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THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House) took the chair at 1.00 pm, and read prayers. 

BILLS 

Assent 

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

1. Marketing of Potatoes Amendment and Repeal Bill 2016. 

2. Terrorism (Preventative Detention) Amendment Bill 2016. 

PAPERS TABLED 

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

STANDING COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES AND FINANCIAL OPERATIONS 

Sixty-sixth Report — “Cancellation of Hearings” — Tabling 

HON PETER KATSAMBANIS (North Metropolitan) [1.03 pm]: I am directed to present the sixty-sixth 
report of the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations titled “Cancellation of Hearings”. 

[See paper 4507.] 

Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: The report I have just tabled advises the house that as part of the 2015–16 
annual agency report hearings, the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations has cancelled two 
scheduled hearings with five former institutes of training or technology. The five former institutes were 
dissolved on 10 April 2016 and the new technical and further education structure commenced on 11 April 2016. 
The new structure is only five months into transition from institutes of training or technology to TAFEs. 
Relevantly, staff listed in the five former institutes’ 2015 annual reports have either dispersed to other new 
TAFEs or left the Department of Training and Workforce Development. It has therefore proven difficult for 
former institute staff to attend hearings. For these reasons the committee resolved to cancel the hearings with the 
former institutes. The committee further notes that by the time the fortieth Parliament returns in 2017, the new 
TAFE structure will have been in existence for just over a year. The committee is of the view that it is 
appropriate for the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations in the fortieth Parliament to 
consider conducting hearings after the first year of the new TAFE structure. I commend the report to the house. 

STATUTES (REPEALS) BILL 2016 

Notice of Motion to Introduce 

Notice of motion given by Hon Michael Mischin (Attorney General). 

GREAT SOUTHERN REGION 

Motion 

Resumed from 7 September on the following motion moved by Hon Col Holt — 

That this Council commends the Liberal–National government on recognising the importance of the 
great southern region of Western Australia and applauds the work done by this government to support 
the communities of that region. 

HON COL HOLT (South West — Parliamentary Secretary) [1.05 pm] — in reply: How much time do 
I have in response? 

The PRESIDENT: You have 15 minutes if you wish to use it. You do not have to. 

Hon COL HOLT: Thank you. I will sum up the debate. Thank you to all those who contributed to the debate, 
although I have to say I am a little disappointed in the contribution from Hon Stephen Dawson, who, as 
highlighted in Hansard, could find absolutely nothing in the great southern to congratulate the government on. 

Hon Michael Mischin: It sounded as though it was a terrible place to live. 

Hon COL HOLT: He could find absolutely nothing good to say. That was based on his visit with the member 
for Albany to the Albany region in the great southern. He pointed out some of the potential things that we need 
to fix in the great southern. It was good of him to highlight them and if he is ever in a position to fix them, I look 
forward to him doing so, but to find nothing to congratulate the government on was disingenuous. 

 



5892 [COUNCIL — Wednesday, 14 September 2016] 

An opposition member: He doesn’t need to; you can do it yourself. 

Hon COL HOLT: I will do that. He could not even congratulate the government on the new Albany Hospital, 
the biggest hospital development in regional Western Australia, which cost $170 million. This government 
delivered on a project that had been promised to the people of Albany for many years. He could not even see the 
government’s delivery of that project as worth saying it was a job well done. Maybe he needs to talk to the 
member for Albany because he was there with me, the Premier and the Minister for Health celebrating the 
opening of that achievement. I do not know when Hon Stephen Dawson went down to look around the great 
southern, but perhaps he needs to go to some of the spots where I see Peter Watson all the time, such as at the 
opening of the Albany hospice, Hawthorn House, a magnificent facility, again, delivered for the people of the 
great southern–Albany region, and a wide range of facilities to offer to the tourism sector. Hon Sally Talbot 
pointed out that the Anzac centenary was a fantastic event. Again, this government invested in that to make it 
happen. It worked with the federal government to deliver what was a fantastic experience over the centenary of 
Anzac. That event, held at the National Anzac Centre, will hold Albany and the great southern region in great 
stead for many years to come. We have complemented that with a range of initiatives around tourism at 
Torndirrup National Park, with the cantilever platform at The Gap, and the Castle Rock viewing platform. There 
was also the funding, in partnership with Discovery Bay, and what that will offer. This government has made 
a fantastic contribution in working with the local community, local tourism associations and private partners to 
deliver a fantastic tourism experience for the people of the great southern and for all of Australia to visit, yet 
Hon Stephen Dawson could not find anything to congratulate the government on. The list goes on. This 
government has done an enormous amount in Albany and in the great southern. If Peter Watson, the member for 
Albany, had an opportunity to contribute to this debate, I am sure he would recognise the fact that a lot of 
funding has gone into supporting his community and our community in the great southern. It is a pity he is not 
here to do that. It was very disappointing that Hon Stephen Dawson could not find anything at all to congratulate 
the government on during his contribution. 

Much has been done by this government for agriculture in the great southern. Hon Paul Brown highlighted 
some of those achievements. We continue to explore how we can drive changes in our agricultural systems in 
regional Western Australia. We know that we are the best producers of food in the world. We market it well to 
overseas clients and customers, but we know we are on the cusp of driving some better outcomes too because 
we are investing in Water for Food projects across the state. I remember flying from the north and looking 
down at what this wonderful, brown state of ours has to offer. The potential that exists across our agricultural 
and pastoral regions is absolutely outstanding and this government will continue to invest in that. The great 
southern region will be a great part of that. People will continue to reap the benefits of this government’s 
investment in the great southern. There is more to be done; we all know that. None of those problems go away 
easily but this government will continue to fix the ones that are there. We have started doing that and will 
continue to invest. 

In closing, I thank all members who have contributed to the debate. I look forward to the government continuing 
to invest in the Albany and great southern regions. 

Division 

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

Hon Martin Aldridge Hon Peter Collier Hon Alyssa Hayden Hon Michael Mischin 
Hon Ken Baston Hon Donna Faragher Hon Col Holt Hon Helen Morton 
Hon Liz Behjat Hon Nick Goiran Hon Peter Katsambanis Hon Simon O’Brien 
Hon Jacqui Boydell Hon Dave Grills Hon Mark Lewis Hon Brian Ellis (Teller) 
Hon Jim Chown Hon Nigel Hallett Hon Rick Mazza  

 

Noes (10) 

Hon Robin Chapple Hon Adele Farina Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson Hon Samantha Rowe (Teller) 
Hon Alanna Clohesy Hon Lynn MacLaren Hon Sally Talbot  
Hon Stephen Dawson Hon Martin Pritchard Hon Darren West  

            

Pairs 

 Hon Phil Edman Hon Kate Doust 
 Hon Paul Brown Hon Sue Ellery 

 

Question thus passed. 
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VISITORS — MARGARET RIVER ROTARY CLUB AND CURTIN UNIVERSITY 
Statement by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Members, I welcome to the Legislative Council two groups. Firstly, in 
the President’s gallery we have some very important people from the Margaret River Rotary Club who are good 
friends of mine. I am an honorary member of that club. They have come to Parliament today to look at how this 
institution works. Welcome to the Legislative Council. In the public gallery, we have students from 
Curtin University. Welcome to the Legislative Council and the debate on motions on notice. 

EDUCATION PORTFOLIO 
Motion 

HON LIZ BEHJAT (North Metropolitan) [1.16 pm]: I move — 
That this Council congratulates the Liberal–National government on its excellent performance in the 
education portfolio. 

I also welcome the special guests in the President’s gallery and in the public gallery for this very important thing 
that we do on Wednesday afternoons, which is motions on notice. 
I am absolutely delighted to move the motion that this Council congratulates the Liberal–National government 
on its excellent performance in the education portfolio. I can see from the notice paper that I gave notice of this 
motion on 20 June 2013. How did I know on 20 June 2013 that I would be able to stand here today, 
14 September 2016—some 15 months later—and say that this Council congratulates the Liberal–National 
government on its excellent performance in the education portfolio? Apart from sitting down in 2013 to 
forensically work out all of the motions that we could possibly deal with on a Wednesday, how many hours were 
set aside for each motion and the timing of all those things, how did I know that if I put that motion on the notice 
paper in June 2013 that around this time, in the lead-up to the next state election, I would be able to stand here 
and congratulate the government on its performance in the education portfolio? Members might think that I took 
a huge risk in thinking I could say these words today. Before I get on to the subject of education, it shows that 
these motions on notice are a bit of a nonsense. I suggest that future Parliaments may want to look at this whole 
scenario of motions on notice and how often they go onto the notice paper and what they are done for. Generally, 
motions in any institution are done when there are matters of urgency or importance. Of course, we will be 
speaking about a very important issue today and also an issue that is very timely because education is always 
paramount, certainly in my mind and in most members’ minds. There needs to be some tweaking of our standing 
orders to ensure that in future, things may be dealt with differently on a Wednesday. As I said, it demonstrates 
how our standing orders have perhaps got a bit out of sync in how we do that. 
That brings me back to my first question: how did I know that I would be able to stand here today and 
congratulate the Liberal–National government on its excellent performance in the education portfolio and how 
did I know that we would have done such a great job that I would be able to stand here today and say honestly, 
hand on heart, that we have done a fantastic job? I do not have a crystal ball. Some people might like to think of 
me as one of the three witches from Macbeth or something like that, but I can assure them that I do not have 
a crystal ball. I did know that in the first term of the Barnett government we certainly had made massive inroads 
into education, and that that program had started. I also knew on 20 June 2013, when I put this motion on the 
notice paper, that the new Minister for Education had been appointed. The person who was appointed as 
Minister for Education was someone I very fondly consider to be the architect of the independent public school 
system—none other than the Leader of the House and current Minister for Education, Hon Peter Collier. Today 
he gets the title of architect of the IPS. I want members to remember that. 
When the Liberal Party was in opposition during those dark years when the Labor Party had control of the 
government benches, opposition members sat down and wrote policies. At that time, Peter Collier wrote the 
policy that we know today as the independent public school system. He was the architect of that system. He was 
not chosen as education minister in the first government, and that was fine; he was Minister for Training and 
Workforce Development and he had a number of other portfolios. But we knew that, in this term of government, 
he would take over and IPS would go from strength to strength. I know, as I will demonstrate in my contribution, 
that IPS has certainly changed the face of education in Western Australia and now is changing the face of 
education throughout Australia, because guess what? Other states are following our lead with the independent 
public school system. I am very proud. I was quite right in June 2013 when I put the motion on the notice paper. 
I had the foresight to know that I would be able to stand today and say that I congratulate the Liberal–National 
government on its excellent performance in the education portfolio. 
Not only has this government changed the face of public education since the introduction of the independent 
public school system, but also public education has gone from strength to strength. For the first time ever, we are 
seeing parents take their children out of the private school system and put them into the public school system 
because of the results that we are getting from our independent public schools throughout the state. Of course, 
that comes down to the fact that this government and the architect of IPS had the foresight to introduce that 
policy and strengthen it over the years. It is now in practice. 
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I will give members some figures on IPS. The problem government members will have today is that there is so 
much information we have to impart on this subject that time will get the better of us. I have some quite 
interesting statistics to share with members about the IPS system, and when I find them, I will share them. 

We are leading the nation in empowering public schools, which is what the independent public school system does. 
It empowers schools to be the master of their own destiny, as long as they stay within the curriculum. This initiative 
represented a significant step away from the centralised one-size-fits-all approach that we had seen in the previous 
50 years. I am a product of the public school system. I went to Scarborough high school for one year and then the 
family moved so I went to Churchlands Senior High School for the last years. Churchlands is now an independent 
public school, but at that time it was part of the centralised public school system. We had no choice about what we 
wanted to do because there was one curriculum and everyone had to fit into it. The only reason I went to 
Churchlands rather than City Beach high school, which was the school for the area, was that I wanted to study 
German. I could not do that at City Beach but I could do it at Churchlands, so I went there. There was not much 
flexibility in the system at that time, and that is one thing that we certainly see with this system. 

The schools that have become independent public schools have become more autonomous and have done so on 
the basis of each school community exercising choice, demonstrating readiness and undergoing a comprehensive 
transition training program. I will talk a lot more in depth about IPS, because we do not get the opportunity that 
often—we might get to make a member’s statement or contribute to some legislation—to drill down into IPS and 
what it is about. Later in my contribution, I will share with members my experiences of two aspects of IPS. 

In 2010, we commenced with 34 schools in the IPS system. Today, in 2016, there are 445 schools in the IPS 
system. That has not come about because this government has compelled schools to become independent public 
schools. We have not said, “This is the way we are doing it.” We have invited schools to apply to become 
independent public schools and gain the autonomy that they want. They have applied of their own volition to 
become independent public schools because they have seen what has happened with the original 34 schools, how 
they have flourished and how well they have done, and they want to become part of that system. In 2010, there 
were 34 schools and in 2016 there are 445. That IPS figure constitutes 57 per cent of all public schools, so 
72 per cent of our teaching staff and 75 per cent of public school students are now part of the IPS system. 

As I said in my brief introduction, other states are now starting to follow us with the IPS system. I know that our 
minister is always giving advice to other education ministers at Council of Australian Governments meetings or 
whatever their ministerial council is called. In fact, at one stage before Hodgman became Premier of Tasmania, 
the opposition education spokesman got in touch with me, as an IPS chairman, to talk about my experience of 
IPS because Tasmania wanted to introduce the same system. As I said, Western Australia has taken the lead in 
that area. 

The IPS initiative breaks new ground in the reform of public education in this state, including in the critical areas 
of leadership, specifically with an advanced leadership program that draws heavily on independent research that 
identifies the kind of leadership that links greater school autonomy with improvements in teaching and, 
ultimately, benefits for students; a fellowship program, which I will also speak about in more detail if I get the 
opportunity because I am familiar with a couple of people who are undertaking the program at the moment, that 
acknowledges the very best principals and extends their influence and expertise both within their schools and 
beyond their own school communities to benefit all public school students; and a school board development 
program to strengthen the operations and effectiveness of school boards. This is part of what people get to know 
when they become part of the IPS system, which I am very familiar with. 

In term 1 this year, 138 schools attended one of a series of one-day briefings that captured the philosophy, nature 
and requirements of increased autonomy. With increased autonomy comes responsibilities, and that is one of the 
things that people are telling me they are thriving on. It is not this central “Silver City”, as we used to know it, 
telling people what they should be doing; it is the communities that make up the governing boards of these 
schools and the principals working in collaboration. In fact, Ashdale Secondary College, where I am chairman of 
the board, has a very good relationship with Curtin University. Students from Curtin University come into the 
school quite often to do part of their studies. It is a collaborative thing that happens. 

As I said, more and more schools are applying to become part of the IPS system. Without letting out too many 
secrets, because I do not know many secrets, all I can say is that I am pretty sure that very, very soon—I mean 
very, very soon — 

Hon Peter Collier: Very soon. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Thank you, architect. Very soon there will be a further announcement. We know that 
a number of other schools that are not part of the IPS system have applied to become part of that system, so an 
announcement will be made imminently. All I can say is watch this space. 

Why did I want to talk about education in particular? I am not a teacher, as people know. That is not my 
background; it is not any of the expertise that I brought to this place. Those members who were in this place 
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when I was first sworn in in May 2009 may recall that on 16 June 2009, I delivered my maiden speech to this 
chamber. I know that those members who were here will remember exactly what I said because they would have 
been hanging on every word. However, for those members who were not here, let me read part of that speech 
from Hansard on 16 June. I was talking about our schools and I said — 

I am encouraged by some of the programs being run in our schools today, such as the Virtues Project, 
which I am familiar with through my son who attends Ashdale Primary School—a government school 
in the suburb of Darch, which is another great area of the North Metropolitan Region. 

Of course, that is a region that I am very proud to represent. 
Hon Alyssa Hayden: It is all coming back to me now. 
Hon LIZ BEHJAT: It is coming back to the member now. I am sorry that she has to sit through the speech 
again but she can mouth along with me if she likes. It continues — 

Each fortnight, the students, under the guidance of their teachers and their peer support groups, 
concentrate on learning and practising one of the virtues from the project. The virtues are too numerous 
for me to list today in total, but examples include caring, compassion, consideration, diligence, 
enthusiasm, honesty, humility, humour, loyalty, justice, unity, and so the list goes on. In fact, when 
I was looking through the list to prepare for today’s speech, it struck me that the virtues that I have just 
mentioned are ones that we as members of Parliament should adopt and adhere to—especially when it 
comes to the way in which we frame legislation and deal with each other during our debates and 
deliberations. I highly recommend the full list of virtues to all members and I am happy to pass it on 
later as compulsory reading if members wish. 
Some members may think it is an indictment of parents today that it is our teachers who are teaching 
our children virtues, and not the parents themselves, but perhaps some parents were not brought up this 
way and they in turn will now be learning from their children—this is not a bad thing. 

