RD 
WEST OF CLYDESDALE RD 
SOUTH OF VANZETTI ST 
WEST OF DUNLOP ST 
EAST OF JOHNSTON ST 
EAST OF LEEMING ST 
EAST OF CARTER DOODENANNING RD 
EAST OF BAXTER RD 
WEST OF FRANKLIN RD 
WEST OF BARRACK RD 
EAST OF BARRACK RD 
WEST OF LIVESEY NORTH RD 
WEST OF STATION RD 
EAST OF WALSTON ST 
4 KM WEST OF KELLERBERRIN 
WEST OF SCOTT ST 
WEST OF NAGEENAN NORTH RD 
EAST OF MARY ST 
EAST OF BOORAN NORTH RD 
WEST OF WESTONIA RD 
EAST OF DRIVER ST 
WEST OF FORRESTANIA SOUTHERN CROSS RD 
WEST OF THREE BOYS RD 
WEST OF GHOOLI KOOLYANOBBING RD 
WEST OF RYANS FIND RD 
WEST OF PUMPING STATION RD 
WEST OF GIBRALTAR RD 
2KM WEST OF COOLGARDIE 
WEST OF LYON ST 
EAST OF COOLGARDIE ESPERANCE HWY 
EAST OF CARINS RD 
WEST OF KUNDANA RD 
WEST OF NAVAJO CHIEF MINE ACCESS RD 
WEST OF WIRELESS RD 
EAST OF ANZAC DR 
WEST OF HUNTER ST 
EAST OF ATBARA ST 
WEST OF CONGDON ST 
EAST OF LANE ST 
WEST OF CASSIDY ST SOUTH 
WEST OF MARITANA ST 

(2)  Yes, vehicles are recorded according to the Austroads 1994 vehicle classification system, categories 1 –
12.  
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(3)  6886, 323, 561, 144, 13, 33, 42, 56, 284, 279, 194, 0 vehicles  
5208, 196, 379, 123, 9, 21, 32, 39, 235, 175, 141, 0 vehicles 
4917, 233, 347, 103, 10, 15, 38, 25, 210, 161, 80, 0 vehicles 
3452, 196, 166, 80, 8, 10, 22, 27, 153, 145, 80, 1 vehicles 
4280, 240, 247, 91, 7, 13, 24, 24, 165, 172, 124, 2 vehicles 
4135, 260, 319, 106, 9, 11, 30, 23, 211, 170, 85, 0 vehicles 
4233, 237, 191, 162, 14, 12, 31, 30, 157, 140, 76, 1 vehicles 
1428, 116, 105, 24, 5, 6, 14, 17, 60, 79, 172, 1 vehicles 
3404, 178, 222, 94, 26, 11, 24, 24, 164, 151, 71, 0 vehicles 
3271, 118, 170, 45, 5, 16, 25, 38, 93, 79, 42, 3 vehicles 
1072, 74, 74, 63, 6, 6, 16, 29, 131, 144, 100, 0 vehicles 
913, 61, 104, 61, 6, 9, 17, 27, 120, 122, 75, 1 vehicles 
1381, 79, 79, 26, 6, 11, 18, 24, 49, 62, 132, 1 vehicles 
1352, 110, 103, 31, 4, 6, 17, 20, 68, 110, 183, 1 vehicles 
1531, 145, 155, 37, 5, 8, 17, 15, 69, 73, 141, 0 vehicles 
1181, 87, 117, 19, 4, 6, 16, 24, 65, 90, 145, 1 vehicles 
1309, 118, 101, 26, 4, 10, 17, 20, 66, 89, 164, 2 vehicles 
1045, 71, 110, 22, 4, 7, 14, 21, 78, 81, 147, 1 vehicles 
1157, 104, 98, 21, 7, 11, 18, 17, 63, 72, 155, 1 vehicles 
974, 93, 102, 23, 5, 7, 19, 17, 58, 79, 145, 1 vehicles 
991, 90, 95, 22, 4, 8, 19, 16, 57, 76, 144, 2 vehicles 
952, 93, 113, 25, 6, 9, 20, 17, 59, 81, 146, 0 vehicles 
971, 94, 100, 23, 5, 7, 19, 17, 58, 79, 147, 1 vehicles 
895, 63, 63, 25, 5, 4, 12, 20, 73, 78, 145, 0 vehicles 
1081, 99, 67, 22, 4, 7, 14, 15, 63, 83, 159, 1 vehicles 
1084, 104, 113, 20, 4, 7, 15, 15, 65, 86, 185, 0 vehicles 
861, 64, 56, 19, 4, 3, 12, 18, 73, 81, 146, 0 vehicles 
1001, 82, 69, 17, 6, 5, 11, 11, 50, 70, 112, 1 vehicles 
1645, 144, 186, 23, 4, 7, 21, 14, 59, 68, 136, 0 vehicles 
1039, 83, 97, 23, 6, 5, 12, 13, 58, 88, 181, 1 vehicles 
731, 87, 94, 20, 4, 9, 15, 18, 52, 82, 156, 1 vehicles 
665, 99, 84, 12, 6, 7, 12, 11, 44, 77, 150, 0 vehicles 
669, 86, 87, 14, 7, 7, 12, 12, 46, 75, 147, 0 vehicles 
813, 93, 94, 24, 4, 7, 13, 17, 47, 78, 147, 0 vehicles 
570, 69, 86, 17, 3, 12, 14, 17, 44, 70, 155, 2 vehicles 
552, 85, 83, 17, 4, 13, 9, 15, 49, 71, 160, 1 vehicles 
535, 65, 109, 19, 5, 13, 13, 16, 39, 63, 143, 2 vehicles 
600, 80, 76, 18, 4, 6, 14, 10, 49, 64, 152, 1 vehicles 
568, 89, 97, 15, 4, 8, 14, 12, 44, 73, 145, 0 vehicles 
989, 112, 96, 27, 8, 4, 10, 12, 51, 67, 134, 5 vehicles 
1241, 79, 109, 22, 8, 2, 10, 9, 29, 32, 68, 1 vehicles 
1566, 82, 166, 23, 11, 5, 6, 7, 31, 35, 86, 26 vehicles 
1148, 65, 80, 12, 4, 6, 10, 15, 25, 19, 51, 9 vehicles 
2163, 103, 258, 51, 13, 5, 17, 10, 34, 31, 74, 33 vehicles 
2366, 111, 225, 39, 18, 5, 14, 9, 37, 35, 80, 37 vehicles 
2844, 87, 392, 98, 33, 6, 14, 19, 60, 39, 58, 4 vehicles 
5255, 114, 1150, 130, 38, 14, 31, 21, 53, 25, 34, 1 vehicles 
7256, 176, 1077, 99, 39, 15, 37, 16, 48, 22, 40, 3 vehicles 
7634, 152, 376, 65, 15, 13, 70, 14, 17, 4, 1, 1 vehicles 
7653, 91, 645, 47, 12, 8, 44, 8, 8, 1, 1, 1 vehicles 
10532, 119, 384, 49, 11, 7, 53, 4, 6, 0, 1, 1 vehicles 
10869, 104, 350, 51, 14, 6, 45, 7, 7, 0, 1, 0 vehicles 