This is the part I really want to talk about today — 
I pay tribute to all those who have taken up the vocation of teaching. I affirm that they are a precious 
commodity charged with the education of our future generations and I know that they all undertake 
their commitment to their vocation with the utmost of pride and professionalism. I know that I still 
think fondly about a number of my teachers from my schooldays and I thank them for the values that 
they, together with my parents, helped instil in me. 
In today’s hectic and electronic society we must ensure that we carry forward those old-fashioned 
values such as good manners, respect and caring for each other. These are the values that we must all 
hold dear, no matter what avenues we pursue in our daily life. If we do not maintain respect for 
ourselves and our fellow Australians regardless of creed, religion or colour, what hope have we got of 
maintaining the peace and the fantastic lifestyle that we all enjoy today? 

That was taken from my maiden speech back in 2009, which sets out why I think education is important. I was 
quite right when I said that the people who take up teaching as a vocation are a precious commodity because 
they are charged with the future of our children. I am so passionate about education because of the wonderful 
opportunity that I was given by some amazing teachers during my time at school, and also the wonderful 
education that my only child received. In my maiden speech in 2009 I said that he was a student at 
Ashdale Primary School. Time has moved on. He left Ashdale Primary School and went through five years at 
Ashdale Secondary College. He is now in his first year at the University of Western Australia studying 
a commerce degree with a double major in accounting and marketing. All of that is attributed to the fact that he 
was able to go through the independent public school system. We want to congratulate this government on its 
performance in education and the inroads it has made because we know that education is the key to much in our 
daily lives. I am sure that you, Mr President, as a former teacher in the profession, will know that education is 
the key to much in this life. 
Hon Peter Collier: He taught me. 
The PRESIDENT: I had some very good students at some stages of my career. 
Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I think you, Mr President, might have had the future architect of IPS as one of your 
students at one time. Members can see how education spreads out, creates networks and encompasses many 
wonderful things. We know that it can be the key to help take people out of poverty. It can help address issues of 
inequality, bigotry and all sorts of other social issues, including health and general wellbeing. It is fundamental 
that any civil society has a good education system. On this side of the house, we are proud of the education 
system that we have provided to our children and will provide to future generations. 
We have four hours of debate on this education motion. I will spend my time talking generally about IPS and 
some of the other initiatives surrounding IPS. As is the usual case when we debate motions on Wednesday, there 
may be some negative thoughts and contributions from members on the other side of the chamber—I do not know. 
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They may choose not to do that, but I want to caution people to think long and hard about one thing before they 
make any negative comments about this education motion: they should think about which government has put 
a teacher in front of every classroom since it came into government, and which government has ensured that of all 
the states, we have the highest paid teachers. I wanted to issue that little word of caution to members before they 
speak to the motion. The architect knows the answer to that and I am sure that he will be able to elucidate that 
during his contribution. We know two things that can be attributed to the Barnett Liberal–National government 
since it came into power in 2008. Never has a class commenced on any day, in any term, in any year without 
a teacher in front of it. The same cannot be said about the previous government. We also know that through 
negotiation and the systems that we have put in place, of all the mainland states, this state has the highest paid 
teachers, and they absolutely deserve it. It is not an easy task to be a teacher. It is not something that I could ever do 
or that I would have the patience for, from what I have seen when I have been in classrooms observing the 
wonderful work of teachers. They deserve every single dollar that they earn. When we came onto the government 
benches, we made sure that by negotiating, the wrongs were rectified so that teachers would have a very good pay 
system. In the past, once a teacher reached level 3, they did not stay in front of the classroom; they went off to 
perform other administrative and managerial roles within schools or within the department itself. Now we have 
a number of level 3 teachers who are earning, on average, about $100 000 a year and they are staying in front of the 
classroom. It is vitally important to get these well-experienced, young and vibrant teaching professionals—I think 
the average age of teachers throughout the IPS system is 34.5 years—working at level 3 and staying in front of the 
classroom, and we have structured the wages in such a way that that can happen. 
We will talk about IPS and the valuable role that it plays in the system. We will talk about programs that we 
have put in place to deliver better outcomes for the students, regardless of their ethnicity, cultural heritage, 
mental capabilities and socioeconomic circumstances, and that in itself is very important. This is a vast state; 
there is no doubt about it. We all know the size of Western Australia. However, we must be able to look after 
children from every background to ensure that they get the best that education has to offer. We also have to make 
sure that pathways for our children’s future are defined and are not necessarily preparing them just to go to 
university. When I was in school all those years ago, a student went through to year 12 and then on to university 
or they left school after year 10 to go to a TAFE college or to do an apprenticeship or something like that. We 
now know that we want to keep the students in the system for the entire 12 or 13 years—if we look at the very 
beginning of the 13 years of structured education—and pathways have been made available for people of all 
capabilities. Only about 21 per cent of our students go on to university, so we need to make sure that the 
programs we put in place are fitting for all those people. 
We are also going to talk about how much we value the teaching profession, which I have already touched on 
briefly. During the course of this debate, other members on my side of the house will contribute in specific areas 
and talk about advances and successes in their regions. I could wax lyrical about the north metro region, but 
I will probably concentrate, as I said earlier, on Ashdale Secondary College, because I am intimately familiar 
with what goes on there. Members on my side of the house will also make some contributions on what is 
happening in the rural and remote areas of the state, because, as I have said, this is a vast state and there are 
many differences. However, that is exactly what the independent public school system does. It enables us to 
cater for the differences in not only the student make-up and the socioeconomic make-up of the area, but also the 
physical location of the area. What we can achieve in the city we might not be able to achieve in the country, and 
some things that we can do in the country we might not be able to do in the city. However, through IPS, and in 
collaboration with the community, we are able to accommodate those differences. We will also talk about the 
importance and expansion of the school chaplaincy program, school psychology services, suicide prevention 
programs, and services in the area of disability and, very importantly, autism. 
I now want to come back to IPS. People know that I am passionate about IPS, for two reasons. As I have said, 
my son, Ali, is a product of the IPS system. He successfully completed his Western Australian Certificate of 
Education exams and has now gone on to university, and hopefully he will be a big success in whatever he 
chooses to do in his life. The education that he was given at Ashdale Secondary College has given him a great 
background to continue with his education. He now lives at college and not with us in the suburb of Darch, 
which is where the school is located. However, he is coming back to our area this afternoon, because he is 
tutoring one of the year 10 boys at Ashdale Secondary College in maths and physics. Ali excelled in those areas, 
and he wants to give back to the school that gave so much to him. Former students at Ashdale Secondary College 
are now tutoring the current students at the school, and that is fabulous, because it means that the connection 
remains and it shows that the school is part of the community. 
There may be members who have not yet had the good fortune to visit Ashdale Secondary College. My 
colleague Hon Peter Katsambanis from the north metro region has visited the school. The Minister for Education 
has visited the school, and he came to the school recently to take a law and politics class. The Leader of the 
Opposition has also visited the school. I am not sure whether my colleague Hon Martin Pritchard is yet to visit 
Ashdale Secondary College. As chairman of the board, I extend an invitation to him to visit our school at any 
time. It is a stand-out school in our area. 
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Ashdale Secondary College has existed for only nine years. It is brand new. It opened nine years ago with only year 
8 students, and the number of students has grown as the years have progressed. In fact, when the school first started, 
the buildings were not ready, so the classes were held at Madeley Primary School. Ashdale Secondary College was 
an independent public school from the outset, and that meant that we had fabulous people on the board. I was not 
chairman of the board at that stage. I have been chairman for only the past five years. The board was able to 
engage in collaboration right from the beginning and get Scitech to come on board, because although the school 
is a specialist science and technology school, when the school opened at Madeley Primary School, obviously no 
science laboratories were available, so Scitech arranged for our students to be bussed to Scitech to take their 
science classes. The school then opened and students were able to take their classes at the school. 

During the nine years the school has been in existence, it has produced two teachers of the year, and two finalists 
for teacher of the year. Carol Strauss, the founding principal, and still the principal, has been named principal of 
the year. The icing on the cake for me this year is that Ashdale Secondary College is now a finalist in the school 
of the year, along with three other schools. For a school that did not exist nine years ago, to have this as its track 
record is testament to the independent public school system that this government has put in place. It is a science 
and technology school, as I have said. The school has a fabulous board, chaired by me, of course, and we all 
know how fabulous I am! Hon Martin Lewis, we have to sing our own praises sometimes, because if we do not, 
no-one else will do it for us. The school has a fabulous board. We have Alan Brian from Scitech; 
Professor Lynne Cohen from Edith Cowan University; Ayman Hayder, a local businessman; and parent and 
student representatives. We do an amazing job on the board, I think, in selling what the school is all about, and 
that is science and technology. 

We have talked about the dedication of teachers. Recently, a group of teachers at the school got together and 
decided to hold a STEM camp for the students from the primary schools. STEM, which stands for science, 
technology, engineering and mathematics, is a very important area of study, especially for girls. I probably have 
not fully explained how the Ashdale IPS cluster works. Ashdale Primary School, Madeley Primary School and 
Landsdale Primary School are currently part of our cluster at Ashdale Secondary College, and I am happy to say 
that a fourth school, East Landsdale Primary School, will join our cluster in the next academic year. The children 
at these three primary schools interact with the college from a very early age, and definitely from year 4, if not 
earlier, they do some of their classes at the college and get involved in some of our programs. Therefore, when 
children leave primary school and transition to high school, for the students in the Ashdale cluster it is not 
a problem, because they are very familiar with the school and can get on with the work of learning what it is like 
to be in high school. 

As I have said, a group of teachers decided to run a STEM camp for the girls in primary school so that when 
they get to high school they might consider taking STEM subjects. The camp was run on a weekend. It was 
not a sleepover camp. It took place at the secondary college over two days at the weekend. The camp was run 
in collaboration with Scitech, because everything we do in IPS is through collaboration. The notice that 
teachers put out about the STEM camp said that they will need about 30 students to attend in order for it to be 
viable. The teachers gave up their weekend to attend the camp and they very enthusiastically ran a range of 
programs. Sixty-five young girls from the surrounding primary schools participated in that STEM camp to 
learn what sort of STEM careers they might be able to pursue later in life. That, again, is testament to the way 
in which this school and the community runs. Parents are very happy to send their children to Ashdale 
Secondary College because they know that their children will have exposure to some of the finest teachers this 
state has to offer. 

People might think that because I am talking about the school in such glowing terms, it must be in a very wealthy 
and elite area. I want to quote from the “Ashdale Secondary College 2016 Independent Review Findings”. As all 
members would know, every school that is involved in the IPS system is subject to an annual independent 
review. I am pleased to say that Ashdale Secondary College has just come through its second review in glowing 
terms. The review looked at the important features of the school’s context that have an impact on student 
learning, and I quote — 

The college opened in 2009 with 140 Year 8 students. It now has a population of 1512 and this number 
will continue to grow due to increased enrolments in the local primary schools. Currently, the Ashdale, 
Landsdale and Madeley primary schools together with the Secondary College form the Ashdale Cluster, 
which provides a holistic, integrated, K–12 learning environment. The geographic proximity of these 
schools lends itself to partnerships benefitting students, parents and teachers whether they are connected 
with … the primary or secondary stage of schooling. An additional primary school to be located — 

As I mentioned earlier — 

in East Landsdale is planned to open in 2017. This new primary school will eventually further increase 
student numbers of Ashdale Secondary College and it is anticipated that the new primary school will 
also form part of the Ashdale Cluster. 
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This is important — 
The college has an Index of Community SocioEducational Advantage of 1027 placing it in the 4th decile 
of all schools. The college’s ICSEA has increased since the last IPS review undertaken in 2012, when it 
was 988, which is below the Australian mean of 1000. This reflects the changing demography of the 
area. Approximately 35% of students do not speak English at home and this provides challenges for the 
staff in achieving literacy targets. 

That school has been able to achieve wonderful literacy targets. It continues — 
College research also indicates that 52% of parents completed Year 12. The college also acknowledges 
the challenge of encouraging students to aim for a tertiary qualification, which may be due to 88% of 
the parent community not holding a degree. 

Members can see that the school is located in an ordinary area. It is not a leafy green, elite, western suburbs, 
silver-spoon-in-their-mouth area; it is an ordinary area. What has been achieved at that school is an outstanding 
testament to and a snapshot of what has happened in the independent public school system. 
When putting in place IPS—I was not on the architect’s team when that policy was put together; had I been, I am 
sure I would have been a draftsman on policy alongside the architect because I am passionate about education—and 
when building anything, whether it is school infrastructure or any building, very good foundations are needed. We 
know that education is the foundation for life, but the structures we put in place around that must have very good 
foundations. One of the really important foundations in education is the Department of Education. How often do 
we talk in this place about bureaucrats and departments that do not perform, ministers who do not know what is 
going on in their departments and departments going off on tangents and not outlining clearly what they want to 
achieve? I would like to go on the record today and say that I think Sharyn O’Neill, the director general of the 
Department of Education, is by far and away the most outstanding director general in any government department. 
Hon Peter Collier: I second that. 
Hon LIZ BEHJAT: The Minister for Education seconds that. I have not been fortunate enough to be part of 
cabinet, but I know of no other minister who so highly recommends their director general. I have two documents 
here that outline the strategic plans for 2012–2015 and 2016–2019 that this government has put together in 
collaboration with the Department of Education. Excellence and equity is the theme of the 2012–2015 strategic 
plan, and high performance and high care is the forward thinking for 2016–2019. One of the wonderful things 
about the department is that it forever looks at ways to change the system and to make it better. It does not just 
pay lip-service and say, “Yes, minister, we will do this”; it really puts its money where its mouth is. As I said, 
I pay tribute to Sharyn O’Neill and all the people in the department who do a stellar job. 
The “Excellence and Equity: Strategic Plan for WA Public Schools 2012–2015” concentrated on the areas of 
classroom practice, governance and decision-making, staffing, parents and community, support for staff and 
resourcing. Those major areas were looked at and the strategy clearly outlined what lay ahead and the 
opportunities that were going to be available in those areas. In classroom practice, we have moved from having 
less differentiation in the approach to teaching and supporting students to a more tailored and personalised 
approach to teaching and support. We need to know that within the system a child’s individual needs are well 
looked after in the school. Again through my personal experience, I know that certainly holds true. The 
curriculum for students has expanded through programs across schools. We are taking advantage of technology 
and doing things online. If a child is not able to study a subject at their school, it will be offered online. We have 
collaboration across the schools. It is not just the primary and high schools in my cluster that collaborate; 
different high schools in the area collaborate to provide specialist programs, and I think that shows the strength 
of the system that has been created. 
Parents and communities are really important. I know that when I went through high school, my parents were not 
very hands on—probably luckily in some respects—in my education. I did very well at school and I enjoyed it, 
but there was no real communication and there was no community spirit. In the system we have now, parents are 
encouraged from the beginning to be involved. They come onto boards, there are rotations through the boards 
and regular meetings are held with parents. Parents know exactly what IPS will deliver to students. 
I have spoken about the importance of teachers, but the IPS scheme—this is through the foresight of the minister 
and the director general—has developed a fellowship program. The minister may talk about the funding of that 
program and how that funding came about, but because we were talking about it the other night, I will not do so 
because I think time will get away from me if I do. The existence of the independent public school principals’ 
fellowship program is a result of the foresight of the Liberal–National government and its desire to achieve 
excellent performance in education. As I said, Carol Strauss is the principal of Ashdale Secondary College and 
one of her deputy principals, a young woman—I am sure she will not mind me saying—aged 34, Melesha Sands, 
was, at the beginning of this year, appointed principal of Swan View Senior High School. She was chosen 
recently, along with 19 other principals from around the state, to participate in the fellowship program. People 
might say, “Big deal! It’s a fellowship program. What does that do?”, but those people get to go to 
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Harvard University in the United States. I think that is amazing. Everyone knows about Harvard Law School and 
the Harvard Business School, and they definitely know about the Harvard Graduate School of Education. Those 
principals who were selected for the fellowship recently attended a two-week session at Harvard University. The 
fellowship is a partnership with Harvard University to offer participants the opportunity to meet peers from across 
the world, and they got together with a number of principals from across the world and did an intensive program. 
They do not just get sent off on what people might think is a two-week junket to Harvard University; it is an 
incredibly tough program and they come back and are involved in a short-term change project with executive 
mentoring, and through that there will be further system reform. They choose a project in which they want to be 
involved. They collaborate with other fellows from the Harvard University program and they are given 
a mentor—someone within the department who has more experience than they—whom they can bounce ideas 
off. That in itself encourages someone like Melesha, who, at a young age, is a principal of an independent public 
school. She will now be a graduate of the Harvard education fellowship program. She will stay in that system 
and she will have many years ahead of her in which she will be able to contribute very much to the independent 
public school system. 
When I started preparing my contribution to this motion today, I thought that time would probably get ahead of 
me and I would not be able to go through all the amazing achievements of this government. Before my time runs 
out, I will very quickly go over some of the statistics, facts and figures. I have given members a fairly good 
insight into the IPS system and how much I value it, how much it is valued in our community and how much 
people in the Ashdale Secondary College community value the work that is going on. I will quickly look at some 
statistics and the investment that we have made in public education. Since we came into government, investment 
in public education has increased by 70.3 per cent over the last decade. It has increased from $2.8 billion in 
2007–08—that figure is nothing to be sneezed at—to an estimated $4.8 billion in 2016–17. That is what this 
government has been, and will be, investing in education. Every one of those dollars is very valuable. I am very 
proud to stand in this place today and talk about the achievements of this government. 
Based on projected student enrolments, the average spend on a full-time equivalent student in 2016–17 will be 
$16 784, which is an increase of $4 951, or 41.8 per cent, for each student compared with the 2007–08 budget. 
I could put many more facts and figures on the record in my contribution today but others will have to do that, 
including the minister when he makes his contribution, and my colleagues. 
All that is left for me to say is that I am absolutely delighted that on 20 June 2013 I had the foresight to put this 
motion on the notice paper so that we could all stand here and talk over four hours about the achievements of the 
Barnett Liberal government. I congratulate the government for those achievements. I am very proud to be on this 
side of the house and I commend the motion to the house. 
HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [2.02 pm]: It will not surprise the 
house to learn that I will not agree to congratulate the government on its claim of excellent performance in the 
education portfolio, but I am very happy to put on the record my appreciation of those people on the ground in 
WA schools and in school communities who do excellent work every day. I congratulate them for that. 
I agree with one of the points made by Hon Liz Behjat: education is indeed transformative. It is the single 
biggest intervention that the state will make in a citizen’s life. From time to time, we may interact with the health 
system. Public health matters, such as having clean water, sewerage systems and those sorts of things, are 
important interventions in the lives of citizens. But the intervention that the education system has in the life of 
every single one of us, and the capacity for the education system to transform lives and to make parents’ 
postcodes, degree of education and income completely irrelevant to the outcome, is bar none. That is why it is 
important that we get it right and why it is disappointing that I do not think this house can congratulate the 
government on its claim of an excellent performance. 
In the gallery today are parents of students who attend a number of schools in the western suburbs and the inner 
western suburbs of Perth. Some of them are part of a Facebook group called “We Need a High School”. The 
issues that those parents face, which I want to touch on in my comments today, are about the capacity of existing 
schools, poor planning for future schools, and their aspirations and frustrations, I guess, as parents of students 
who attend overcrowded schools in our inner-city areas and in the western suburbs in particular. These are not 
the only parents whom I have had conversations with about these kinds of concerns. Parents in those inner-city 
areas where density is increasing have real issues. Many of those schools are very old. Some of the first schools 
built in the state are in those inner-city suburbs. They are on much smaller land footprints than the land 
footprints that we make for schools that we build in 2016. Those old schools are at capacity. Many of them are 
overcrowded. Those parents want real solutions for those schools. We have pressure points in those high-density 
areas in the inner city and pressure points up the west coast because of decisions that were made, depending on 
which schools we include in the cache of schools that were closed, going back 15 or 20 years, and we have real 
pressures on schools in our new outer suburban population growth areas. Some of the parents in the gallery today 
are here to listen to this debate. I think they will be pretty keen to hear what the minister has to say about his 
plans to address their issues. 
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I want to talk about the “We Need a High School” group. I encourage members to look at their Facebook page, 
which sets out why the parents in this group got together and decided to be more active in ensuring that the 
future for their children in public education is as good as it could be. I will quote what they say about the 
description of themselves as a group. The page states — 