(4)  204 days  
5 days 
4 days 
17 days 
12 days 
7 days 
6 days 
17 days 
7 days 
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9 days 
11 days 
7 days 
7 days 
13 days 
7 days 
17 days 
16 days 
15 days 
6 days 
7 days 
7 days 
7 days 
7 days 
15 days 
12 days 
173 days 
15 days 
13 days 
7 days 
20 days 
9 days 
13 days 
259 days 
8 days 
18 days 
10 days 
19 days 
14 days 
259 days 
10 days 
8 days 
4 days 
14 days 
11 days 
11 days 
41 days 
25 days 
7 days 
13 days 
14 days 
15 days 
7 days 

(5)  6821, 328, 511, 149, 13, 28, 41, 62, 297, 292, 182, 0 vehicles 
5468, 278, 372, 114, 10, 22, 34, 26, 195, 185, 88, 0 vehicles 
4699, 303, 196, 72, 8, 12, 23, 27, 144, 141, 62, 2 vehicles 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
4166, 248, 303, 85, 8, 10, 27, 22, 153, 161, 118, 2 vehicles 
Not applicable  
3404, 178, 222, 94, 26, 11, 24, 24, 164, 151, 71, 0 vehicles 
2809, 128, 133, 78, 9, 7, 19, 31, 147, 140, 95, 1 vehicles 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
1428, 116, 105, 24, 5, 6, 14, 17, 60, 79, 172, 1 vehicles 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
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Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
1238, 109, 95, 42, 3, 8, 16, 13, 50, 68, 115, 1 vehicles 
1075, 104, 114, 20, 4, 8, 15, 16, 67, 85, 174, 1 vehicles 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
1519, 95, 119, 37, 7, 4, 14, 10, 52, 61, 127, 1 vehicles 
901, 117, 120, 21, 3, 9, 14, 12, 57, 67, 140, 0 vehicles 
567, 49, 52, 15, 2, 4, 10, 14, 64, 72, 121, 0 vehicles 
643, 83, 73, 15, 5, 6, 11, 13, 58, 79, 157, 0 vehicles 
685, 83, 87, 16, 6, 7, 11, 13, 55, 78, 159, 0 vehicles 
747, 100, 47, 15, 3, 5, 9, 11, 39, 58, 94, 0 vehicles 
512, 71, 53, 10, 2, 8, 11, 20, 31, 43, 103, 3 vehicles 
464, 59, 88, 12, 3, 14, 9, 16, 30, 53, 126, 2 vehicles 
438, 48, 35, 12, 1, 8, 13, 23, 45, 44, 87, 0 vehicles 
Not applicable  
619, 91, 107, 20, 5, 7, 13, 13, 52, 77, 154, 0 vehicles 
757, 83, 57, 28, 9, 4, 9, 13, 46, 54, 101, 0 vehicles 
1241, 79, 109, 22, 8, 2, 10, 9, 29, 32, 68, 1 vehicles 
1202, 77, 149, 17, 6, 6, 10, 9, 32, 28, 77, 31 vehicles 
1347, 85, 91, 16, 3, 9, 11, 15, 21, 17, 54, 4 vehicles 
Not applicable  
1646, 81, 292, 35, 15, 7, 11, 11, 37, 32, 82, 38 vehicles 
2920, 129, 385, 105, 36, 6, 15, 19, 66, 39, 60, 2 vehicles 
Not applicable  
7422, 142, 907, 140, 35, 14, 30, 25, 58, 33, 30, 3 vehicles 
8995, 155, 534, 73, 12, 10, 63, 22, 21, 2, 1, 0 vehicles 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
10869, 104, 350, 51, 14, 6, 45, 7, 7, 0, 1, 0 vehicles 

(6)  346 days  
5 days 
4 days 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
7 days 
Not applicable  
7 days 
11 days 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
17 days 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
19 days 
181 days 
Not applicable  
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Not applicable  
15 days 
7 days 
15 days 
86 days 
346 days 
24 days 
20 days 
18 days 
5 days 
Not applicable  
346 days 
32 days 
10 days 
19 days 
20 days 
Not applicable  
12 days 
15 days 
Not applicable  
12 days 
18 days 
Not applicable  
Not applicable  
6 days 

WESTERN POWER — SECTION 32 NOTICES 

337. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Treasurer: 
I refer to the answer to question without notice No. 128 of 11 June 2013, and I ask: 

(a) has the Economic Regulation Authority (ERA) issued any section 32 notices to Western Power in the 
past five years; 

(b) if yes to (a), on what dates, and what was the reason for issuing each notice; 

(c) if yes to (a), in each instance, did the ERA receive a response from Western Power; 

(d) if yes to , in each instance, was further action taken by the ERA; 

(e) if yes to (d), in each instance, was the nature of this action a letter of reprimand and/or a monetary 
penalty; and 

(f) in any of the instances in (b), where Western Power did not satisfactorily address the notice, was a 
penalty applied, and if not, why not? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
(a)  Yes 
(b)  8 January 2009 and 17 October 2011. Contraventions of Electricity Transmission Licence (ETL 2) and 

Electricity Distribution Licence (EDL 1) 
(c)  Yes 
(d)–(e) Not applicable 
(f)  No penalties were applied to Western Power by the Authority. 

PUBLIC HOUSING — DERBY 

338. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Agriculture and Food representing the Minister for 
Housing: 

I refer to the Minister’s media statement of 19 June 2013 concerning the Derby accommodation tender, and I 
ask: 
(a) were there any tenders from local Kimberley firms; 
(b) was there any encouragement given to local Kimberley firms to tender; 
(c) will the successful tenderer use fly-in, fly-out labour; 

(d) how many local people will be employed on this project; and 
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(e) how many local Aboriginal people will be employed on this project? 
Hon Ken Baston replied:  
The Department of Housing advises: 
(a)–(b)  Yes 
(c)  No 
(d)  The Department is not able to provide an answer as it is not able to determine how many people will be 

employed throughout the duration of the project. The Department can advise that the successful 
tenderer’s site manager is from Port Hedland and labour is from Derby. 

(e)  This information will be available at the conclusion of the project. The successful tenderer has indicated 
it will aim to achieve a 20% Aboriginal labour content for the project. 