Raise awareness and gather support for a much needed high school in the WA western suburbs. We 
believe in access to high quality public education for all. 
We are a group of parents and community members in Perth’s western suburbs who have serious 
concerns about the capacity of our local high schools to manage growing student numbers. 
In particular, we feel that the WA Government’s current strategy to deal with increasing student 
numbers is not sufficient. 
Department of Education plans to increase the capacity of existing high schools not only falls short of 
meeting the predicted demand but also means further overcrowding at these schools which will have 
a negative impact on educational outcomes. 
A new high school in the western suburbs is a necessity and we cannot wait another decade for this to 
happen. 
This page — 

They are talking about the Facebook page — 
is intended to act as a community forum to raise awareness of the issues and encourage discussion. 
Our aim is to seek answers from the Education Minister and effect change in the planning and timing of 
the construction of a new high school. 
We believe in access to high quality public education for all. 

I wanted to talk about another group of parents—to a certain degree, there is some overlap—who wrote to me 
and the Minister for Education in August. These are parents from the inner-city area where there is higher 
density. The letter is signed by eight parent representatives on school boards. It is about a schools planning 
forum in August 2016 and states — 

On behalf of the School Boards and P&C’s of the signatory schools below, we would like to invite you 
to participate in the Schools Planning Forum to be held in August 2016. 

They talk about the dates they are suggesting. It continues — 
As you would be aware, there is great concern amongst our school communities regarding the 
increasing pressure on our primary schools and the overcrowding of our local secondary schools. 
As representatives of our school communities, we have been liaising with each other to discuss our 
mutual concerns and work towards a productive solution to the problem. We envisage this forum as an 
opportunity to engage with the key decision makers about the existing plans to address the school 
overcrowding issues. As parents, we also see this forum as an opportunity to have input into the 
planning decisions that will impact on our children’s primary and secondary schooling. 
From discussions at our preliminary meetings, and broader discussion with parents at our schools, there 
is a strong sense of concern at the information vacuum that currently exists surrounding secondary 
schooling for our children. 
Parents are concerned their children will be graduating primary school at a time when your own public 
projections are forecasting a 2000+ shortfall in secondary school places locally. With the information 
we have to hand, our only option in public schooling will be to send our children to a school bursting at 
the seams. 
In response to the broad range of issues concerning our collective schools, we believe there are two 
main issues to be addressed. Firstly, the enrolment pressure on our primary schools and the subsequent 
overcrowding of these school premises. The second issue is the pressure on our secondary schools and 
our concern about the enrolment projections for Churchlands SHS and Mount Lawley SHS.  
As a result of discussions, we believe a two-pronged approach is required to deal with the secondary 
school problem. The first, a short term solution, would see the opening of a City Beach (or nearby) 
secondary school along the original time frame of 2019/2020. The second, a long term solution, would 
see a new inner city secondary school open with a view to easing the pressure on the surrounding 
secondary schools (including Churchlands, Mt Lawley and the new City Beach SHS). 
In addition to our preliminary discussions, we require further information from yourself and the 
Education Department in order to present informed and constructive options to our school parents at the 
proposed forum. 
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… 
We appreciate that some information may be commercial-in-confidence (such as lease values, land 
costs etc) and we do not require that level of detail. If you are unable to provide the requested 
information, we would appreciate the reasons as to why the information is being withheld. 

Under the heading “Primary School Planning” these parents asked — 
1. What do the Department’s growth charts for North Perth Primary, Kyilla Primary, 

Mount Hawthorn Primary, Highgate Primary, West Leederville Primary, Churchlands 
Primary, City Beach Primary, Floreat Park Primary, Doubleview Primary, and Woodlands 
Primary schools predict the growth in enrolments to be for the decade 2016–2026 
(on a year-by-year basis)? 

2. What is the department’s plan to deal with the projected enrolment in these primary schools 
over the next decade, with particular reference to building works and/or land acquisition plans? 

3. Are the Department’s Master Plans/ Strategic Plans for each of the above mentioned schools 
available for parents to view (please provide details)? 

In respect to a proposed school at the City Beach site, the parents ask — 
4. What factors contributed to your decision to delay the City Beach High school until 2027? 
5. Are any negotiations currently taking place, or a planned to take place, with the 

International School to negotiate an earlier release of their lease? 
6. What action, if any, is being taken to explore the four other potential City Beach school sites 

nominated in your October 2015 media statement ‘Western Suburbs School Planning Underway? 
7. If any of the four sites have been ruled out, please detail the reason(s) why each site was 

deemed unsuitable. 
In respect to secondary school planning, the questions are — 

8. I refer to the following statements on the Education Department website and ask; What is the 
plan to deal with the remaining 2000+ shortfall in secondary school places between 2019 and 
2026? 

The quote from the website is — 
‘Projections show that there will be a shortfall of available school placements for 
approximately 4000 students in the western suburbs by 2026.” 

AND 
‘The strategy includes creating a further 2000 places by expanding the capacity of 
Shenton College and Churchlands Senior High School.’ 

9. What is the projected enrolment growth rate at Mount Lawley SHS during 2019–2026 as 
a result of increased students at feeder schools such as Highgate, North Perth and 
Kyilla Primary Schools? 

10. Has the department considered the further pressure on Mount Lawley SHS if parents at 
Mount Hawthorn PS and West Leederville PS opt to enrol their children there 
(as Churchlands SHS and Shenton College become increasingly overcrowded)? What will the 
projected enrolments be at MLSHS under these circumstances? 

In respect to an inner city secondary school, the parents ask — 
11. Other than the City Beach High school, are there any plans in place to build a new secondary 

school in the inner city and/or western suburbs between 2019/20–2026/27? 
12. How far have these plans progressed? 
13. What potential sites/ potential suburbs have been identified? 
14. What are the criteria for any new sites, with reference to: 

• access to transport 
• availability of green space 
• site size and student capacity 
• capacity of the site for future expansion 
• timeframe to build and commission new facilities 
• other criteria … 
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15. What is the available budget for any new school site? 
16. What is the time frame for any proposed build? 

In respect to school boundaries, the parents ask — 
1. What is the proposed catchment zone for the new City Beach High School? 
2. Who has the final say on school boundary zones? Is it the Education Department or the 

Minister? 
3. Does the department have any plans to amend the local in-take boundaries for Churchlands SHS, 

Shenton College, Mount Lawley SHS, and if so, what is the time-frame for these changes? 
4. If yes, to above, what consultation will be undertaken with parents prior to any decisions being 

made? 
The letter continues — 

As you would appreciate, parents make decision about where to live based on many factors, including 
the school boundary zones in which their house is situation. Parents are feeling very nervous about the 
current situation and will appreciate the opportunity to learn more at our Schools Forum. 
We will also be inviting representatives from the Department who can speak to the specific issues we 
have raised. 
Given the importance of this issue and the forward planning implications over the next decade, we will 
also be inviting the Shadow Education Minister to our forum. Local MPs Eleni Evangel and 
Sean L’Estrange, along with the Labor Candidates for Perth and Churchlands, will also be invited. 
We look forward to hearing from you regarding the issues we have raised prior to 5 August. 
Thank you for your assistance. 

That is signed by the board chairs at Mount Hawthorn Primary School, North Perth Primary School, City Beach 
Primary School, Churchlands Primary School, Woodlands Primary School, Kyilla Primary School, Floreat Park 
Primary School and Highgate Primary School. That forum did not proceed. In the intervening period, the 
member for Perth and the member for Churchlands invited—I think it was select, but I stand to be corrected—
select representatives from the school boards to attend a forum that the member for Perth and the member for 
Churchlands were to host with the Minister for Education in attendance. That forum went ahead. The minister 
will have the opportunity in about 31 minutes to put his view of what happened at that meeting. Certainly, the 
takeaway that parents explained to me was essentially this message: trust me. Except they were not talking about 
me; “me” refers to the Minister for Education. 
Hon Peter Collier: I trust you. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: They do too. It is the Minister for Education whom — 
Hon Peter Collier: I will deliver. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: He has not so far and they are feeling pretty frustrated. 
Hon Peter Collier: I am sure they are, but it is worth the wait; I promise you. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: That is the kind of language that they reported back to me was being used at the meeting 
and that did not give them a great deal of comfort, I have to say. That is how they have explained it to me. 
The issue is that the vast majority of parents across Western Australia are actively engaged in the education of 
their children and in decision-making about the education of their children. They do not wait until their children 
are in year 6 to make decisions about where their children will attend secondary school. They make those 
decisions well in advance and they make decisions about where they will buy houses or rent or move to well in 
advance of their children having to front up to their first day at secondary school. That is part of their frustration 
as well because these people want their children to go to public schools. They want their children to go to 
strongly performing public schools and they want to make the decision about where they live well in advance of 
their children’s first day of year 7. They want as much information as they can possibly get to assist them with 
that decision. 
Not unlike the description that Hon Liz Behjat gave members about what the Liberal Party did when it was in 
opposition, the Labor Party in opposition has been making some decisions and consultation around policy 
decisions as well. We have also held a number of forums. We certainly had a great session with the parents at 
some of these inner city schools back in May to work with them to identify the criteria that they would want 
from an alternative government to make decisions on new secondary schools in the catchment areas of the 
schools they represented. We had a good session and I thank those parents for coming along and making 
a valuable contribution to how we will make the decisions that we will announce in due course about our 
solutions to these problems. 
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As I said, it is not only about parents’ concern about which school their children will go to because they want to 
make decisions about where they live et cetera.  

There are real issues around the size of schools and when we reach a point, particularly at secondary schools, at 
which we are starting to compromise, if you like, the degree of individual pastoral care students can be given 
because the school is just too big. There is a view that the prospect of Shenton College and Churchlands Senior 
High School, two fantastic schools, heading towards enrolment sizes of 3 000, is on the other side of the tipping 
point. Parents are worried about their children, figuratively and literally, being lost in such a big crowd of 
students. They are concerned that decisions have not been made to this point and we are working on a set of 
budget papers that refer to schools heading toward 3 000 without an alternative in place. The other issues around 
size, I guess, to some extent go to the issue of transportable classrooms. It is not about what is on the inside of 
transportable classrooms. They are very different in 2016 from the way they were when I was at school. 
I distinctly remember doing French, sitting in what I reckon was the equivalent of a tin box. Because a small 
number of students were doing French, we were not in the bigger classrooms; we were in the tin-box 
transportable. I distinctly remember doing a test with the sweat running down my hand, along the pen and onto 
the paper because in the middle of summer, we were sitting in a sweatbox. 

Hon Liz Behjat interjected. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Indeed. If I remembered any of the French, I could possibly say something in response to 
Hon Liz Behjat, but I cannot. I can ask for six stamps at a post office in Paris, but that is about the best I can do. 
“Six timbres”, if members want to know. 

The point is that the inside of transportables is not the issue. On the inside they are excellent classrooms; it is the 
infrastructure that is around them, or not around them, as the case may be. Some schools have in excess of 18 or 
19 transportables, such as Makybe Rise Primary School, which has 27. An extra toilet block does not come with 
that yet there are additional students in 27 transportables. When I visited, I think, Meadow Springs Primary 
School in the Mandurah area, a couple of years ago now, it had more transportable classrooms than brick and tile 
classrooms. Closer to home for me is Bletchley Park Primary School, a fantastic school, doing a great job but it 
has an enormous number of transportables. That means there is less play space. The toilet blocks needed to go 
with the additional students are not necessarily provided nor are extra staffroom-type facilities for the extra staff. 
The add-ons that we would think go towards making those transportables feel a bit more as though they are part 
of the school, such as concrete paving along the outside, a cover over the top so when it is raining and the kids 
step out they are not immediately in the rain and stepping into muddy ground, are not necessarily paid for by the 
department when the transportables are brought in. Schools have to find the money to make those differences. 
Those differences do not go to addressing things such as the play space but they go to making transportables 
seem a bit more a real part of the school and that kids are not turning into drowned rats as they step out into the 
rain and into the mud. Those things make a difference. Parents, particularly in the outer suburbs of the 
metropolitan area and even some of the outer suburbs of regional cities, are expressing concern about why we 
are not building enough schools to avoid that situation occurring for such a long time. 

Nobody is unrealistic enough to say we can never use transportables. That would be crazy because suburbs 
change; they grow older and get regenerated and some become younger again. There must therefore be some 
capacity to be flexible and to manage the peaks and troughs. However, when we found ourselves in this 
situation, we were not building enough schools to keep up with the population growth. I tracked back over the 
budget papers for the last five years when Labor was in government and looked at what happened in the last five 
years of this government. 

A government member interjected. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I hope I am not disturbing anyone! 

I am talking about new schools, not replacement schools, because Labor in government built a number of 
replacement schools. I am not counting them; if we did, the difference in the number between what Labor and 
Liberal built would be even more stark. In our last five years, we built 24 primary schools and in the last five 
years this government has built 20 or 21. It is worth noting the difference in what was going on in 
Western Australia at those times because despite the fact that our economy has slowed, it is still the case that 
WA’s population is growing and that more students are enrolling in public schools. If I were in government, 
I too would lay that solely at the ground of my achievements as Minister for Education, but that is not the sole 
driver. The economy is having an impact on whether parents can afford to send their children to non-government 
schools and pay the fees attached to them. We are seeing increasing numbers of enrolments in public schools but 
we are building fewer schools than what we were building when the population growth and transfer between the 
two sectors was nowhere near what it is now. The government is not keeping up. Its planning and building is not 
keeping up with the population growth in our schools and the population needs in metropolitan Perth. That is 
starting to agitate people, particularly those on the outer-metropolitan ring of Perth and those in the higher 
density inner-city areas. The government has got it wrong. 
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The notion that we would support a motion congratulating the government on its excellent performance when 
there are stark needs and parents, who have a million other things they have to manage and deal with—work, 
family–life balance and the rest of it—have had to find a way to form themselves into activist groups to address 
the issues they want to address, says that this house is not in a position of congratulating the government on its 
excellent performance. A number of schools are under real capacity pressure and that is due to not just decisions 
made by the then Minister for Education, Hon Colin Barnett, when he decided to close a bunch of schools on the 
western coastal strip; it is also about decisions the government is making about capital expenditure now and in 
its last three budgets. It has not kept up with the need to keep building more schools and it cannot be 
congratulated for excellent performance when there are too many overcrowded schools and too many schools 
with large numbers of transportables. 