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND WILDLIFE — CULLING OPERATIONS 

340. Hon Rick Mazza to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Environment: 
In respect of culling operations formerly undertaken by the Department of Environment and Conservation, 
including in co-operation with other government agencies and the use of contractors for the financial 
years 2009–10, 2010–11 and 2011–12, please provide the following: 

(a) the number of: 
(i) aerial shoots; and 
(ii) ground shoots; 

(b) the total number of personnel involved; 
(c) the number and species of feral animals culled for each exercise; 
(d) the location of the exercise; 
(e) the total cost of each shoot; and 
(f) the total cost for each animal that was culled? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
The Minister for Environment has provided the following response. 

The Department of Parks and Wildlife (DPaW) is responsible for managing over 26 million hectares of the 
State’s national parks, conservation parks, State forests, timber reserves and nature reserves. DPaW works to 
protect and conserve these areas and the State’s wildlife from the impact of pest animals using a range of 
techniques; aerial and ground shooting are two examples of the techniques used. Under government agreement 
DPaW is also provided with some resources for pest animal control on 89 million hectares of unallocated Crown 
land and unmanaged reserves. 

The cost of culling pest animals is quite variable and is affected by the population density of the animals. As 
density reduces through a successful program unit costs will increase. 
(a)–(f)  [See paper 974.]  

ROADS 2030 REGIONAL ROAD DEVELOPMENT STRATEGIES 

341. Hon Ken Travers to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 
(1) When will the “Roads 2030 Regional Road Development Strategies” be completed by Main Roads? 
(2) Will the Minister table a copy of the strategy? 
(3) If yes to (2), when? 
(4) If no to (2), why not? 

Hon Jim Chown replied:  
(1)  The draft Roads 2030 Regional Road Development Strategies will be presented to the State Road Funds 

to Local Government Advisory Committee (SAC) in December 2013. 
(2)–(4) Once endorsed, the document will be made available to the public, including Members of Parliament. 

RESOURCES SECTOR — PROGRAMMES OF WORK 

343. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Agriculture and Food representing the Minister for Mines 
and Petroleum: 

I refer to the media release of Wednesday, 18 September 2013, “State Government cuts more mining red tape”, 
and I ask: 
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(a) other than the statement contained in the media release saying that Department of Mines and Petroleum 
has increased the validity period for Programmes of Work to four years, has there been a regulatory or 
legislative method used to achieve this extension; 

(b) if no to (a), why not; 

(c) if yes to (a), will the Minister advise the House by which method this has been achieved; 

(d) what consultation process over the changes to the Programme of Work was entered into with which 
parties; and 

(e) on what dates were the increase to the validity period for Programmes of Work to four years 
introduced? 

Hon Ken Baston replied:  
The Department of Mines and Petroleum advises: 

(a)–(c) There have been no changes to regulations or legislation to enable the extension of validity periods for 
Programmes of Work. The Mining Act 1978 has no specific restriction on the validity period for 
Programmes of Work. This was a policy decision that achieves a balance to maintain oversight of 
activities that impact on the environment and minimise administrative burden on tenement holders. 

(d)  The extension to the Programme of Work validity period was one outcome of the Department of Mines 
and Petroleum’s Reforming Environmental Regulation (RER) programme. The RER programme has 
been the subject of extensive and ongoing consultation with industry, conservation groups, stakeholder 
groups (e.g. Pastoralists and Graziers Association), and other Government agencies.  

(e)  The increase to the validity period was introduced by the Department of Mines and Petroleum on 
10 September 2013. 

INDIGENOUS IMPLEMENTATION BOARD — REPORT RECOMMENDATIONS 

344. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
With regard to recommendations of the Indigenous Implementation Board final report, February 2011, 
specifically dot point 1 of Recommendations for the Further Development of Regional Governance on page 21 
and dot points 1 and 2 of Recommendations to Promote Aboriginal Culture on page 22, I ask: 

(a) does the Minister support the recommendations; 
(b) if no to (a), why not; 
(c) has the Minister taken any action to achieve any of the outcomes promoted in the recommendations; 

(d) if no to , why not; 

(e) if yes to , will the Minister please outline them; 

(f) has the Minister established a “culturally legitimate representational system, with funding from 
Royalties for Regions”, as suggested in the recommendations; 

(g) if no to (f), why not; 
(h) has the Minister established a “fund that can be used to leverage support from a range of sectors and 

organisations to allow Aboriginal language centres to preserve and teach Aboriginal languages” as 
recommended on page 22; 

(i) if no to (h), why not; 
(j) have the “Departments working with children and young people established a budget to fund 

community elders and mentors to teach them about their culture and assist to reconnect them to the 
cultural life of their people”, as recommended on page 22; 

(k) if no to (j), why not; and 
(l) if yes to (j), will the Minister please outline what has been done? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  
(a)  No. 

(b)  The State Government tabled it’s response to the recommendations of the Indigenous Implementation 
Boards final report in the Legislative Council on the 14th November 2012.  

As indicated in the response, dot point 1 of Recommendations for the Further Development of Regional 
Governance: The Government’s view is that development of culturally legitimate representational 
systems is best achieved in the context of Native Title agreement-making. 
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Regarding dot point 1 of Recommendations to Promote Aboriginal Culture: The Government is aware 
that there are already a number of language centres across WA, supported by funding from various 
State and Commonwealth agencies and the corporate sector.  

Regarding dot point 2 of Recommendations to Promote Aboriginal Culture: State Government agencies 
are accountable for responding to the diverse needs of their clients through the State’s Substantive 
Equality Framework. 

(c)  Yes. 

(d)  Not applicable. 

(e)  The Member is referred to the State Government’s response to the recommendations of the Indigenous 
Implementation Board final report. The response was tabled in the Legislative Council on 14 
November 2012. 

(f)  No.  

(g)  Refer to (a) and (b). 

(h)  No.  

(i)  Refer to (a) and (b). 

(j)  No.  

(k)  Refer to (a) and (b). 

(l)  Not applicable. 

LAND FARMING — HEALTH CONCERNS 

345. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Agriculture and Food representing the Minister for Mines 
and Petroleum: 

I refer to reports that dairy product buyer, Fonterra Group, has ceased buying milk produced on land affected by 
drilling waste in New Zealand, due to concerns about health effects, and I ask: 

(a) is the practice of mining or exploration waste being applied to farming land, known as “land farming”, 
currently permitted in Western Australia; and 

(b) if yes to (a), will the Minister take action to prevent this practice from occurring? 

Hon Ken Baston replied:  
The Department of Mines and Petroleum advises: 

(a)  Yes, provided all relevant approvals are in place (including but not limited to environmental approval). 