I want to talk about a little bit about the number of transportables at some of those schools. The schools that have 
large numbers of transportables include Churchlands Senior High School, 36; Aubin Grove Primary School, 26; 
Baldivis Primary School, 16; Bertram Primary School, 15; Bletchley Park Primary School, 17; 
Currambine Primary School, 15; Lansdale Primary School, 17; Meadow Springs Primary School, 22; 
Makybe Rise Primary School, 27; West Byford Primary School, 22; and—I could do a whole 45-minute speech 
on Yanchep—Yanchep District High School, 20 transportables. That is too many and that number of 
transportable classrooms on primary school sites is too many. It means the kids cannot run out and play. One of 
the schools I visited at one point told me it was replacing the grass—not on the ovals because it did not have an 
oval anymore—within the confines of the school twice a year at its own cost because there were too many little 
feet running around before school, at recess, at lunchtime and after school, which is what those kids should be 
doing. They should be running around within the confines of the school but we do not expect a school to have to 
replace the grass twice a year at enormous cost because the planning and building program for the suburbs and 
community around it has just not kept up with the demand for school sizes. It is exacerbated in inner-city 
suburbs because the size of the footprint is so small. That is how schools were built a hundred or more years ago. 
When new schools are built now, about a 3.5 hectare footprint is needed. That varies depending on whether the 
school is attached to a shared space with a local council or whatever. Some of our inner-city schools are nearly 
half that size. For example, Highgate Primary School is on a footprint of 1.74 hectares and Kyilla Primary 
School is on 1.37 hectares, although in some sense it is in a particularly good position because it has a fantastic 
open space next to it that is the site of a very popular weekly market. Kyilla is in a slightly different position in 
that it has that huge open space next to it. If students from Highgate Primary School want to cross the road to go 
to the park, they have to cross the very busy Bulwer Street. At that park across the road there are from time to 
time antisocial activities, let me call them that, around the toilet blocks. We would not necessarily want little kids 
walking over there for sport, or, if they did, additional staff would need to stand around the toilet blocks so that 
the kids were not stepping on syringes or whatever else happens there from time to time. 

The land footprint at Mount Hawthorn Primary School is 2.39 hectares, at North Perth Primary School it is 
2.25 hectares, and the tiniest of all is West Leederville Primary School at 1.8 hectares. West Leederville has 
done well to squash so much into that space. There is fantastic educational stuff going on at that school in such 
a tiny space. The situation is particularly exacerbated in inner-city schools. There is increasing density, 
a movement from the non-government sector to the public sector, and smaller block sizes that the schools were 
built on. We add to that a plain, old-fashioned failure to plan for secondary schools and other primary schools in 
that vicinity in the last five years or so. If these decisions had been made five years ago, schools would have 
been built and operational by now. When those things are added together, there is legitimately an unhappy group 
of parents who are really concerned about making sure their children access the very best public education that it 
is possible to give them. 

In trying to get across the detail of this issue, for a bit over a year I tried to get hold of whatever information 
I could about the Department of Education’s strategic asset plan. All agencies are required to have a strategic 
asset plan. This plan sets out the existing assets and what areas the department—or whatever agency it is—will 
have to make alternative arrangements to plan into the future. Through the estimates process I asked the 
government to provide that plan to me. I might even have asked a question in the house. The Department of 
Education’s annual report specifically refers to the strategic asset plan. It identifies that there is a document it is 
working towards. It addresses it in the annual report as well as addressing the enrolment pressures and the need 
to build more schools. The Department of Education’s annual report, which is a public document, refers to 
another document. I asked whether I could see that other document. The decision was ultimately, “No, you 
can’t.” I wrote to the Auditor General pretty much a year ago to say, “I don’t think this is reasonable but I invite 
you to form your own view about whether or not it is reasonable that that information has been withheld.” There 
was no attempt by the Department of Education or the minister to say, “You can’t have this bit of it because that 
bit is subject to current consideration by cabinet, but you can have this.” I do not accept that the whole of the 
strategic asset plan is actively under consideration by cabinet. I do not believe that that is the case. I am sure that 
bits of it are from time to time, but I do not accept that the whole of that strategic asset plan is before cabinet and 
therefore should come under the heading “cabinet-in-confidence”. 
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Anyway, the Auditor General inquired into the subject that I put in my letter, and a number of other matters. The 
Auditor General said — 

All 3 Ministers — 
Including Hon Peter Collier, who was the minister who said no to me — 

claimed that the information sought was covered by Cabinet confidentiality and could therefore not be 
provided to Parliament. Cabinet-in-confidence protects disclosure of information that would reveal 
deliberations and decisions of Cabinet. This is the first time we have had to consider whether Cabinet 
confidentiality applied to information that a Minister had decided not to provide to Parliament. 

The Auditor General went on to describe the particular issues. In respect to the education issue, he said — 
The decision by the Minister not to provide the Department of Education’s … strategic asset 
plan … was not reasonable and therefore not appropriate. I formed this opinion as information 
contained within the SAP was not prepared solely for consideration by Cabinet, and some of the 
information it contains is publicly available. The Minister did not consider, for instance, if he could 
provide a redacted version of the SAP. 
The Minister properly sought advice from the Department before responding to the question. 

This was the question I asked in Parliament — 
The Department recommended against providing the information to Parliament as the SAP was used in 
preparing its budget submission for consideration by Cabinet and should not be released. The 
Department’s advice to the Minister was brief, and did not contain analysis or explore options to 
provide parts of the information to Parliament. 
The Department advised that it sought advice from the Department of Treasury before making its 
recommendation to the Minister but could not provide evidence of the discussions. 

I find that an extraordinary breach of transparency and accountability provisions. The Department of Education 
advised the Auditor General that it sought advice from the Department of Treasury before it made its 
recommendation to the Minister for Education, but it could not actually provide any evidence of that to the 
Auditor General. I personally find that extraordinary. For a government that likes to claim it is transparent and 
open, here we have a department saying that it advised the minister on the basis of advice from the 
Department of Treasury; so I assume the Auditor General asked to be shown that advice and the department 
could not provide evidence of the discussions. The Auditor General went on — 

The Department did not seek advice from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet or from the 
State Solicitor’s Office on the application of Cabinet-in-confidence … 
While we accept that information which would reveal the deliberations and decisions of Cabinet is 
confidential, there should not be an assumption that all information associated with the SAP is also 
confidential. In this regard, we noted the following: 
• An agency does not develop a SAP solely to seek funding in the budget. It is also developed to be 

an essential business planning tool. 
That is why it is referred to in the department’s annual report. The Auditor General’s letter continues — 

In addition to identifying investment priorities and other information for Cabinet, the SAP contains 
general business planning information such as a stocktake of assets, which may not be considered 
by Cabinet. 
• We reviewed the Department’s SAP and found multiple uses of public information. 

For example: 
• information on the number of students and a breakdown throughout the school system is 

available from the Department’s annual report and webpage 
• demographic information on housing and population is taken from public sources such as the 

Department of Planning’s Directions 2031 and WA Tomorrow (2012) reports  
some information on capital investment is available in the annual budget papers. For example, 
we identified total funding amounts for 3 new secondary schools in both the SAP and the 
2014-15 Budget Papers. 

The Department accepted Treasury’s advice based on existing protocols for the handling of SAPs. In 
our view, better practice would have been for the Department to analyse the content of the SAP and 
give the Minister options for providing Parliament with those parts that would not reveal Cabinet’s 
decisions or deliberations. 
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While we acknowledge the short time frames for consideration and response to questions without 
notice, the Minister could have requested additional time if needed. 

The Auditor General goes on to say that even though questions were asked during the estimates process in 
December, the department declined to provide any information. He states —  

In my view, the decision not to provide any asset planning information to a parliamentary committee 
tasked with considering matters relating to the financial administration of the state was also not 
reasonable. 

The Auditor General went on to recommend that the department enhance its procedures for addressing requests 
for information from Parliament. 

The point I want to make about that is that for Parliament to assist the groups of parents who have come to see 
me because they are concerned about matters relating to planning for schools, Parliament needs to be provided 
with information. The Auditor General’s report reveals that the Department of Education, through its minister, 
took a kind of take-no-prisoners approach to providing answers; that is, it did not consider whether it could 
provide any of them, it did not consider whether it could provide information in a redacted form, and it did not 
consider seeking additional time to see whether it could provide information in any other format. It did not 
consider any of those options; it just said no. I think that that not only adds to my frustration in trying to do my 
best to assist those parents who want information about planning arrangements, but also is an insult to 
Parliament. However, it adds to the story and why the parents who attended the forum organised by the member 
for Perth and the member for Churchlands felt a little dissatisfied with the outcome of that meeting. Those 
parents are not prepared to accept, “You just need to trust me. Any minute now, I am about to make an 
announcement and you will love it.” They do not accept that as a reasonable proposition, and their lack of trust 
is, I guess, amplified when I tell them, “I am trying to get additional information. I even went to the 
Auditor General. I have been trying for over a year and still the department has determined that it will not reveal 
that information.” I think that goes to people’s level of distrust in this government and it is really disappointing 
that is the point we have come to. 

I want to touch on one other small matter—it is not small to the family involved—that is not related to the 
planning around infrastructure issues. This is about the lockdown, if you like, of local intake areas as a result of 
decisions by the department about who can attend which school. I got an email but I have not checked whether 
I can reveal the name of the person who sent it. I will read the email and I will get my office to check with the 
author of the email and if I need to make a member’s statement or in some way declare to Parliament later that 
I can put a name to it, I will. This email came to me on 13 September. In fact, it was sent to the minister and 
copied to me, so I think that means that I can reveal the name. It reads — 

Hi, my name is Georgie Fennell. 

I wrote to you in year 6 regarding 10 million being taken away from my school, Yanchep District 
High School. 

My little sister, Charli Fennell, was recently accepted into an approved specialist program for 
Duncraig Senior High School known as the Triathlon Program. Her position in the school was accepted 
through this program and she received an acceptance letter to confirm it. Charli has just received a letter 
announcing that her position is no longer valid due to the Education Department changing the rules. 
I understand that we live in Yanchep and the school is in Duncraig and that is by no means local, but 
my sister was so excited and she was so happy she would be leaving our school. At the moment there 
are plans for a new senior school to be opening in 2018 in Yanchep, but due to how our school is 
currently run I’m not sure she is … enthusiastic about the new one. Upon opening the letter my sister 
was in tears and utterly devastated, I remember trying for the gifted and talented program myself and 
failing to receive a place and I was heart broken so I can only imagine how my sister feels in the fact 
that she was accepted and now her hopes are shattered. The school I am currently going to (Y.D.H.S) is 
not a school I want my sister being stuck in … My teachers try their absolute hardest to discipline some 
of these kids and struggle as these ‘young adults’ believe they can do whatever they want. I’m in year 9 
and it has not been a good year … I want my sister to enjoy high school and I want it to be an 
experience that she can look back on without regret. I refuse to not act on the situation because I love 
my sister and I absolutely can not stand and do nothing when she is so upset and devastated. Please 
explain to me why such a cruel thing has happened to a student who has worked extremely hard to be 
where she is and why you have taken her hard work and thrown it in the dirt. 

If you could please take time to reply I would appreciate it. 

She attached to that email the letter that her sister received on 9 September, which states — 

It is with great regret that I inform you, that contrary to previous correspondence — 
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In which she was told that she had been accepted — 

I am not able to accept your daughter … into the Duncraig Triathlon Academy … 

I have recently been informed by the Department of Education that, due to enrolment pressures for 
Year 7 2017 and beyond, I cannot accept any enrolments from outside our Local Intake Area … other 
than for the Gifted and Talented Academic program. 

They were told that they could appeal that decision. I understand that decisions are made from time to time about 
local intake areas and restrictions — 

Hon Peter Collier: That has been changed and it changed yesterday. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Excellent. That is really good news, and I thank the minister for pointing that out to me. 
What is really disappointing, though, is that it got to the point at which the offer was made and then rejected. If 
we are going to make decisions about changing the boundaries for schools, we need to do all of that up-front so 
that students do not apply, because they will know up-front that they will not get in. 

Hon Peter Collier: She is in. Commonsense prevailed. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Thank you very much. I have congratulated the minister already and I will congratulate 
him again. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Alanna Clohesy): Order, members! 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I thank the minister for fixing that problem. However, it should not be the case that 
a decision about intake boundaries is made after offers have been made and accepted by students and their 
parents. With that, I indicate that we are not at all in a position to agree with the proposition that this government 
should be congratulated. 

HON ALYSSA HAYDEN (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [2.47 pm]: I thank 
Hon Liz Behjat for bringing on this motion. It is a very worthy motion and a very worthy topic to be debated in 
this house. It is a shame that we always hear the same rhetoric from members opposite that they can never 
congratulate the government. Perhaps instead of congratulating the government, they could acknowledge the 
impressive investment that this government has made in the education portfolio. The education portfolio covers 
the curriculum, teachers, students and infrastructure. 

What needs to be understood is that our teachers and students are obviously the most valuable part of the 
education system. Teachers need to be supported with infrastructure and the right curriculum to do their job to 
the best of their ability and for the students to learn and take on the best opportunities available to them. I have 
no doubt, standing on this side of the chamber, that this government believes in all of that and has invested 
wholeheartedly in delivering the best opportunities for all students in Western Australia. The fact that 
Western Australia invests the most into its teachers demonstrates exactly that. This state has the highest paid 
teachers in the whole of Australia, and they deserve every cent they get. We understand and truly value their 
commitment and their contributions to the young minds of the future. They are the most important thing in our 
education system. I will repeat that: they are the best paid in the whole country and we would not deprive them 
of one cent. We often hear in the media that we are not investing in education, but if we had to pick only one 
thing that we should be extremely proud of, it would be that our teachers are paid the money they are worth 
because we believe in them and so we reward them accordingly. This year, our teachers taught a record number 
of students. At the beginning of 2016, 296 377 students were enrolled in our public schools, and we welcomed 
a total of 450 000 students across the state. Everyone in this place recognises that Western Australia has attracted 
a huge growth in population, which of course puts a lot of pressure on our education system and our schools. 

I know that the Minister for Education is extremely proud to stand behind his teachers and to stand behind the 
fact that he has the best paid teachers on record across the country. That is unlike the situation under Labor. At 
the beginning of this year, the minister was yelling from the hilltops that this government has put a teacher in 
front of every classroom. Although we had a massive increase in the number of students across the state, we did 
not let down one student, one classroom, one parent or one graduating teacher—we had a teacher in front of 
every classroom. The Labor government in previous years could not put a teacher in front of every classroom. 
Therefore, when Labor members say they are the people for the teachers and they are the people for the schools, 
I am sorry, but they could not even put a teacher in front of every classroom. 

Hon Peter Collier: They had the lowest-paid teachers in the nation. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Yes, the lowest paid. 

Hon Nick Goiran: Who was the minister for education at the time? 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: They had too many. I could not keep up with them. 
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Hon Jim Chown: Mark McGowan. 
Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: That is right. The Leader of the opposition, Hon Mark McGowan, was the minister at 
the time, and he now wants to be Premier. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: I hope he was on holidays, because if he was working and that was his 
performance — 
Hon Peter Collier: He presided over the lowest paid teachers and the highest number of vacancies ever. 
Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Yes. Thank you very much, minister. 
Hon Peter Collier: Pleasure. 
Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: We have a minister who cares immensely and puts a lot into his portfolio. We can 
contrast the two governments. The previous Labor government could not put a teacher in front of every classroom, 
and our teachers were the lowest paid across the country. The minister in that government, Hon Mark McGowan, 
the now Leader of the Opposition, is asking the Western Australian public to trust him and to let him lead this state 
at the next election. The government that is in office now has put a teacher in front of every classroom, even though 
there has been a massive increase in student numbers into our school system, and, on top of that, our teachers are 
the highest paid across the country. Therefore, before members opposite condemn us for our lack of ability in 
education, they should reflect back to 2008. Do they want to go back to the situation that we had in 2008? I do not 
think so. I can tell members opposite hand on heart that no parent, no student and no teacher in this state would 
want to go back to the Labor Party’s record when it was in government. 
Hon Sue Ellery made a number of statements about what the Labor government did compared with what this 
government is doing. She claimed that the Labor government built 24 schools and we have built only 21 schools. 
We have actually built 41 brand-new schools across the state of Western Australia since 2009. We have also 
delivered a 70.3 per cent increase in the total education budget. In 2007–08—the days we do not want to go back 
to—the education budget was only $2.84 billion. The education budget has now increased to $4.84 billion. 
That is another reason we do not want to go back to the dark ages when Labor was in government and 
Hon Mark McGowan was in charge of the education portfolio. 
Hon Jim Chown: It is lip-service only. 
Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Yes, that is it. It is all talk, and no action, as we talked about last week in the motion 
about the environment. 
This government is also growing the investment in our students. We value not only our teachers, but also every 
child and student in this state. We have increased the investment into each child by 41.8 per cent. Back in the 
dark ages, every student across Western Australia got $11 833. Under this government, every student gets 
$16 784. We are investing more in our students than the Labor government could have ever dreamed of. 
Infrastructure and investment in schools has increased from $300.4 million to $1.09 billion. I will go into that 
a bit later, because the East Metropolitan Region, which I am extremely proud of, has been a huge beneficiary of 
this government’s investment in schools. As I have said, this government has built 41 new schools across 
Western Australia since 2009, and 21 schools are currently being built or in the works to be completed between 
2017 and 2020. 
Hon Sue Ellery said that there are not enough toilets and other infrastructure to cater for the increased population 
in our schools. I am glad she brought up that topic, because we now have fewer transportables than we had in 
2008. In 2008, there were 1 801 transportables. Even though there has been a massive increase in the population 
of students at our schools, with an additional 40 000 students, we now have only 1 833 transportables in our 
schools. Therefore, Hon Sue Ellery cannot stand here and say that this government is the one that is putting 
transportables into schools. Obviously, as has been reflected on, we need to be flexible as suburbs change and 
grow. We have built more schools and we have put more money into infrastructure. 
I now want to go to Hon Sue Ellery’s comments about how schools have old and outdated toilets. 
Hon Sue Ellery said that the Labor government built 21 new schools, but  it did not invest in the current 
infrastructure. I have a perfect example in Maida Vale Primary School. Maida Vale Primary School celebrated 
its 100th anniversary in 2012. That school has not had one cent spent on it for 75 years. The teachers at that 
school are still using toilets that were built 75 years ago. They have two old fashioned toilets with concrete 
floors—members will know what I mean—where the wall does not come to the floor, and there is a little vanity 
divider between the two toilets. 
Hon Peter Katsambanis: It must be before my time! 
Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: It is way before the member’s time! In the modern year that we live in, we are 
expecting our hardworking teachers to put up with below-average standards. I went out to Maida Vale Primary 
School in 2011. We were rolling out the new program of putting 40-kilometre-an-hour flashing signs near 
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schools. I would like to talk about that later as well. I identified that because Maida Vale Primary School is on 
Kalamunda Road, which is an extremely busy road during peak hour—which is, of course, also our school 
time—it is very worthy and in need of getting those 40-kay flashing signs. I went out to that school to introduce 
myself, and I asked them whether they would be interested in getting those signs. Little did I know that an hour 
later, I would finally escape from the school, after they had taken me around and showed me the very poor and 
substandard school administration block and sick bay block, and also told me that the school lacks a canteen. 
The infrastructure at that school is so old that the teachers found it embarrassing to show me the standard of the 
school that they have to operate in. There is a new subdivision in the area, and families who are moving into the 
school’s catchment area are walking up to the front door of the school and then walking away. Those new 
families are put off simply by the entry and administration block of the school. They have not even gone past the 
front reception desk before they have decided that they are not going to send their children to that school. 
The sad thing about that is that it is a fantastic school. The teachers are amazing. The principal, Darren Greaves, 
is second to none.Darren Greaves is a young man, who moved to the school at that time. He joined a wonderful 
team that embraced him as their leader and they are working together and delivering a fantastic curriculum and 
programs for the students at Maida Vale Primary School. I think there are about 383 students at the school at the 
moment. The school was losing students from new families coming to their school simply because the Labor 
government had never invested in upgrading the infrastructure. 
I wrote letters to not only the then Minister for Transport, but also the Minister for Education, to get 40-kilometre-
an-hour road signs outside the school and asking them to have a good look at that school. The area had a growing 
population and the school had magnificent teachers and a magnificent principal, and I said that we needed to get in 
there to support them by providing the infrastructure they deservedly needed because it was so outdated. 
Hon Peter Collier visited the school in 2012. I showed him around and it did not take him long at all to agree 
100 per cent that this school was well behind and needed to be upgraded and invested in immediately. He acted 
extremely quickly. In December, I was extremely proud to have had the privilege to go back to the school to 
announce to the parents and citizens president—a dynamic young lady—the principal, Darren Greaves, the P&C 
members and the teachers a $5 million upgrade to Maida Vale Primary School. Members would think that those 
people had won lotto personally. They were elated and over the moon. The government acknowledged that the 
conditions at their school were so bad that it would invest $5 million into the upgrade of the school. The school 
got a new administration block so that sick kids would not have to lie under the reception desks of the 
administration ladies as they count the registration fees and do all their paperwork. A separate sick bay has been 
created, with a medical cabinet on the wall; they did not have that before. The administration staff now have 
their own admin block and four new classrooms and a new canteen have been built. An old house over 100 years 
old was being used as the canteen. People were too scared to walk on the canteen floor. No-one was allowed into 
the canteen and they sold food from the door just in case a child fell through the floor. The staff toilets have also 
been refurbished and extended. We took them out of the dark ages and gave the staff modern toilet facilities. 
They now have a refurbished staffroom and a new car park. No longer do parents have to drop off their kids into 
the mud and gravel car park out the front. One of the most important people at any school is the gardener. The 
gardener has finally got a shed in which he can put all his stuff. A wonderful way to make students and teachers 
proud of their school is to make sure that school gardens are maintained and invested in. The students and staff 
can now walk around their school with its beautiful manicured garden with their heads held high. Maida Vale 
Primary School sits at the bottom of the foothills of Kalamunda Road. It has a magnificent bush setting out the 
back and the gardener has done a wonderful job to make sure it is in keeping with the natural bushland around 
the school. It is a wonderful thing for us to provide him with his own space and a place to lock away his tools. 
I know that everyone at the school is extremely proud of what they have and they celebrate it every single day 
that they turn up. The new families that now move into the area do not turn away when they rock up at the front 
door. They are now enrolling in the school. My only fear now is that enrolments may exceed the limit and we 
will have to work out something, but they have the room to move because the government has invested money to 
create four new classrooms in addition to everything else that I just spoke about. 
To keep members in the loop, in December 2012 when the school was upgraded just before the new school year, 
40-kilometre-an-hour flashing signs were also installed. Students at Maida Vale Primary School can arrive at the 
school safely and the flashing signs provide motorists with a warning. I know that I am not always aware when 
school is out, when I am going from meeting to meeting, so they are a great way to remind idiots like me behind 
the wheel that I am in a school zone and to slow down. The flashing signs have made it safer for the children to 
get to and from school, and to walk into their brand-new, upgraded school of which they are extremely proud. 
On that note, I will move to some of the other infrastructure projects this government has invested in. This 
government has invested a total of $3.1 billion into public school infrastructure. As I alluded to in my remarks 
about Maida Vale Primary School, that funding includes upgrades to special facilities, refurbishments and 
improvements to student facilities and administration areas. An amount of $1.4 billion has gone into 41 new 
schools and 15 replacement schools, and that has provided 1 263 new classrooms for the extra 40 000 students 
now coming through the schools throughout our state. 
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As I said, four new public schools were built in 2016, including Alkimos Primary School and 
Rivergums Primary School in Baldivis. In my own electorate, the East Metropolitan Region, $14.2 million was 
invested to build Anne Hamersley Primary School in Ellenbrook and $15.9 million was invested to build 
Harrisdale Primary School. I have lived in Ellenbrook for 15 years and I know that the people there have been 
thrilled to see that extra funding for another school. There is a growing population out in Ellenbrook. I do not 
think any government will be able to keep up with building schools; they will just have to keep putting up new 
schools every time new funding for new schools becomes available. Ellenbrook is a fantastic suburb and has 
a huge population. We obviously need to get people out a bit more so that we do not have so many young kids 
coming into our schools! 

Hon Sue Ellery: We need a train as well. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: I disagree with that. We can have that debate another day. After living there for 
15 years, the most important thing for Ellenbrook was the upgrade to the road infrastructure. We could not get out. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS — CONSIDERATION 

Committee 

The Chair of Committees (Hon Adele Farina) in the chair. 

Standing Committee on Public Administration — Twenty-sixth Report — “Transport of Persons in Custody” — 
Motion 

Resumed from 7 September on the following motion moved by Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson — 

That the report be noted. 

Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: I will continue my remarks from last week. Members will recall that I was regaling 
my disappointment in the government’s response to the committee’s inquiry. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: Remind us. 

Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: I have only three minutes left to speak. Members will have seen yesterday the 
further step the Standing Committee on Public Administration has taken as a result of its disappointment with the 
Minister for Corrective Services’ response to the committee report. As I said, it was essentially an issue for me 
that despite numerous attempts to work with the minister and the Department of Corrective Services to seek 
information that some committee members felt they needed to finalise the report. It was to no avail. It was a very 
difficult process. Through that process the minister did not at any time, I thought, try to work with the 
committee. We have seen in the government response to the committee’s report a complete declaration of 
non-interest on what is something that the minister should be ultimately extremely concerned about. On behalf of 
government halfway through the committee’s report, he determined to re-tender the Serco contract and the new 
contractor was announced last week. 

During the committee inquiry, the minister determined that he needed to re-tender on behalf of the government 
but he did not respond to any of the committee’s recommendations. It was a very disappointing response from 
him. He gave no indication how the government was going to work with the committee’s recommendations. 
I look forward to a further response from the minister. A further report was tabled by the committee yesterday. It 
would be nice if he addressed the process of government response to committee. I conclude my comments and 
I look forward to the minister’s further response to the committee’s report. 

The CHAIR: Just before putting the question, I inform Hon Jacqui Boydell that she has three sets of 10 minutes 
in which to speak. She has completed one set of 10 minutes and she has another two, just in case what I said 
earlier confused her. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: My recollection is that I have used two lots of 10 minutes on this report. I do not want to 
take up that amount of time but I seek guidance from you, Madam Chair. As Hon Jacqui Boydell just said, the 
Standing Committee on Public Administration tabled a further report yesterday, which is the twenty-seventh 
report of the committee. I know that it is not listed under “Consideration of Committee Reports” on the notice 
paper. I wonder whether that was merely a clerical oversight or there is some other reason that report is not there. 
I am not sure that we will even get the opportunity to discuss the twenty-seventh report. I would like to draw the 
house’s attention to the fact that I am of the belief that it should be on the list. Perhaps those who put the orders 
of the day together might note that. 

The CHAIR: In answer to your question, I will make it clear for members that we put only the top 10 on the 
list. We do not expect to move past 10 committee reports in a one-hour session. It has not been forgotten. Our 
clerks are very conscientious in their work and they have it on their list. I assure the member that it has 
not been forgotten. 
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Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Thank you so much for that clarification. I had no idea that we were so hip and with it that 
we have the top 10 of the Legislative Council. Unfortunately, we are number 11. Actually, 11 is my favourite 
number. I am sure we will make it into the top 10 eventually, if we get that opportunity. 
Members were left in no doubt about my feelings about the wonderful work that the public administration 
committee did in this inquiry. I note that Hon Nigel Hallett is in the house today. Unfortunately, he was not with 
us last week due to urgent parliamentary business. I wanted to thank him for his participation in the inquiry. 
Yesterday we tabled a further response, saying, “Sorry, it is not good enough.” If there is a top 10 of government 
responses, that government response will not make it into the top 10 in anybody’s language. As far as I am 
concerned, it would not even make it into the bottom 10. I do not think it was a response. I will not labour the 
fact any further other than to reiterate the important work that committees do in this chamber. I was very pleased 
to see my colleague Hon Simon O’Brien back me up in the commentary that I made last week. Just because I am 
a proud member of the government benches does not mean that we cannot criticise. Everybody has to be open to 
criticism. They have to look at what they have been accused of and rectify those things if they are able to. I am 
very hopeful that, with the tabling of that second report, the twenty-seventh, which we will get to when we finish 
with the top 10, a more fulsome report will be given to the committee in relation to the inquiry. 
I commend the report of that inquiry to the house. I certainly do not commend the government response to the 
house. I am very hopeful that in the future we might be positive about the next government response. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: I want to continue my remarks. I have spoken once on this report. 
I entirely endorse the comments of Hon Jacqui Boydell and Hon Liz Behjat on the government’s response to this 
report of the Standing Committee on Public Administration. To call it a response is generous. This inquiry was 
initiated because of a number of very serious events around the contract to transport persons in custody, the 
escape of dangerous prisoners, the recovery of those prisoners, whether this contract was providing the service it 
was meant to and whether it was providing value for money for a key government service. I will go through it in 
more detail but this inquiry took around two years. Part of the reason that it took so long was the government’s 
recalcitrance in dealing with this committee. That is the only way I can describe it. It was absolutely obstinate 
about providing any assistance and information. The government can say a lot of words for a long time and not 
tell us anything. Committee members are not silly. They know when someone is filling up the space with empty 
words, which is what we got in evidence taken from the government in committee hearings. It was incredibly 
frustrating and insulting, frankly. 
I want to talk about the government’s response but I will do that when we come to the report that details the 
response more specifically because I do not want the recommendations and the findings of the report to be lost in 
the government’s appallingly poor response. I want to talk about some of the committee’s findings and the 
experience that we had in looking at this issue. In my previous contribution I talked about the difficulty the 
committee had with extracting reports and information from the Department of Corrective Services, one of 
which was the mid-term review of contract by Ernst and Young, which went through whether the contract 
delivers intended outcomes, whether the contract meets the needs of government and whether the contract 
provides value for money and procurement options for the delivery of court security and custodial services. They 
were very similar terms of reference to those of the committee yet we were not given any access to that. I will 
not canvass that any further because members have gone through it in some detail. Similarly, I think the 
Department of Finance provided an audit of the contract immediately after the serious events occurred. We were 
not given access to that, even on a private basis. It was handled with complete disdain. The back and forward 
discussion about those documents took up a lot of time, as did getting clarification from the Commissioner of 
Corrective Services, which happened consistently, because of the contradictory evidence he provided to the 
committee. On one occasion he would say something and then we would get something back in writing that said 
something else. We consistently had to write to the commissioner and seek clarification on what he meant. I am 
not sure that much clarification was ever received. That is in relation to those reports. 
One of the recommendations and findings from this committee was that the public sector comparator was key in 
determining the viability of contracting out this service for the public service, essentially. Is it better for the 
public sector to be running this service? We were obviously given the run-around by the commissioner. I want to 
give members an example of what it was like dealing with the commissioner during hearings and trying to get 
information out. Hon Sally Talbot, who was my replacement whilst I had my baby late last year — 
Hon Sue Ellery: And is it a special day in that baby’s life today? 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: It is his first birthday today. Happy birthday, Hugo. 
Hon Mark Lewis: I hope he’s walking. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: He is nearly walking. He is walking assisted. 
According to the report, Hon Sally Talbot asked the commissioner — 

Would I be right in saying that the metro figures are comparable to the PSC and the regional ones are 
not? 
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He essentially said that there is a gap between the PSC and the delivery of contract. Basically, the public sector 
comparator said that we would deliver significant savings if we contracted this service out. The report 
continues — 

In order to understand the cost differences between public and private providers, and having not been 
provided with the un-redacted figures in the EY Review, the Committee pressed the Commissioner on 
the meaning of the word ‘significant’ in this context: 

The CHAIRMAN: When you say it is significant, what is significant? To me, 50 per cent is 
significant, but to some people 10 per cent … 
Mr McMahon: We are way above 50 per cent. 
The CHAIRMAN: Way above 50 per cent? 
Mr McMahon: Way above 50 per cent. 
Hon SALLY TALBOT: Way above 25 per cent? 
The CHAIRMAN: Way above 50. He is saying way above 50. Do you mean 75 per cent? 
Hon SALLY TALBOT: I mean 75 per cent. 
Mr McMahon: Would you say way above? 
Mr Alderton: Yes. 

It was an excruciating extraction of information. We were asking really basic questions. It goes to the finding — 
The Committee finds that in evidence the Commissioner indicated that some services delivered by the 
contractor are more than 75 per cent cheaper than those delivered by the public sector. 

That is an enormous saving. 
The CHAIR: Members, we have run out of time on this report, so under temporary order 5 it falls to the bottom 
of the list of committee reports, but Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson will have an opportunity to continue her 
remarks on the report. 

Joint Standing Committee on the Commissioner for Children and Young People — Seventh Report — 
“Everybody’s Business: An examination into how the Commissioner for Children and Young People 

can enhance WA’s response to child abuse” — Motion 
Resumed from 24 August on the following motion moved by Hon Sally Talbot — 

That the report be noted. 

Resolved, on motion by Hon Stephen Dawson, that consideration of the report be postponed to the next 
sitting of the Council. 

Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Twenty-eight Report — 
“The outcome of allegations of misconduct made against officers of the Corruption and Crime Commission” — 

Motion 
Resumed from 24 August on the following motion moved by Hon Nick Goiran — 

That the report be noted. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: The twenty-eighth report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission titled “The outcome of allegations of misconduct made against officers of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission” was tabled on 30 June this year. For the benefit of members, the genesis of this report goes as far 
back as July 2013 when a number of serious allegations of misconduct were made against officers of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission’s operational support unit. Those allegations were reported by the then 
commissioner at the Corruption and Crime Commission, Mr Roger Macknay, QC. He reported those allegations 
to the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission, who was and continues to be 
Hon Michael Murray, QC. Some of those allegations were referred by the parliamentary inspector to WA Police 
for further investigation. That is the originating set of circumstances for this report. 
However, on 17 June 2015 the joint standing committee tabled its nineteenth report, which is titled 
“Parliamentary Inspector’s report on misconduct and related issues in the Corruption and Crime Commission”. 
That report outlined 23 allegations of misconduct that had been made against staff in the Corruption and Crime 
Commission. Subsequent to that nineteenth report by the committee, on 4 December 2015 the parliamentary 
inspector tabled an additional report on further allegations made against officers of the commission’s operational 
support unit, which had been investigated by WA Police. In response to recommendations made by the joint 
standing committee, both the Corruption and Crime Commissioner and the Parliamentary Inspector of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission provided a summary of the outcomes of the disciplinary and criminal 
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investigations into commission officers that have been undertaken since July 2013. For the benefit of members, 
they will be able to find this information in the appendices of the report, which commence at page 7 and continue 
to the conclusion of the report. Further, the committee is pleased to hear that adequate procedures are now in 
place at the Corruption and Crime Commission to ensure proper governance of the operational support unit. 
Indeed, this unit has since been renamed the intelligence support service. It was also pleasing to note that the 
parliamentary inspector was consulted about proposed changes. 

This short report by the committee has one finding and one recommendation. The finding is as follows — 

Of the 17 notifications, made against officers and former officers of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission’s Operational Support Unit, 15 have been resolved. The actions of the Commission in 
regard to notifications 12 and 14 are still being assessed by the Parliamentary Inspector of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission. 

I hasten to add that, of course, that finding would be accurate as at 30 June 2016. I do not have any further 
information at my disposal to update the house. Relevantly, recommendation 1 states — 

The Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission inform the Joint Standing 
Committee on the outcome of his completed assessments of the Corruption and Crime Commission’s 
actions concerning the allegations contained in notifications 12 and 14 in regard to the actions of 
officers and former officers of the Commission’s Operational Support Unit. 

Indeed, the committee will, in its customary way, have a public hearing with the parliamentary inspector on his 
annual report. No doubt that will be a timely opportunity to receive a further update on this matter. With those 
brief words, I commend the report to the house. 

Question put and passed. 

Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Sixty-fourth Report —  
“2015–16 Annual Report Hearings — Timetable” 

Resumed from 24 August. 

Motion 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I move — 

That the report be noted. 

Question put and passed. 

Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Sixty-fifth Report —  
“Agency Annual Report Hearings 2014–15” 

Resumed from 25 August. 

Motion 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I move — 

That the report be noted. 

This report on last year’s annual report hearings is quite detailed. It goes through the range of issues that each 
agency has addressed in response to questions by members. I bring this report to members’ attention to remind 
them that this year’s annual report hearings will take place in October and the first week of November. I remind 
members that this is a unique opportunity to examine the financial operations of the state and its agencies. I use 
this opportunity to remind members to look at the report, the issues that have been discussed and some of the 
things that have arisen from those issues, and also to remind them of the forthcoming hearings. 

Question put and passed.  

Joint Standing Committee on Audit — Seventh Report — “Review of the Operation 
and Effectiveness of the Auditor General Act 2006” — Motion 

Resumed from 25 August. 

Resolved, on motion by Hon Alanna Clohesy, that consideration of the report be postponed to the next 
sitting of the Council. 

Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Twenty-ninth Report — 
“A suppression order in regard to two former officers of the Corporation and Crime Commission” 

Resumed from 8 September. 
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Motion 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I move — 
That the report be noted. 

This is the twenty-ninth report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission 
entitled “A suppression order in regard to two former officers of the Corruption and Crime Commission”. The 
history behind this report is that on 20 November 2014, in the Perth Magistrates Court, two former officers of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission appeared before Deputy Chief Magistrate Woods for charges laid by 
WA Police a few months earlier. Specifically, these two former officers were charged by WA Police on 
14 August 2014 with charges relating to the false accounting and reporting of a $1 000 cash advance in 
May 2011, which, instead of being used for official purposes was given by one of the accused to the other. One 
of the individuals was also charged with giving false evidence to the CCC during a private hearing inquiring into 
the matter. 
The matters leading to the charges have previously been reported to the house by the joint standing committee 
and, specifically, members will find that information in the committee’s nineteenth report, entitled 
“Parliamentary Inspector’s report on misconduct and related issues in the Corruption and Crime Commission”. 
In that report, the parliamentary inspector outlines 23 allegations of misconduct made against commission staff 
and investigated by WA Police. Indeed, the committee tabled a further report, the twenty-fifth report, entitled 
“Parliamentary Inspector’s Report on Allegations of Misconduct Made Against Officers in the Corruption and 
Crime Commission’s Electronic Collection Unit”. We can see that there is a sequence of reports that could 
usefully be read in combination—the nineteenth report, the twenty-fifth report and, indeed, it is probably useful 
for members to also read the twenty-eighth report, which the house noted a few moments ago. 
The committee has taken it upon itself to table the twenty-ninth report because the committee was concerned that 
the Western Australian public who had read or heard about these allegations might want to know of any later 
charges and prosecution of commission officers. In other words, although obviously attention had been brought 
to the public that former officers of the Corruption and Crime Commission were under investigation or that 
allegations had been made, it would no doubt be of interest to the public whether any of those officers were 
prosecuted and, if so, what was the outcome of those charges. Hence the committee has taken it upon itself to 
bring this report to the attention of the house. Indeed, it is probably all the more important given that in this 
instance, suppression orders were put in place and if members take the opportunity to read the report, they will 
note the manner in which those suppression orders were applied. Of concern to the committee was the indication 
that the prosecutors at the time did not have at their disposal all the information from the Corruption and Crime 
Commission to properly resist the application for a suppression order. For all those reasons, the committee has 
made three findings and two recommendations of this report. Finding 1 is — 

At the commencement of the court hearing on 25 September 2014 to hear charges against former 
officers of the Corruption and Crime Commission there were no Commission legal officers present to 
assist the Director of Public Prosecutions’ prosecutor with evidence to make a submission against an 
application for a suppression order. 

Finding 2 is — 
The Corruption and Crime Commission’s legal staff were unable to provide the Director of Public 
Prosecutions’ prosecutor with information about the nature of the matters in which the accused had 
previously been involved in at the Commission. 

This led to two recommendations, the first being — 
For any future court hearings involving serving or former officers of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission, the Commission should prepare detailed briefing notes for the prosecution on the officer’s 
tasks and roles within the Commission, and ensure a legal officer from the Commission is present for 
the hearing and has the authority to provide relevant information to assist the prosecutor oppose any 
application for a suppression order. 

The second recommendation is — 
The Corruption and Crime Commission develop a Memorandum of Understanding with the WA Police 
and the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions so that the Commission is notified of any future 
court hearings which involve serving or former officers of the Commission. 

Lastly, the committee made a third finding — 
As of 16 June 2016, the Corruption and Crime Commission has a written policy regarding Commission 
officers making and responding to applications for suppression orders in criminal proceedings where 
the Commission is a party, or where the Commission has an interest and is represented by another 
agency (eg the ODPP or State Solicitors Office). 
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In conclusion, I should thank the Director of Public Prosecutions, the Corruption and Crime Commissioner and 
the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission for their assistance in this report and 
I commend it to the house. 

Question put and passed. 

Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission —  
Thirtieth Report — “Annual Report 2015–16” 

Resumed from 25 August. 

Motion 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I move — 

That the report be noted. 

This is the thirtieth report of the very hardworking Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission entitled “Annual Report 2015–16”. As something of a broken record, the reason that the 
Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission needs to table an annual report is that it is 
a joint standing committee under the auspices of the Legislative Council and its standing orders, which 
determine that an annual report needs to be tabled. It is something that is not necessary for committees of the 
Legislative Council. Being a joint standing committee in those terms, we have tabled this report, which is very 
straightforward, for the benefit of members. It outlines the various activities of the committee in the past 
12 months, and they include its various meetings, public hearings, closed hearings, reports tabled and the like. 
With those few words, I commend the report to the house. 

Question put and passed. 
Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Sixty-second Report — 

“Provision of Information to the Parliament” — Motion 

Resumed from 7 September on the following motion moved by Hon Alanna Clohesy — 

That the report be noted. 

The CHAIR: Hon Sue Ellery has seven minutes left to speak on the motion moved by Hon Alanna Clohesy that 
the report be noted. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: If I may, I think that might be incorrect. It was actually Hon Alanna Clohesy who was on 
her feet. 

The CHAIR: The other way around—thank you very much. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Last week I spoke fairly extensively on the sixty-second report of the 
Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations and I have a few minutes left to me. I want to bring 
this report to members’ attention. It is a fundamentally important report because it goes to the heart of not only 
what the standing committee is about, but also what is good governance. I recommend that members read this 
report quite closely. 

The Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations considers all matters relating to the financial 
operations of the state. That is a fairly broad brush. The standing committee particularly looks at the mechanisms 
that are working and those that require closer attention. One area the committee looked at was the way in which 
information is being provided to Parliament and whether that is consistent with the aims of good governance. 
The committee found that several reasons were given over time, by various ministers, for not providing 
requested information to the committee and therefore to Parliament. The reasons included that the requested 
information was cabinet-in-confidence or commercial-in-confidence. They were the two main areas that the 
committee examined in great detail. 

It is fair to say that not providing information to Parliament based on cabinet-in-confidence was fairly cloudy in 
both the reasons and what kind of information the government was prepared to provide to Parliament. It is 
a cabinet convention that deliberations of cabinet and documents that cabinet is immediately considering to 
inform their decision have a “pre-eminent claim to confidentiality”. As I mentioned, cabinet dictates that 
documents affecting immediate decision-making are not disclosed. However, when the committee sought to 
request certain information—for example, strategic asset management plans—on a number of occasions, the 
government, through the minister and/or the agency, refused to provide that information on the grounds that 
those plans were cabinet-in-confidence in the sense that they were part of cabinet deliberations. The committee 
sought some guidance on this by examining case studies. It concluded that there needs to be a number of 
suggested changes to cabinet processes in order to clearly articulate what exactly “cabinet-in-confidence” means 
and particularly what sort of documents constitute informing those deliberations. The committee identified that 
case law sets out or establishes what some of those documents might constitute. It includes notes recording 
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discussions of the cabinet meeting; documents prepared by public servants considered by cabinet, so the 
immediate documents in front of cabinet; papers brought into existence for the purpose of preparing 
a submission to cabinet; and documents and communications passing between a minister and the head of 
department relating to cabinet proceedings. That is a fairly clear direction about what constitutes documents for 
cabinet-in-confidence consideration. Documents relating to planning in a broad sense, of which one section 
might inform a cabinet recommendation or submission, would not necessarily constitute cabinet-in-confidence. 
Those sorts of things need to be considered in a broader context by the government. 
The committee recommended that the Premier develop a memo for ministers to be clear about what constitutes 
cabinet-in-confidence and what constitutes commercial-in-confidence or commercial sensitivity as a reason not 
to disclose information. In relation to commercial sensitivity or commercial-in-confidence, the committee 
recommended the document that provided the framework as a guidance measure include the disclosure of the 
information that would likely result in harmful effects and then go into detail about what those harmful effects 
would be, who would experience those harmful effects and why they would be substantial; that is, not a minor 
reason why there might be some harmful effect, but the substantial effect on the person claiming 
commercial-in-confidence. 
The CHAIR: The question is that the report be noted. Hon Alanna Clohesy has spoken only twice; she has 
another 10 minutes if she would like to use it. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Thanks, Madam Chair. It is useful to know that. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: It is good news. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: It is good news and useful to know. 
For both commercial-in-confidence and cabinet-in-confidence reasons for information not being disclosed, the 
government should provide clearer examples for people preparing information or preparing a response to 
a committee about why information should not be provided. 
The third part relating to commercial-in-confidence was an explanation of the causal relationship between 
disclosure and its harmful effects. Why would disclosing a certain piece of information have this particular 
harmful effect? What is the harmful effect? What is the relationship between the information and the harmful 
effect? That would provide any government—not just this government—with a clear understanding about the 
type of information that can be provided. A little frustration was experienced by some members of the committee 
in understanding what commercial-in-confidence claims could mean when they could not access the information 
and had no clear explanation in front of them about why the information was commercial-in-confidence. For 
some members, this particularly related to details of contracts, for example. It was important to understand the 
detail of the contract, what the state was committed to financially and other aspects of the contract so that we 
could understand the way in which the state had committed to the project now and into the future. Not having 
access to that became particularly frustrating. 
The committee also recommended that the Premier develop for ministers a ministerial office memo with guiding 
principles for deciding whether the information that was requested was commercial-in-confidence or 
commercially sensitive. That recommendation was made because, again, there was no clear definition of 
“commercial-in-confidence” and agencies had no real understanding of what constituted 
commercial-in-confidence. In effect, there is no consistency across agencies about what constitutes 
commercial-in-confidence. Some agencies might claim that something is commercial-in-confidence, but other 
agencies might not. Again, that recommendation was made to assist in understanding these quite slippery 
definitions, but also to be consistent across all agencies so that they understand the requirements. 
The committee also looked in a fair amount of detail at the uniqueness of the Western Australian Financial 
Management Act and its requirements for the provision of information to Parliament or the provision of a notice 
to Parliament when information will not be provided, and that is the section 82 notice that I mentioned earlier. 
The committee compared Western Australia’s legislation with legislation in other jurisdictions, including federal 
legislation and, specifically, the legislation in New South Wales, Queensland and the Australian Capital 
Territory. I will quote the well-known former Clerk of the Senate, Harry Evans, who wrote that the coercion of 
governments is difficult. He was talking about that in the context of trying to receive information when 
requested. As stated in the committee report, he wrote — 

The law of parliamentary power, like other legal powers, in practice works very well against the 
ordinary citizens, where it is not needed, but is less effective against the great and the powerful, where 
it is needed, and governments are the greatest and most powerful. 

He posed the question: what are parliamentary committees and the houses of Parliament to do when 
governments flatly refuse to provide documents? For Mr Evans, other than imposing some sort of penalty on 
individual agencies or ministers, there was no response to that other than a purely political one. So the battle 
continues between Parliament and individual ministers over what information they will provide and at what point 
and which reason they will use under section 82 not to provide that information. 
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I think that is a fair summary of the report. As I said, the report provides strategic and important information for 
not only this government—although a number of things in the report could immediately be applied by this 
government—but also for future governments, particularly around the requirements of section 82 of the 
Financial Management Act. I commend the report to members to read. 
I would also like to put on record my thanks to the staff of this inquiry. The staff changed over time, because the 
inquiry continued for a long period. The staff included Michael Ryan, Andrew Hawkes, Mark Warner, 
Alex Hickman and Anne Turner, who all provided information and a lot of support in the conduct of this inquiry, 
and I thank them personally for that. 
Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: As a member of the committee that delivered this report, I rise to speak on the 
report and commend it to the chamber for interesting reading and for its findings and recommendations. The 
report is about the provision of information to Parliament by the executive arm of government. As a result, it 
inquires into the longstanding issue of what responsibilities the executive has to Parliament and what 
responsibilities the Parliament has to the executive. It really gets to the heart of the separation of powers 
doctrine; however, it applies in our Westminster-style of democracy, between the executive government and 
Parliament. It highlights that that relationship has never been absolutely crystal clear, as it might be in some 
other non-Westminster democratic institutions. The executive, after all, is derived from Parliament, in our case, 
but is charged with executive responsibilities in the day-to-day running of government. Parliament’s raison 
d’être—its whole reason for being—is to inquire into the work of the executive and also to make laws for the 
good government of our state. 
It is inevitable that when there is an executive government, there will be tensions and issues about how much 
information is provided to Parliament—not Parliament as an institution or the members of Parliament, but 
through Parliament—as the information is provided through Parliament for the public record because Parliament 
is completely transparent. There is no right and wrong; there is not even anything cut and dried about this. It is 
almost a case-by-case assessment, and I think that is what this report highlights. Ministers, acting in good faith, 
make decisions for the good governance of our state and, in the main, provide information about that 
decision-making to Parliament, except when it may not be in the public interest to do so. I think that is 
a longstanding axiom. Through the conduct of the inquiry and the report, the committee was able to establish 
that, in the main, the information flow is very good. 
There are times when the executive chooses to withhold information. We have procedures in this state that are 
pretty good—better than in most other places—to help guide how the executive will operate if it decides that 
information ought not to be provided to Parliament, and therefore through Parliament to the public. However, 
there is room for some improvement and some transparency. That is what this report highlights. It highlights that 
although we are doing well, we can probably do a bit better. That is more in the case of consistency and ensuring 
that the information that is provided by individual agencies is provided on a consistent basis so that there is not 
a great variation between agencies. That is worth taking up. 
I particularly want to highlight finding 14 of the report, which states — 

The Committee finds that it is inappropriate for any Government department, agency or 
statutory authority to enter into contracts that prevent the disclosure of the existence of the 
contract, the name of the contract, or with whom the contract is held. 