(b)  No 

LAND FARMING — HEALTH CONCERNS 

346. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Agriculture and Food representing the Minister for Mines 
and Petroleum: 

I refer to reports that dairy product buyer, Fonterra Group, has ceased buying milk produced on land affected by 
drilling waste in New Zealand, due to concerns about health effects, and I ask: 

(a) is the practice of mining or exploration waste being applied to farming land, known as “land farming”, 
currently permitted in Western Australia; and 

(b) if yes to (a), will the Minister take action to prevent this practice from occurring? 

Hon Ken Baston replied:  
Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice No 345. 

DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND PETROLEUM — 457 VISA HOLDERS 

347. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Agriculture and Food representing the Minister for Mines 
and Petroleum: 

(1) Are any of the Department of Mines and Petroleum officers 475 visa holders? 

(2) If yes to (1), can the Minister please list them and provide the following information: 

(a) what department sections do they work in; and 

(b) what level they are on? 
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Hon Ken Baston replied:  
The Department of Mines and Petroleum advises: 

(1)  There are no 475 visa holders in the Department of Mines and Petroleum. 

(2)  (a)–(b) Not applicable. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY — MEMBERS 

348. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for 
Environment: 

I refer to my questions (a) to (f) in question on notice No. 107 from 12 June 2013, and the recent ruling by the 
Honourable Chief Justice Wayne Martin, of the Supreme Court of Western Australia, that the Environmental 
Protection Authority’s (EPA) assessment of the Browse LNG Precinct Proposal is invalid, and I ask: 

(a) will the Minister please table all declarations of interest made by EPA members for the period requested 
in question on notice No. 107; and 

(b) given the seriousness of the ruling by Chief Justice Martin, if no to (a), why not? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
The Minister for Environment has provided the following response. 

(a)  No.  

(b)  There is no relationship between the ruling by the Honourable Chief Justice Wayne Martin regarding 
the EPA’s assessment of the Browse LNG Precinct strategic proposal and declarations of interest made 
by EPA members for other projects. 

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE ACT 1972 — HELENA AURORA RANGE 

349. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
(1) Under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972, how many sites are registered on, or in the near vicinity of, the 

Helena Aurora Range (Bungalbin) in the Yilgarn Shire: 
(a) where are these sites; 
(b) when were they registered; and 
(c) what is the reported significance of each of them? 
(2) Has any mining company or its agent sought section 18 consent to destroy, damage or interfere with 

any Aboriginal site or sites in this area at any time in the past five years: 
(a) if yes to (2), which company(s); 
(b) for which sites; and 
(c) when? 
(3) Have any site disturbance or destruction approvals (or consents) been given by the department or 

Minister for Aboriginal Affairs to any mining company in this area in the past five years: 
(a) if yes to (3), to whom; 
(b) in relation to which site or sites; and 
(c) when? 
(4) Based on departmental records, how many Aboriginal Heritage site surveys have been conducted in this 

area in the past ten years, and by whom: 
(a) as a result of these surveys, have any sites been: 
(i) found; and 
(ii) registered? 
(5) Has the mining company Polaris Metals provided any information or reports to the department on: 
(a) sites it is aware of on, or in the vicinity of, the Helena Aurora Range (Bungalbin); 
(b) sites it has identified following surveys in the same area; and 
(c) sites it wishes to destroy or disturb in the same vicinity? 

(6) Have any officials from the Department of Aboriginal Affairs met with any representatives of Polaris 
Metals over the past five years: 

(a) if yes to (6), who were the officers; 
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(b) when did the meeting(s) occur; and 

(c) what was discussed? 

(7) Has the department or Minister of Aboriginal Affairs received any advice or reports from the 
Aboriginal Cultural Materials Committee on the Helena Aurora Range (Bungalbin) area, including in 
relation to its cultural significance to Aboriginal people or the presence of significant cultural values or 
sites? 

Hon Ken Baston replied:  
(1)  There are no registered Aboriginal heritage sites on the Helena Aurora Range, nor are there any within 

five kilometres of this area. 

(a)–(c)  Not applicable. 

(2) (a)–(c)  No. However, Polaris Metals Pty Ltd (Polaris) has sought consent to the use the land which 
comprised a portion of exploration licence E77/842, which contained Aboriginal heritage 
places DAA 18726 (Aurora Ranges Women’s Place), DAA 18730 (Helena/Aurora Ranges 
Gully), DAA 18731 (Helena/Aurora Ranges Engraving), a portion of DAA 18732 (Helena 
Cave), DAA 20336 (KY19), DAA 20342 (KY28), DAA 29178 (J5 Rockhole 1) and 
DAA 29179 (J5 Rockhole 2). A notice was submitted under section 18 of the Aboriginal 
Heritage Act 1972 by Polaris on 28 June 2010. It was withdrawn and subsequently resubmitted 
on 16 July 2010. 

(3)  No. 
(a)–(c)  Not applicable. 

(4)  The Department of Aboriginal Affairs holds ten Aboriginal heritage site surveys relating to the area. 
These surveys have been undertaken by Australian Interaction Consultants, R & E O’Connor Pty Ltd 
and Artefaxion Pty Ltd. 
(a) (i) Aboriginal heritage places were located as a result of these surveys 

(ii)  None of the places recorded in these reports is a registered site. 
(5)  (a)  As a component of its section 18 notice, Polaris provided information, including heritage 

survey reports, about Aboriginal heritage places within the area. None of these places have 
been assessed to be a site. 

(b)–(c)  Not applicable. 
(6)  Yes. 

(a)  The Registrar of Aboriginal Sites, Manager Heritage South and a Senior Heritage Officer. 
(b)  17 August 2010. 
(c)  The section 18 notice from Polaris was received by the Department on 16 July 2010. 

(7)  No. 

STOLEN WAGES REPARATION SCHEME 

350. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
With regard to the Stolen Wages Reparation Scheme Western Australia, I ask: 

(a) is the Minister aware of the claim of Ms Margaret Oakes from Kununurra, whose application to the 
Stolen Wages Reparation Scheme Western Australia was refused because she was born on 
17 February 1958 and not “before 1958” as per the guidelines; 

(b) if yes to (a), is the Minister aware that the guidelines are inconsistent with the legislative and 
administrative history used as the logic for the cut off, which should have been “before 1 July 1958” 
rather than “before 1958” and will the Minister now reconsider Ms Oakes’ eligibility; 

(c) if no to (a), will the Minister consider making an ex gratia payment to Ms Oakes to rectify the anomaly 
in her case; 

(d) does the Minister accept that the establishment of the Stolen Wages Reparation Scheme Western 
Australia raised the hopes of all Aboriginal people for the unpaid work they did that they would finally 
receive the monies owed to them; 

(e) if yes to (d), does the Minister accept that the very narrow guidelines of the Stolen Wages Reparation 
Scheme Western Australia discriminated against many in our community and have cast the Government 
in a very bad light; 
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(f) will the Minister establish a committee of inquiry to examine all aspects of the scheme; and 

(g) if no to (f), why not? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  
(a)  Yes. 