In an open, transparent and democratic Parliament, that finding ought to be absolutely non-controversial. I think 
all governments, irrespective of their political persuasion, should bear that in mind. There are good reasons why 
information contained in government agreements, government contracts and government decision-making may 
need to be kept from the public realm, commercial-in-confidence being one of those. However, obviously the 
non-disclosure of the existence of a contract probably goes one step beyond any form of justification. That does 
not happen very often. I think it has happened once or twice in the history of this state. It is not something that 
happens every day-, for good reason. That is just something to bear in mind. 
As I have said, in the main the committee found that the information flow between the executive and Parliament, 
and through Parliament to the public of Western Australia, whom we are here to serve, is excellent—it is really, 
really good. These recommendations are not earth-shattering, and none of them recommend a major change to 
existing arrangements. What they recommend is a tidying up and clarification, and better guidelines and a better 
framework, to ensure greater consistency. I hope these recommendations will be taken up in time so that we can 
continue to have this good relationship between the executive arm of government and the parliamentary arm of 
government for the betterment of the state of Western Australia. 
I, too, would like to thank all the staff of the committee who worked on the inquiry and report. There was 
a turnover of staff, as Hon Alanna Clohesy mentioned, simply because of how long it took to conduct this report. 
I should point out also that there was a bit of a turnover of members in that period. That was probably beneficial 
for this report, because each member of Parliament comes to the table with a slightly different view about how 
much information ought to be made available, and the fact that a broader range of those views was represented 
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on the committee from time to time helped the committee decision-making process. I thank all the members and 
committee staff who participated in the inquiry and report. I would also like to thank the executive. Generally, 
I think the executives of Western Australia over a significant period of time have done very well and continue to 
do well. I recommend the report and the recommendations in the report to make our good system even better. 
Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I rise to speak briefly on the sixty-second report of the Standing Committee on Estimates and 
Financial Operations, “Provision of Information to the Parliament.” Members will note if they look at the members 
of the committee at the time of the inquiry that I served on the estimates committee between 18 August last year 
and 10 May this year. At that time, I was also chair of the Standing Committee on Public Administration. It is 
interesting that at the time I was serving on estimates, the public administration committee was conducting its 
inquiry into the transport of persons in custody. This inquiry by the estimates committee was about the frustration 
of committees in not being able to receive information. Therefore, I was sitting there with two hats on. As members 
know, the deliberations of committees are kept separate, for good reason. Therefore, although I was not able to 
elucidate properly the frustrations that I was experiencing, I was very glad to have some small input into it. 
This also demonstrates that it is not just the public administration committee that experiences frustration about 
the provision of information to Parliament. That goes to the heart of what we do as members of Parliament. 
I have spoken in the past about the importance of the committee structure and the Westminster system, or the 
style of the Westminster system—although these days we seem to be adopting more the style of “Washminster” 
in the way that executives and Parliament speak with each other. This is a very important issue. We need to do 
something to stop the executive from saying, “You cannot have that information, because we cannot trust you.” 
That is partly because, under our standing orders, if information is provided in confidence or in camera to 
a committee, that committee cannot give an ironclad guarantee that it will not share that information, because the 
house itself has the right to make that information public. However, in previous inquiries that I have been involved 
with—the inquiry into Peel Health Campus springs to mind—information was provided that the committee 
undertook to keep in the possession of the Clerk at the time, and members could access that information only at the 
Clerk’s office. Only the members of the committee went to look at that information, and that information was 
handed back when the inquiry was finished. That information was never made public by the house. I am not aware 
of any occasion on which information that has been given to a committee in confidence has been made public by 
the house. This is one of those things that we need to look out for with future governments in particular. We need to 
look at what we are saying no to. Yes, I am sure some things should remain cabinet-in-confidence. However, it is 
a bit like the boy who cried wolf. If we say it too often, committees will not believe it, and when something comes 
along that really is commercial-in-confidence or cabinet-in-confidence, the committee will not treat it in that way. 
I think this is a very good report. I note that it was one of the final reports of a former member of this house, 
Hon Ken Travers. I would like to place on the record my appreciation for his chairing of that committee over the 
years. He did a great job. It is a very good report. 
Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to standing orders. 

BILLS 
Assembly’s Messages 

Messages from the Assembly received and read notifying that it had agreed to the amendments made by the 
Council to the following bills — 
1. Local Government Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. 
2. Bush Fires Amendment Bill 2016. 

CONSTITUTION AND ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL 2016 
Assembly’s Message — Statement by Acting President 

THE ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Liz Behjat): I have received the following message from the 
Legislative Assembly — 

Mr President 
I have ruled the Constitution and Electoral Amendment Bill 2016, forwarded from the Legislative 
Council to the Legislative Assembly on 8 September 2016, out of order, as it contains a clear 
appropriation provision contrary to section 46(1) of the Constitution Acts Amendment Act 1889. 
I ask that the Legislative Council ensures that it strictly observes this section in relation to all future 
Bills. 

Speaker 
Michael Sutherland 
Legislative Assembly Chamber 
Perth, 
14 September 2016 
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SALE OF LAND AMENDMENT BILL 2016 

Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon Donna Faragher (Minister for Planning), read a first 
time. 

Second Reading 

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan — Minister for Planning) [4.12 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

I am pleased to introduce this bill, which will protect consumers from the risks associated with purchasing from 
a vendor who is not yet the registered owner of a lot, whilst providing certainty to facilitate the ongoing timely 
release of new lots by land developers. 

The purpose of the Sale of Land Act 1970 is to protect purchasers of land when the land is being purchased from 
a subdivision of five lots or more and the vendor is not the owner of the land. In particular, the current section 13 
of the act prohibits the sale of a lot by a person who has the right to sell five or more lots in a subdivision or 
proposed subdivision, or two or more lots in a strata subdivision or proposed strata subdivision, unless the seller 
is the registered owner of the land. The penalty for breaching section 13 is currently $750. The prohibition in 
section 13 of the act was designed to protect the purchaser from the risk that a vendor/developer never obtains 
title to the land they are proposing to subdivide and sell and therefore is unable to effect settlement, causing the 
purchaser loss. That may include the loss of any deposit or any other moneys paid to the vendor/developer, the 
lost opportunity to purchase an alternative lot, or the difference between the price of the lot purchased and an 
alternative lot in a rising market. 

The practice of a vendor or developer of land who is not the owner offering the land for sale to a purchaser 
without first having obtained all the relevant development approvals is widespread, especially amongst middle to 
lower tier developers. The practice is essentially used to gain deposit moneys from purchasers as a way of 
convincing banks to finance the completion of the development as the deposit moneys represent equity. The 
practice is not inherently bad; however, it is a risky transaction for the purchaser because there are not sufficient 
controls around this practice under the current Sale of Land Act to protect the purchaser. This is especially the 
case if the developer is unscrupulous and absconds with the deposit money without completing the development. 

In 2014, the Supreme Court in Barker v Midstyle Nominees Pty Ltd found that these types of sales contracts are 
unenforceable by the developer/vendor. The court’s decision has directly impacted finance and funding 
arrangements for the land development industry in Western Australia, which will ultimately affect the 
development and release of new lots onto the market and their affordability. This uncertainty could have a strong 
negative effect on the sustainability of an important driver of economic activity in Western Australia. This bill 
will amend the Sale of Land Act to re-establish certainty for purchasers and developers around the enforceability 
of sale contracts. The Sale of Land Amendment Bill 2016 will introduce the following key reforms. To provide 
broader consumer protection, the restriction on the sale of subdivisional land will be applied to the sale of one or 
more lots in a subdivision, including strata subdivisions, rather than on sales of five lots or more, or two lots or 
more, in a strata subdivision. 

To better inform consumers, it is proposed that a pre-contractual statutory warning be included in the future lot 
contract. This warning will state that the vendor is not currently the registered owner of the lot and include an 
explanation of the purchaser’s rights. If this warning is not contained in the contract, the contract will be illegal 
and void. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 5932.] 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

ROE HIGHWAY STAGE 8 — CONTRACT 

935. Hon SUE ELLERY to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to the Roe 8 contract the government has announced it intends to sign before the March 2017 election. 

(1) Has the government sought advice on the impact of the High Court legal challenge on the contract, 
including potential termination costs? 

(2) If yes to (1), what advice has been provided? 

(3) If no to (1), why not, and will the government seek legal advice prior to signing the contract? 
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Hon JIM CHOWN replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 
(1) Yes. 
(2) The application sought by Save Beeliar Wetlands for special leave to the High Court does not preclude 

the awarding of contracts. 
(3) Not applicable. 

SCHOOLS — RURAL AND REMOTE — TEACHER COSTS 

936. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Education: 
(1) For 2016, what is the breakdown of cost of each staff category and sector, primary and secondary, of 

teachers in rural and remote schools? 
(2) For 2016, what are the additional loadings, including the remote teaching allowance, for each staff 

category and sector in rural and remote schools? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. I cannot get this information for the 
Leader of the Opposition today. I will provide it as soon as possible. A considerable amount of information is 
required, so I would imagine it will be available early next week. 

KALGOORLIE HEALTH CAMPUS — MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES 

937. Hon STEPHEN DAWSON to the minister representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to mental health services at Kalgoorlie Health Campus. 
(1) What are the position titles for each of the staff in the mental health unit? 
(2) What are the salary bands for each of the positions in (1)? 
(3) How many staff work in the mental health unit? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of the question. 
(1)–(3) The answers to the questions are in tabular form. I seek leave to incorporate the information in Hansard. 
Leave granted. 
The following material was incorporated — 
 

(1) (2) (3) Full-time equivalent (FTE) 
Clinical Nurse Manager Inpatient Unit Senior Registered Nurse Level 3, $110,723 1.0 

Clinical Mental Health Nurse Registered Nurse Level 2.1 to 2.4, $86,555 - 
$91,962 2.0 

Registered Mental Health Nurse Registered Nurse Level 1.1 to 1.8, $63,770 - 
$83,916 9.0 

Clerk Mental Health G 2.1 to G 2.4, $56,684 - $61,004 0.79 
Patient Care Assistant Mental Health 

Level 3/4 1st year to 3rd year, $50,314 - 
$52,698 

1.0 

Casual Patient Care Assistant Casual covering 0.4 FTE and annual leave 
coverage 

 

WASTE — LANDFILL LEVY 

938. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the minister representing the Minister for Environment: 
(1) Which metropolitan councils and major regional centres — 

(a) are taking their municipal solid waste to landfill sites where the landfill levy is not charged; 
(b) are taking their commercial and industrial waste to landfill sites where the landfill levy is not 

charged; and 
(c) are taking their construction and demolition waste to landfill sites where the landfill levy is not 

charged? 
(2) For each of the councils identified in (a) to (c), how much MSW, commercial and industrial waste and 

construction and demolition waste went to landfill in 2012–13, 2013–14 and 2014–15? 

 



 [COUNCIL — Wednesday, 14 September 2016] 5921 

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

(1) (a)–(c) None. Municipal solid waste, commercial and industrial waste and construction and demolition 
waste received by or disposed of to landfill premises in the Perth metropolitan region is subject 
to payment of the landfill levy. Landfill premises located outside the Perth metropolitan region 
are liable to pay the landfill levy if they receive waste generated from the Perth metropolitan 
region for disposal. The waste of major regional centres that is not disposed to landfill 
premises in the Perth metropolitan area is not subject to the levy. 

(2) Not applicable. 

ROAD SAFETY — BEAUFORT STREET–WALCOTT STREET, MT LAWLEY — CRASHES 

939. Hon ALANNA CLOHESY to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Road Safety: 
I refer to question without notice 928 asked on Tuesday, 13 September 2016. Could the minister please provide 
a breakdown of the nature of crashes for each of 2014–15 and 2015–16 at the intersection of Beaufort Street and 
Walcott Street, Mt Lawley, including — 

(a) rear end crashes; 

(b) right angle crashes; 

(c) right turn throughs; and 

(d) side swipe, same direction? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 
On behalf of the Minister for Road Safety, I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

The Road Safety Commission advises that the following reported crashes, to within 10 metres of the intersection, 
occurred over those periods — 

(a) rear end crashes: 2014–15, nine; 2015–16, eight; 

(b) right angle crashes: 2014–15, none; 2015–16, two; 

(c) right turn throughs: 2014–15, five; 2015–16, one; and 

(d) side swipe, same direction: 2014–15, four; 2015–16, two. 

Data for the current year is only available for fatal or serious crashes attended by police. 

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND WILDLIFE — PIG SHOOTING 

940. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the minister representing the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to the prevalence of unauthorised shooting for pigs in many of the wetlands in national parks and nature 
reserves around the extremities of the Perth metropolitan region. 

(1) What action is being undertaken to protect people who bushwalk or rogaine in these areas? 

(2) Who is liable in the event of injury from a shooting event in a national park or nature reserve? 

Further, I refer to matters of departmental enforcement in these areas. 

(3) How many field officers are available to, and have undertaken enforcement duties in, national parks and 
nature reserves within 400 kilometres of Perth in each of the previous five calendar years? 

(4) How many infringement notices were issued, and for what offences were they issued, in each of the 
previous five calendar years at national parks and nature reserves within 400 kilometres of Perth? 

(5) How many of those issued infringement notices have resulted in prosecution or the payment of a fine or 
have been withdrawn or terminated by the Department of Parks and Wildlife? 

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

(1) The Department of Parks and Wildlife has responsibility for managing national parks and nature 
reserves throughout the state and is particularly conscious of the need to ensure visitor safety in these 
areas. This includes education campaigns and taking steps to deter illegal or dangerous activity. 

(2) In the event of any incident involving the injury of a person on a national park or nature reserve as 
a result of unauthorised shooting on that land, WA Police would investigate the matter and liability 
would be subsequently determined by the court. 
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(3) Parks and Wildlife currently has 299 authorised officers throughout the state who are available to carry 
out compliance and enforcement functions on national parks and nature reserves managed by the 
department. The number of authorised officers fluctuates over time as staff change. 

(4) A total of 561 infringement notices were issued during the 2015–16 financial year for a range of 
offences across the state. 

It is not in the answer but I have re-read that part of the member’s question. He asked for the previous 
five calendar years; there is only reference to 2015–16. I will follow that up with the minister. 

(5) Most infringement notices result in the payment of the modified penalty applicable to the offence 
specified thereon, with only a small number progressing to court. Only one infringement notice was 
withdrawn and substituted with prosecution action last year, while a further 10 infringement notices 
were withdrawn either due to insufficient evidence to support the alleged offence or as a result of 
mitigating circumstances warranting the extension of leniency.  

BUSHFIRES — LAND CLEARING 

941. Hon NIGEL HALLETT to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Emergency 
Services: 

Where a landowner’s property adjoins public land, how much land can be cleared for bushfire protection if the 
land is classified as — 

(a) national park; 

(b) reserve land; 

(c) crown land; and 

(d) state forest? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 
On behalf of the Minister for Emergency Services, I thank the honourable member for some notice of the 
question. 

(a) Refer to the Department of Parks and Wildlife.  

I think this means that it should be referred to the department, so I presume what is being indicated is 
that the question should be directed to the Minister for Environment. 

(b) Under section 18(9) of the Bush Fires Act 1954, a permit issued under section 18 may authorise the 
owner or occupier of land to burn the bush on a road reserve adjoining that land. 

(c) Landholders are permitted to prepare and maintain permanent firebreaks on crown land bordering their 
property, other than road reserves, state forest and timber reserves. Subject to those exceptions, 
section 34(1) of the Bush Fires Act 1954 allows the owner or occupier of land bordering on crown land 
to enter upon that crown land to clear firebreaks, provided the firebreaks are no more than three metres 
wide and are within 200 metres of the landowner’s boundary. Section 34 also allows the owner or 
occupier to burn the bush between those firebreaks and the boundary of their land, as long as they 
obtain a permit from a bushfire control officer—section 34(1AB)—and they do not contravene the 
prohibited and restricted burning periods. 

(d) Under section 34(2) of the Bush Fires Act 1954, the Conservation and Land Management Act chief 
executive officer can give notice in writing to the owner or occupier of land adjoining state forest to 
undertake mitigation works on part of the land of which he is the owner or occupier and which is 
nearest to the state forest. Furthermore, the owner or occupier of land adjoining state forest can reach an 
agreement with the CALM act CEO in regard to making firebreaks on state forest land. 