(b)  The eligibility criteria for the Stolen Wages Reparation Scheme (the Scheme) were reasonable and clear 
and were applied consistently in assessing each application. 

(c)  Not applicable. 

(d)  No. 

(e)  Not applicable. 

(f)  No. 

(g)  The Scheme will not be reviewed or reopened. It should be noted that the State Government currently 
invests heavily in measures intended to improve life outcomes for Aboriginal People. These 
investments are to a large degree, based on recognition that the disadvantage experienced by many 
Aboriginal people is a result of discriminatory legislation and policy that existed during the period 
between 1905–1972.  

MOTOR VEHICLES — THIRD PARTY INSURANCE 

351. Hon Nick Goiran to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Treasurer: 
I refer to all motor vehicle third party insurance claims with the Insurance Commission of Western Australia for 
the financial year ending 30 June 2013, and I ask: 

(a) how many notices of claims were received; 

(b) how many claims were settled without the need for a judgment after trial; 

(c) how many claims were finalised by virtue of a judgment after trial; 

(d) further to (b), how many of those claims were settled: 

(i) prior to the issue of a Writ of Summons (or similar); and 

(ii) after the issue of a Writ and at any time up to and including a pre-trial conference; 

(e) further to (b), how many of those claims included a reduction, whether in part or whole, for the general 
damages deductible; 

(f) further to , how many of those claims included a reduction, whether in part or whole, for the general 
damages deductible; 

(g) further to (e) and (f), what is the total in dollar terms of the general damages deductible for those 
claims; 

(h) how many claims remained unresolved; 

(i) in how many of those unresolved claims is liability disputed; and 

(j) in how many of those unresolved claims is the Commission involved in court proceedings? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
(a)  3 509 

(b)  2 671 

(c)  Five 

(d)  (i)  1 592  

(ii)  1 079 

(e)  2 297 

(f)  Two 

(g)  $42 212 583.81 

(h)  6 161 

(i)  708  

(j)  1 120 
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STOLEN WAGES REPARATION SCHEME 

352. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
With regard to the Stolen Wages Reparation Scheme Western Australia, I ask: 

(a) is the Minister aware of the claim of Mr Norman Echo from the Warmun Community in the Kimberley, 
whose application to the Stolen Wages Reparation Scheme Western Australia was refused because 
“Bedford Downs Station, Springvale Station and Ruby Plains Station are not institutions or facilities 
within the scope of the Reparation Scheme”; 

(b) is the Minister also aware that Mr Echo worked on these stations for many years from the age of fifteen 
or sixteen and was not paid by any of them; 

(c) is the Minister further aware that Mr Echo applied for a review of the decision and that this was refused; 

(d) is the Minister aware that many Aboriginal people consider the Stolen Wages Reparation Scheme 
Western Australia to be unfair as they contend that non-payment of wages occurred as a direct 
consequence of State Government policy, regardless of where they worked, and that therefore the State 
Government should apologise and make amends to all Aboriginal people who were affected; 

(e) will the Minister establish a committee of inquiry to examine all aspects of the scheme; and 

(f) if no to (e), why not? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  
(a)  Yes. 

(b)  I am aware of the statements made by Mr Echo in his application to the Stolen Wages Reparation 
Scheme. 

(c)  Yes.  

(d)  Yes. 

(e)  No. 

(f)  The State Government’s response to the issue of stolen wages was largely based on advice from the 
Stolen Wages Taskforce, which found that station workers’ incomes were not controlled directly by 
Government and consequently, fall outside the scope of the Scheme. 

STOLEN WAGES REPARATION SCHEME  

353. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
With regard to the Stolen Wages Reparation Scheme Western Australia, I ask: 

(a) is the Minister aware of the claim of Mr John Echo from the Warmun Community in the Kimberley, 
whose application to the Stolen Wages Reparation Scheme Western Australia was refused because he 
was “not born before 1958”; 

(b) does the Minister consider the guidelines of the Stolen Wages Reparation Scheme Western Australia to 
be fair to all Aboriginal people who had their wages withheld; 

(c) is the Minister aware that Mr Echo was born in 1962 and taken from his family in the East Kimberley to 
Beagle Bay when he was just four, that he went to school and worked there until he turned twelve, that 
he received no wages during this time and his experiences were the same as other children who were 
just a few years older than him yet he was found to be ineligible; 

(d) if yes to , does the Minister consider this to be a fair arrangement; 

(e) is the Minister aware that Mr Echo worked at Bedford Down Station from the age of twelve and that his 
wages were withheld; 

(f) is the Minister aware that many Aboriginal people consider the guidelines of the Stolen Wages 
Reparation Scheme Western Australia to be unfair as non-payment of wages occurred as a direct 
consequence of State Government policy, regardless of their employer and where they worked, and that 
therefore the State Government should apologise and make amends to all Aboriginal people who were 
affected; 

(g) is the Minister aware that there are scores of people at the Warmun community who consider they have 
been unfairly treated as regards the Stolen Wages Reparation Scheme Western Australia; 

(h) if yes to (g), will the Minister meet and listen to their grievances first-hand; and 

(i) if no to (g), why not? 
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Hon Peter Collier replied:  
(a)  Yes. 

(b)  The eligibility criteria for the Stolen Wages Reparation Scheme were reasonable and clear and were 
applied consistently in assessing each application.  

(c)  I am aware of the statements made by Mr Echo in his application to the Scheme. 

(d)  Refer to (b). 

(e)  Refer to (c). 

(f)  Yes. 

(g)  I have received correspondence from a number of Aboriginal people from the Warmun community 
concerning the Scheme. It should be noted that the State Government currently invests heavily in 
measures intended to improve life outcomes for Aboriginal people. These investments are to a large 
degree, based on recognition that the disadvantage experienced by many Aboriginal people is a result of 
discriminatory legislation and policy that existed during the period between 1905–1972. 

(h)–(i)  Not applicable.  

NYOONGAR TENT EMBASSY, HEIRISSON ISLAND 

354. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
With regard to the Nyoongar Tent Embassy set up at the State-listed Aboriginal Heritage Site (ID3589) on 
Heirisson Island in February–March 2012, I ask: 

(a) what was the total Western Australian Police expenditure on surveillance of people camping on the 
island, in accordance with the law, in order to protect a registered Aboriginal Heritage site; 

(b) what was to total Western Australian Police expenditure on raiding and removing these same people; 

(c) how many of the Aboriginal people gathered at this Aboriginal Heritage site were arrested or 
prosecuted for illegal camping; 

(d) how many Aboriginal people were arrested or prosecuted on other charges; 

(e) which of these charges were upheld by the courts and what was the outcome; and 

(f) what actions did the Department of Aboriginal Affairs take to ascertain the status and legitimacy under 
the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 of the Aboriginal people gathered at the Tent Embassy and to advise 
the Western Australian Police of the same? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  
(a)–(e)  Answer will be forthcoming from the Attorney General representing the Minister for Police  

(f)  No. There is no provision within the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972. to investigate the legitimacy of 
people who were gathered at the Tent Embassy. The Department of Aboriginal Affairs did not receive a 
request to provide any advice to the Western Australian Police on any aspects of the Aboriginal 
Heritage Act 1972. 

NYOONGAR TENT EMBASSY, HEIRISSON ISLAND 

355. Hon Robin Chapple to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Police: 
With regard to the Nyoongar Tent Embassy set up at the State-listed Aboriginal Heritage Site, ID3589, on 
Heirisson Island in February–March 2012, I ask: 

(a) what was the total Western Australian Police expenditure on surveillance of people camping on the 
island, in accordance with the law, in order to protect a registered Aboriginal Heritage site; 

(b) what was to total Western Australian Police expenditure on raiding and removing these same people; 

(c) how many of the Aboriginal people gathered at this Aboriginal Heritage site were arrested or 
prosecuted for illegal camping; 

(d) how many Aboriginal people were arrested or prosecuted on other charges; 

(e) which of these charges were upheld by the courts and what was the outcome; and 

(f) what actions did the Western Australian Police take to ascertain, together with Department of 
Aboriginal Affairs, the status and legitimacy under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 of the Aboriginal 
people gathered at the Tent Embassy: 

(i) if none, why not? 
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Hon Michael Mischin replied: 
(a)  Surveillance of persons on Heirisson Island was not conducted by WA Police, however actions of the 

group were monitored during normal police patrols. 

(b)  The cost of WA Police assisting the City of Perth with their actions was not calculated. 

(c)  WA Police did not prosecute any persons for illegal camping.  

(d)  Five persons were prosecuted by WA Police. 

(e)  [See paper 976.] 

(f)  Answer will be forthcoming from the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. 

PORT HEDLAND — IRON-OXIDE DUST 

358. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
In regards to the government ordered study on the health risks associated with iron-oxide dust in Port Hedland, I 
ask: 
(a) is the study still on target to be concluded by 2015: 

(i) if no to (a), why not; and 

(ii) if yes to (a), when exactly will the study be completed; 

(b) will the Minister please list all the people who have been involved in the study, including the dates of 
their involvement and their roles; and 

(c) advise who is currently the chair of the study? 

Hon Alyssa Hayden replied:  
(a)  Yes.  

(i)  Not applicable. 

(ii)  The Health Risk Assessment was scheduled to be completed by the end of 2015; the end date 
has been brought forward to mid-2015. 

(b)  The Health Risk Assessment is being undertaken by Toxikos Pty Ltd, Toxicology Consultants based in 
Melbourne, Victoria. Toxikos will report their findings to the Port Hedland Health Subcommittee 
chaired by the Department of Health which reports to the Premier’s Taskforce chaired by the 
Department of State Development. Toxikos was awarded the contract on 2 September 2013. 

(c)  The Port Hedland Health Subcommittee is chaired by Mr Jim Dodds from the Department of Health. 

THUNDERBOX GOLD MINE — DUST EMISSIONS 

359. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Agriculture and Food representing the Minister for Mines 
and Petroleum: 

I refer to the photos of dust at http://www.robinchapple.com/sites/default/files/2013-10-09%20ThunderBox 
%20Dust.pdf emanating from the Thunderbox Gold Mine on  9 October 2013, and I ask: 

(a) why did this fugitive dust emission eventuate; 

(b) what was the source of the fugitive dust emission; 

(c) was this fugitive dust emission incident reported to the Department of Mines and Petroleum; 

(d) if no to , why not; 

(e) is there a condition contained within the licence condition for the Thunderbox mine that seeks to 
prevent such a fugitive dust emission; 

(f) if no to (e), why not; 

(g) if yes to (e), will the Minister table the licence; and 

(h) if yes to (e), what actions are available to the Minister to prosecute or cause the Thunderbox Mine to 
cease such fugitive dust emissions? 

Hon Ken Baston replied:  
The Department of Mines and Petroleum advises: 

(a)  Officers from the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) have reviewed the photographs. While 
DMP’s investigation into this matter is continuing, the officers consider that the dust emissions were 

http://www.robinchapple.com/sites/default/files/2013-10-09%20ThunderBox%20%20Dust.pdf
http://www.robinchapple.com/sites/default/files/2013-10-09%20ThunderBox%20%20Dust.pdf


 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 19 November 2013] 6143 

 

likely to be the result of high winds passing over exposed tailings which have low moisture content at 
the mine site. 

(b)  The investigating officers of DMP consider that the dust was generated from a tailings storage facility 
on the mine site. 

(c)  Yes 

(d)  Not applicable 

(e)  Yes. Condition 26 of Mining Lease 36/512. 

(f)  Not applicable 

(g)  An extract of the applicable conditions of the tenement is attached [See paper 977.] 

(h)  The investigation of the incident is continuing and DMP will consider the appropriate enforcement or 
prosecution action following the completion of the investigation. The Mining Act 1978 provides powers 
to issue administrative directions where there is a risk of environment harm, and provides for fines, or 
forfeiture to be considered for breaches of tenement conditions.  

ESPERANCE — DUNE SYSTEM 

363. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for 
Environment: 

I refer to the dune system on the corner of Harbour Road and South Coast Highway in Esperance, please see 
photo at http://www.robinchapple.com/sites/default/files/2013-10-09%20Dune%20Esperance.jpg, and I ask: 

(a) did the Environmental Protection Authority approve the removal of part or all of this dune system; 

(b) if yes to (a), when; 

(c) if yes to (a), could the Minister please table a copy of the approval/licence; 

(d) if no to (a), was the dune system removed illegally; and 

(e) if yes to (d), what further action will be taken? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
The Minister for Environment has provide the following response. 

(a)–(c)  No. The Environmental Protection Authority has not received a referral for removal of part or all of this 
dune system.  

(d)–(e)  No. I am advised that the cleared area is part of a road reserve along the South Coast Highway. The 
clearing is covered under the Main Roads Western Australia’s state-wide purpose permit. 

BROWSE LNG PROJECT— ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY 

386. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for 
Environment: 

With regard to the 8 April 2013 decision by the Chairman of the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) that 
the Shire of Broome Local Planning Scheme No. 6 not be assessed, the determination of Chief Justice Wayne 
Martin in The Wilderness Society (WA) Inc. v Minister for the Environment [2013] WASC 307, and the 
Government Gazette No. 29 / 28-Feb-2012 — EV402 in relation to Environmental Protection Act 1986 
Delegation No. 26; and given that, on 31 July 2008, the Chairman formally determined that the EPA would 
provide advice as to the selection of the site for the Browse Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) Precinct; and given 
that, on 16 July 2012, the Chairman, acting alone after determining that EPA members Dr Whitaker, Dr 
Lukatelich and Mr Glennon were conflicted from participating further in the environmental assessment of the 
Browse LNG Precinct, issued Report 1444 recommending that the Browse LNG Precinct could be implemented; 
and given that the Chairman had relied on a process of assessment undertaken by the EPA with the benefit of 
contributions by Dr Whitaker, Dr Lukatelich and Mr Glennon in releasing the second report published 
on 16 July 2012; and given that, on 17 December 2012, the Chairman, together with the Deputy Chairman, 
issued a notice declaring Woodside Energy Limited’s proposal to construct and operate an LNG processing and 
export facility as part of the Browse LNG Hub to be a derived proposal; and given that, on 18 December 2012, 
an application for judicial review of the foregoing decisions was lodged in the Supreme Court of Western 
Australia; and given that, by 8 April 2013, it was clear that the grounds upon which judicial review of the 
decisions were sought included conflict of interest on the part of Dr Whitaker, Dr Lukatelich and Mr Glennon, 
and perceived bias of the Chairman as a result of his long collaboration with the conflicted members during the 
environmental assessment of the Browse LNG Hub; and given that the Chairman knew or should have known 
that conflicts and the appearance of bias on the part of EPA members, including the Chairman, were live issues 

http://www.robinchapple.com/sites/default/files/2013-10-09%20Dune%20Esperance.jpg
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in the then-pending Supreme Court proceeding; and given that the Shire of Broome Local Planning Scheme 
No. 6 incorporates planning provisions and strategies throughout that are premised on development of the 
Browse LNG Precinct spurring future residential, commercial, industrial and other development, I ask: 

(a) can the Minister please explain why the Chairman did not declare a conflict and instead proceeded with 
his 8 April 2013 Shire of Broome Local Planning Scheme No. 6 decision; 

(b) can the Minister please explain why the Chairman did not stand aside from the 8 April 2013 Shire of 
Broome Local Planning Scheme No. 6 decision; and 

(c) in what capacity and using what decision-making process did the Chairman decide that the Shire of 
Broome Local Planning Scheme No. 6 not be assessed? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
The Minister for Environment has provided the following response. 

(a)  I am advised by the Chairman that he did not consider that he had a conflict of interest in making a 
decision under s.48A of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 (EP Act) (WA) in respect of the Shire 
of Broome Local Planning Scheme No. 6. 

(b)  See the answer to (a). 

(c)  The Chairman made his decision under s.48A of the EP Act, in the exercise of delegated authority 
(Delegation No. 9 of 1998, gazetted on 18 August 1998), following review of the potential 
environmental impacts and recommendations of the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority 
in accordance with normal processes. 

KARRI FORESTS — LOGS EXTRACTION 

390. Hon Lynn MacLaren to the Minister for Agriculture and Food representing the Minister for 
Forestry: 

(1) Further to question on notice No. 202, for the year 2012 only, regarding thinning of regrowth karri, 
what volume of extracted logs were: 

(a) karri; and 

(b) other (please specify)? 

(2) How much of the volume was: 
(a) first and second grade karri sawlogs; 
(b) other grade karri sawlogs; 
(c) karri chiplogs; 
(d) first and second grade marri sawlogs; 

(e) other grade marri sawlogs; and 

(f) marri chiplogs? 

(3) What was the volume estimated to be available of: 

(a) first and second grade karri sawlogs; 
(b) other grade karri sawlogs; and 
(c) karri chiplogs? 

Hon Ken Baston replied:  
(1)  (a)  The volume of karri logs was 70,132 cubic metres 

(b)  The volume of other logs was 2,579 cubic metres of Eucalytpus muellerana (yellow 
stringybark) 

(2)  (a)  The volume of first and second grade karri sawlogs was 244 cubic metres 
(b)  Nil 
(c)  The volume of karri chiplogs was 69,888 cubic metres 
(d)–(f) Nil 

(3)  (a)  The estimated volume of first and second grade karri sawlogs was 2,020 cubic metres 
(b)  Nil 

(c)  The estimated volume of karri chiplogs was 55,928 cubic metres. 
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WORKSAFE — OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH MEASURES 

398. Hon Kate Doust to the Minister for Commerce: 
I refer to the Worksafe State of the Work Environment, work–related fatalities, Western Australia 2006–07 
to 2012–13 and ask, since Agriculture, Forestry and Fishing accounted for both the highest percentage and the 
highest number of fatalities for the period, and since there has been a subsequent tragic death in this industrial 
area, what action(s) has the division put in place to reduce the number of fatalities in this vocational area? 

Hon Michael Mischin replied: 
WorkSafe commits significant resources to improving occupational safety and health in the Agriculture, Forestry 
& Fishing industries, including;  

(1)  Ongoing industry liaison aimed at preventing workplace safety incidents from occurring. 

(2)  Provides an annual $70,000 grant to Farmsafe WA Alliance Inc.  

a.  Farmsafe WA Alliance aims to protect farming families and workers — and improve farm 
business performance — through better safety awareness and practices. It is an independent 
not-for-profit incorporated body. The committee consists of farmers, community members and 
industry groups. 

b.  WorkSafe is currently negotiating with Farmsafe WA Alliance Inc. to provide further 
information to those involved in agricultural work. 

(3)  Undertakes proactive programmes such as attendance at industry field days, targeted investigations into 
activities such as broadacre farming and co-ordination of workplace safety activities with other 
regulatory authorities. 

(4)  The production of a variety of publications are available to workplace participants not only in the 
Agriculture, Forestry and Fishing, but to all industry groups.  

(5)  Close liaison with the peak bodies in this sector through a number of activities including the quarterly 
meeting of the Agriculture Industry Safety Group. 

ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS — FUNDS 

453. Hon Adele Farina to the  Attorney General: 
I refer to unspent Royalties for Regions funds as listed on page 11 of the Department of the Attorney General’s 
Annual Report 2012–13, and I ask: 

(a) how much Royalties for Regions funding remains unexpended; 

(b) when were the Royalties for Regions funds originally intended to be expended by; 

(c) on what projects, activities or service were the Royalties for Regions funds to be expended; and 

(d) will the remaining funds be expended in 2013–14? 

Hon Michael Mischin replied: 
(a)  $3.57 million was unspent as at 30 June 2013. 

(b)  Royalties for Regions funds are planned to be spent in the year funding is received. 

(c)  Asset investment projects including the new Kununurra Courthouse, Carnarvon Police and Justice 
Complex and Fitzroy Crossing Courthouse redevelopment. Funding was also provided for some 
regional and remote Aboriginal programs. 

(d)  Yes. 

__________ 

 

 

 



 

 

 


	LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL — SEATING ARRANGEMENT
	Statement by President

	BILLS
	Assent
	1. Coal Industry Superannuation Amendment Bill 2013.
	2. Courts and Tribunals (Electronic Processes Facilitation) Bill 2013.
	3. Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management Amendment Bill 2013.
	4. Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Amendment Bill 2013. 


	PAPERS TABLED
	STANDING COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATION
	Twentieth Report, “Clauses 11 and 12 of the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2013”— Tabling

	STANDING COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM LEGISLATION AND STATUTES REVIEW
	Eighty-second Report — “Extension of Time — Medicines, Poisons and Therapeutic Goods Bill 2013” — Tabling
	Motion

	TOWN OF VICTORIA PARK PARKING AND PARKING FACILITIES AMENDMENT LOCAL LAW 2013 — DISALLOWANCE
	Motion

	JETTIES AMENDMENT REGULATIONS (NO. 2) 2013 — DISALLOWANCE
	Discharge of Order

	TAXI DRIVERS LICENSING BILL 2013
	Second Reading
	Point of Order
	Tabling of Paper
	Debate Resumed


	DISTINGUISHED VISITORS — AUSTRALIAN POLITICAL EXCHANGE COUNCIL
	Statement by President

	QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
	BANNISTER CREEK PRIMARY SCHOOL — MEMBER FOR TANGNEY’S COMMENTS
	777. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Education:
	STATE BUDGET — EDUCATION SAVINGS STRATEGIES
	778. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Education:
	BHP BILLITON PILBARA OPERATIONS — ASBESTOS MANAGEMENT
	779. Hon KATE DOUST to the minister representing the Minister for Mines and Petroleum:
	QUAIRADING–CUNDERDIN ROAD — GRAIN TRANSPORT
	780. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport:
	CHILD ABUSE — CARE OF VICTIMS
	781. Hon STEPHEN DAWSON to the Minister for Child Protection:
	UTILITY SERVICES — CONSUMER ADVOCACY BODY
	782. Hon LYNN MacLAREN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Energy:
	ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS — PEEL REGION
	783. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the minister representing the Minister for Regional Development:
	SWAN DISTRICT HOSPITAL — IVANKA PAVLINOVICH
	784. Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health:
	BUSH FIRE BRIGADES — APPLIANCES
	785. Hon DARREN WEST to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Emergency Services:
	GORGON GAS PROJECT —FLORA AND FAUNA
	786. Hon SAMANTHA ROWE to the minister representing the Minister for Environment:
	BARROW ISLAND — CHEVRON PROCESSING FACILITY
	787. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development:
	EDUCATION — FUNDING CUTS — EFFECTS
	788. Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON to the Minister for Education:
	MULTIPURPOSE TAXIS
	789. Hon ALANNA CLOHESY to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport:
	HOUSING NEEDS ASSESSMENT — SOUTH WEST REGION
	790. Hon ADELE FARINA to the minister representing the Minister for Housing:
	ROBERT TAYLOR — APPOINTMENT — OFFICE OF THE TREASURER
	791. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
	LOT 500 KARRI WAY, FERNDALE — REZONING
	792. Hon LYNN MacLAREN to the minister representing the Minister for Planning:
	CONSTRUCTION SUBCONTRACTOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE SCHEME
	793. Hon KATE DOUST to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Finance:
	GRAIN FREIGHT NETWORK — ROADWORKS
	794. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport:
	WANGKATJUNGKA COMMUNITY — DERELICT HOUSE
	795. Hon STEPHEN DAWSON to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:
	OOMBULGURRI — DEMOLITION
	796. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:
	INTENSIVE LANGUAGE CENTRES
	797. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Education:
	MARINE DEVELOPMENT — EXMOUTH
	798. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the minister representing the Minister for Environment:
	REGIONAL ARTS CENTRES FUND
	799. Hon ADELE FARINA to the minister representing the Minister for Culture and the Arts:
	GRAIN FREIGHT NETWORK
	800. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport:
	WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ELECTORAL COMMISSION
	801. Hon KATE DOUST to the Minister for Electoral Affairs:

	QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 306, 340, 355 AND 359
	PUBLIC SECTOR EMPLOYEES — VOLUNTARY SEVERANCE
	Question without Notice 689 — Correction of Answer

	TAXI DRIVERS LICENSING BILL 2013
	Second Reading
	Sitting suspended from 5.58 to 7.30 pm

	Committee

	ELECTRICITY CORPORATIONS AMENDMENT BILL 2013
	Receipt and First Reading
	Second Reading

	BARROW ISLAND AMENDMENT BILL 2013
	Receipt and First Reading
	Second Reading

	HON BRENDON GRYLLS
	Statement
	House adjourned at 9.51 pm
	__________


	QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
	TRAFFIC COUNT — GREAT NORTHERN HIGHWAY
	TRAFFIC COUNT — ALBANY HIGHWAY
	TRAFFIC COUNT — SOUTH WEST HIGHWAY
	TRAFFIC COUNT — BRAND HIGHWAY
	TRAFFIC COUNT — NORTH WEST COASTAL HIGHWAY
	TRAFFIC COUNT — GOLDFIELDS HIGHWAY
	TRAFFIC COUNT — GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY
	WESTERN POWER — SECTION 32 NOTICES
	PUBLIC HOUSING — DERBY
	DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND WILDLIFE — CULLING OPERATIONS
	ROADS 2030 REGIONAL ROAD DEVELOPMENT STRATEGIES
	RESOURCES SECTOR — PROGRAMMES OF WORK
	INDIGENOUS IMPLEMENTATION BOARD — REPORT RECOMMENDATIONS
	LAND FARMING — HEALTH CONCERNS
	LAND FARMING — HEALTH CONCERNS
	DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND PETROLEUM — 457 VISA HOLDERS
	ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY — MEMBERS
	ABORIGINAL HERITAGE ACT 1972 — HELENA AURORA RANGE
	STOLEN WAGES REPARATION SCHEME
	MOTOR VEHICLES — THIRD PARTY INSURANCE
	STOLEN WAGES REPARATION SCHEME
	STOLEN WAGES REPARATION SCHEME 
	NYOONGAR TENT EMBASSY, HEIRISSON ISLAND
	NYOONGAR TENT EMBASSY, HEIRISSON ISLAND
	PORT HEDLAND — IRON-OXIDE DUST
	THUNDERBOX GOLD MINE — DUST EMISSIONS
	ESPERANCE — DUNE SYSTEM
	BROWSE LNG PROJECT— ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY
	KARRI FORESTS — LOGS EXTRACTION
	WORKSAFE — OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH MEASURES
	ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS — FUNDS