ST JOHN AMBULANCE — PARAMEDICS — REGIONAL WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

942. Hon ADELE FARINA to the Minister representing the Minister for Health: 
(1) In 2008, how many paramedics and country paramedics, by full-time equivalent positions and 

headcount, were employed by St John Ambulance in each of the following regional areas — 

(a) south west; 

(b) great southern; 

(c) Peel; 

(d) midwest; 

(e) goldfields–Esperance; 
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(f) Gascoyne; 

(g) Pilbara; 

(h) Kimberley; and 

(i) wheatbelt? 

(2) In 2016, for each region listed in (1), how many paramedics and country paramedics, by FTE and 
headcount, are employed by St John Ambulance? 

The PRESIDENT: Several of the questions today are asking for very detailed information. I remind members 
that because ministers have only five hours for gathering information, members should ask questions that are 
reasonably expected to be answered in that time. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. 

The following response is based on information sourced by St John Ambulance. Information on headcounts is 
not available. 

(1)–(2) St John Ambulance employs the following number of full-time equivalent ambulance and community 
paramedics. The answer is listed in a table form, so I seek leave to have it incorporated into Hansard. 

Leave granted. 

The following material was incorporated — 
 

2008 St John Ambulance FTE 
Region  Paramedics  Community paramedics  
(a) & (c)  South West (including Peel)  26  0  
(b)  Great Southern  5  0  
(d) & (I)  Mid-West (including Gascoyne)  7  0  
(e)  Goldfields-Esperance  10  0  
(g) and (h)  North West (including Kimberley, Pilbara)  6  2  
(i)  Wheatbelt  2  0  
TOTALS  56  2  

 
2016 St John Ambulance FTE  
Region  Paramedics  Community paramedics 
(a) & (c)  South West (including Peel)  52  3  
(b)  Great Southern  7  4  
(d) & (f)  Mid-West (including Gascoyne)  9  4  
(e)  Goldfields-Esperance  11  3  
(g) and (h)  North West (including Kimberley, Pilbara  18  5  
(i) Wheatbelt 4 8 
TOTALS  101 27 

 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT — SORRENTO QUAY 

943. Hon MARTIN PRITCHARD to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for 
Transport: 

(1) Does the Department of Transport have responsibility for the safety and welfare of the public who visit 
Sorrento Quay? 

(2) If no to (1), can the minister identify who does? 

(3) If yes to (1), can the minister explain what steps the department takes to — 

(a) prevent drownings at the marina; and 

(b) provide assistance to the public when incidents occur? 
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Hon JIM CHOWN replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) The Department of Transport has the responsibility for those areas within Hillarys Boat Harbour other 
than those areas that are leased or licensed. 

(2) Each lease and licence holder is responsible for their respective tenancy. 

(3) (a) In those common and public areas managed by the Department of Transport within 
Hillarys Boat Harbour, the department, in conjunction with harbour stakeholders, engages 
a security contractor, MCS Security, to provide a presence and perform mobile and foot patrols 
throughout the precinct. Also, in conjunction with the City of Joondalup and Surf Life Saving 
Western Australia, it provides limited swimming beach patrols in the summer period. 

(b) When called upon to provide an incident response within Hillarys Boat Harbour, the 
contracted security company will commence first aid, contact emergency services—
ambulance, fire, police, harbour management—retrieve and dispense medical oxygen, 
administer CPR and initiate automated external defibrillation in the interim until the lead 
authority arrives on scene. Traffic management can also be deployed to expedite the arrival of 
emergency services. 

PUBLIC SECTOR COMMISSION — INQUIRIES AND REVIEWS 

944. Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 
I refer to the following inquiries and reviews conducted by the Public Sector Commission—“Ticket use for 
sponsored or financially supported events: Review report”, “Acquisition and use of hospitality resources by 
Healthway: Investigation report”, “Review of organisational structures under the Equal Opportunity Act 1984”, 
and “More than a matter of trust: An examination of integrity checking controls in recruitment and employee 
induction processes”. 

(1) Was a review, audit or similar analysis undertaken by a third party into the manner in which any of the 
aforementioned inquiries and reviews were conducted and/or conclusions formed? 

(2) If yes to (1), which inquiries and reviews; and what is the name of the third party? 

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

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

LANDS — DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SITES 

945. Hon SAMANTHA ROWE to the minister representing the Minister for Lands: 
I refer to sites owned by and/or vested in WA Health, which are part of the land asset sales program. 

(1) What are the Valuer-General’s general and/or interim valuations for any of the following sites — 

(a) the former Shenton Park Hospital; 

(b) the former Swan District Hospital; 

(c) the Princess Margaret Hospital for Children site and associated outbuildings and car parks; 

(d) Woodside Hospital; and 

(e) the WA School of the Deaf? 

(2) Did any of the aforementioned sites received independent evaluations; and, if so, for what amount? 

(3) Which of the aforementioned sites are listed on the register of contaminated sites? 

(4) Have any of the outbuilding clinics and offices at PMH already been closed and/or these staff and 
clinics relocated; and, if so, to where? 

(5) Will the government guarantee that none of the aforementioned sites will be listed for sale, be available 
for unsolicited bids or be sold during the official caretaker period? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of the question. The following has been provided to me by the Minister for 
Lands. I indicate that the WA School of the Deaf is not vested in WA Health; it is in the Department of Education, 
but, having said that, we can still provide the answer. 
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(1) (a) The Valuer-General has not yet been requested to provide a valuation at this stage. 
(b) The Department of Lands is currently negotiating disposal of this asset. The valuation will 

remain commercial-in-confidence, given the current negotiations with the preferred proponent. 
(c)–(e) The Valuer-General has not yet been requested to provide a valuation for disposal purposes at 

this stage. 
(2) Any valuations for the aforementioned sites will remain commercial-in-confidence until the site is sold. 
(3) This question should be referred to the Minister for Environment. 
(4) This question should be referred to the Minister for Health. 
(5) No. 

INTERGRAIN PTY LTD — MONSANTO INVESTMENT 
946. Hon LYNN MacLAREN to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Agriculture 

and Food: 
I refer to the Western Australian Agriculture Authority and the Grains Research Development Corporation’s 
acquisition of Monsanto’s equity in InterGrain. 
(1) Given that Monsanto’s exit was reportedly well planned, can the minister please advise — 

(a) what factors precipitated the decision; and 
(b) why another partner has not yet been found? 

(2) Was Monsanto offloading unprofitable assets prior to a potential Bayer takeover? 
(3) What are the implications of Monsanto’s departure on the genetically modified wheat breeding program 

that was promoted in 2010 when the partnership began? 
(4) Who owns the intellectual property rights of new wheat varieties developed during the time Monsanto 

was a partner in InterGrain?  
Hon JIM CHOWN replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) (a) Monsanto has advised that its decision was reached following a strategic review of its global 

business operations. 
(b) InterGrain is considering other strategic partnerships. 

(2) The reasons for Monsanto’s exit are a matter for Monsanto. 
(3) InterGrain has not undertaken a genetically modified wheat breeding program. 
(4) It is InterGrain. 

CENTRAL REGIONAL TAFE — COURSES 
947. Hon DARREN WEST to the minister representing the Minister for Training and 

Workforce Development: 
I refer to the axing of the Diploma of Nursing at the Geraldton campus of the Central Regional TAFE. 
(1) Has a decision been made to cancel any other courses at Geraldton for the 2017 school year; and, if yes, 

which courses have been cancelled and why? 
(2) Has a decision been made to cancel any courses at any other Central Regional TAFE campus for the 

2017 school year; and, if yes, which courses have been cancelled, why and at which campus? 
(3) Are any other courses under consideration for cancellation or in doubt at any Central Regional TAFE 

campus for 2017; and, if yes, which courses, why and at which campus? 
Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. I noticed that the honourable member used the 
term “axing” and we use the term “ceasing”—just so long as members understand that distinction. 
(1) No. The Diploma of Nursing delivered by Central Regional TAFE has not been ceased for delivery in 

2017. The Diploma of Nursing will not be offered to year 11 school students from 2017 onwards as it is 
not supported by industry as suitable for delivery to school students. Prior commitments made by 
Central Regional TAFE to current year 11 school students to undertake the Diploma of Nursing in year 
12 in 2017 will be honoured. 

(2)–(3) No. There is no plan to cancel any course by Central Regional TAFE in 2017. Courses offered to year 
11 school students enrolling in 2017 onwards will be drawn from the courses identified by industry as 
being suitable for school students. 

 



5926 [COUNCIL — Wednesday, 14 September 2016] 

LEGAL CONTRIBUTION TRUST — FUNDING 
948. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Attorney General: 
I refer to the shortfall of Legal Contribution Trust funding for 2016–17. 
(1) Has the Attorney General approved the allocation of additional funds to address this shortfall for 2016–17? 
(2) Where has this funding come from within the department? 
(3) Is this funding allocation only for the 2016–17 financial year? 
(4) What will happen to the funding for these projects on 1 July 2017? 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) Yes, for community legal centres undertaking projects that provide services to victims. 
(2) The confiscation proceeds account. 
(3) Yes. 
(4) The Legal Aid Commission is looking at options to provide for the continuation of funding from 

1 July 2017, if there continues to be a shortfall of funding from the Legal Contribution Trust fund. 
DISABILITY SERVICES COMMISSION — CONTRACTORS 

949. Hon STEPHEN DAWSON to the Minister for Disability Services: 
I refer to question without notice 859 asked on 7 September 2016. 
(1) Can the minister please provide a job description form for each of the contract officer and domestic 

contractor positions? 
(2) If no to (1), why not? 
Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of the question. 
(1)–(2) The Disability Services Commission utilises contract-for-service arrangements for short-term needs in 

accordance with the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and approved procedure 5. Individual 
contractors are not engaged as employees and, accordingly, their services are not linked to individual 
job description forms. 

TAFE AND SCHOOL TEACHERS — SUBSIDISED HOUSING 
950. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Housing: 
I refer to the government’s decision to increase rents for TAFE and school teachers living in country towns by up 
to $86 a fortnight. 
(1) How many teachers, TAFE and school, are living in subsidised housing in Mandurah, Albany, Bunbury, 

Collie and Denmark? 
(2) Does the minister admit that these increases will affect the ability of country schools and TAFE 

colleges to attract and retain teachers? 
Hon COL HOLT replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) Rent increases for Government Regional Officers’ Housing are calculated according to the GROH 

tenant rent-setting framework policy. In November 2015, the Liberal–National state government 
amended the policy by removing the automatic discount to Perth median rent and capping rent increases 
to $30 a week. The maximum rent increase payable by GROH tenants is $60 a fortnight. 
The GROH properties allocated to Education in Mandurah is nil; in Albany, 17; in Bunbury, nil; in 
Collie, 16; and in Denmark, nine. Please refer to the Minister for Education to confirm the number of 
teachers living in subsidised housing. 

(2) Please refer to the Minister for Education. 
HORIZON POWER — POWER OUTAGES — CASHLESS DEBIT CARD 

951. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to power outages experienced by residents and businesses yesterday in Kununurra. 
(1) What measures does Horizon Power have in place to ensure that people using the cashless welfare card 

are not affected by power outages? 
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(2) What measures are in place to ensure that people using the cashless welfare card will not be adversely 
affected by power outages during the upcoming wet season? 

(3) Is Horizon Power working with state and federal agencies overseeing the cashless welfare card trial in 
the East Kimberley to find a solution to this problem? 

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

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

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

(1) Horizon Power has a process in place to prevent disconnection of any prepayment customer, who may 
or may not be cashless welfare card holders, in the event that they are unable to apply additional credit 
to their account due to a power outage. This process has been enabled by the investment in advanced 
metering and has protection that ensures that customers are not unnecessarily disconnected. 

(2) Horizon Power and the state government have invested $11.5 million in the last 12 months to upgrade 
the Kununurra backup power station. This will see unplanned outages as a result of weather and 
generation issues significantly decrease. The aforementioned process will continue in the event that 
prepayment customers, including those who pay via the cashless welfare card, are unable to top up their 
power accounts. 

(3) There is no special requirement for engagement with federal and state government agencies for this 
system to work. However, Horizon Power is committed to continuous improvement in its service area 
and works with state and federal government agencies to facilitate this. 

(4) Not applicable. 

ROAD SAFETY — BEAUFORT STREET–WALCOTT STREET, MT LAWLEY — CRASHES 

952. Hon ALANNA CLOHESY to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Road Safety: 

I refer to the intersection at or near Beaufort Street and Walcott Street, Mt Lawley, and ask for the years 2014–15 
and 2015–16, separately reported — 

(1) how many fatal crashes occurred; 

(2) how many serious crashes occurred; and 

(3) how many other crashes not defined in (1) and (2) occurred? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 

On behalf of the Minister for Road Safety, I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

The Road Safety Commission advises that the following reported crashes to within 10 metres of the intersection 
occurred over the periods. 

(1) There were zero fatal crashes in 2014–15 and in 2015–16. 

(2) There were zero serious crashes in 2014–15 and in 2015–16. 

(3) For all other crashes not defined in (1) and (2), in 2014–15, there were 18 crashes and in 2015–16, there 
were 13 crashes. 

Data for the current year is available only for fatal or serious crashes attended by police. 

ST JOHN AMBULANCE — INDEPENDENT OVERSIGHT PANEL RECOMMENDATIONS 

953. Hon ADELE FARINA to the minister representing the Minister for Health: 

(1) Will the minister immediately seek to vary the current contract with St John Ambulance to incorporate 
agreed performance indicators relating to psychological risk and care of the workforce as recommended 
by the Independent Oversight Panel review of St John Ambulance? 

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

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. 

(1)–(2) The recommendations will be considered and the Department of Health will work with St John 
Ambulance in relation to any possible impacts on the current contract. However, St John Ambulance, as 
a non-government provider, must continue to hold responsibility for matters relating to its workforce. 
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CITIZENS ADVICE BUREAU — FUNDING 

954. Hon MARTIN PRITCHARD to the minister representing the Minister for Community Services: 

I refer to the minister’s answer to question without notice 848. 

(1) Have any other payments been made to the Citizens Advice Bureau in any of the periods referred to in 
question without notice 848? 

(2) If yes to (1), on what basis were these payments made and are these arrangements to continue into the 
future? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

ELECTRICITY CONNECTION — SWAN VALLEY — WESTERN POWER 

955. Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Energy: 

I refer to the exorbitant electricity charges that Western Power is charging for the assessment and design of new 
connections in the Swan Valley—for example, a recent quote of over $6 000 simply for the design and quotation of 
a new electricity connection to a vineyard in the valley. Will the minister immediately review these charges, given 
the significant costs and impact these charges will have on continuing agricultural production in the valley? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. Based on the information provided, 
Western Power assumes the member was referring to connection costs for commercial premises. For most 
commercial connections, the distribution low-voltage connection headworks scheme—the scheme—applies. The 
scheme allows for the cost of infrastructure required for new customer connections to be shared by all customers 
using the installed network. The scheme provides a charge on the basis of requested capacity, 1 000 volt amps—
kVA—rather than on whether the current network will have to be expanded as a consequence of the submitted 
application. The scheme cost replaces the cost of augmentation for customer connections and upgrades. The cost 
is based on a set of per kVA rates reflecting the average cost of supply per unit of load—kVA. When there is 
sufficient information, the costs to the customer are further offset by the expected revenue from the connection 
point over a 15-year period. The scheme was reviewed and approved by Western Power’s independent regulator, 
the Economic Regulation Authority, on 4 September 2012. It is important to remember there are significant costs 
in designing and connecting new commercial premises to the network. In general terms, the cost of connection 
mentioned by the member does not seem unreasonable given the varying scopes of network augmentation 
requested by commercial customers. 

The Liberal–National government introduced the National Electricity (Western Australia) Bill 2016 into 
Parliament on 23 June 2016. The purpose of the bill is to apply the national regulatory framework to electricity 
networks in Western Australia. The requirements for capital contributions under the national framework 
recognise that a network upgrade or reinforcement generally benefits all customers connected to the network by 
making the whole electricity network more robust and reliable. It is anticipated that in most cases this will result 
in a reduction in costs for residential and small commercial customers seeking to connect to the network 
compared with the current framework. 

ALCOA ALUMINA REFINERY — WAGERUP — PRODUCTION LICENCE 

956. Hon LYNN MacLAREN to the minister representing the Minister for Environment: 

I refer to the licence amendment application for production increase to 2.85 million metric tonnes per annum at 
Alcoa Australia’s Wagerup refinery. 

(1) Will the minister please table the findings of any independent studies carried out since 2006 that 
identify the potential harmful effects of dust on the health of residents in Yarloop, Waroona, Harvey, 
Cookernup and Wagerup? 

(2) What is the rationale for lifting licence condition 4? 

(3) In the absence of scientific evidence into health impacts resulting from Alcoa’s activities, does the 
minister agree that the precautionary principle should be implemented? 

(4) When is the licence appeal process expected to be completed? 
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Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. 

(1) The Department of Environment Regulation assessed the risk of fugitive dust impacts from Alcoa’s 
Wagerup alumina refinery in October 2015 when it amended the premises’ licence. The department’s 
assessment is documented in the decision document accompanying the licence published on the 
department’s website. I table those documents. The department advises it is not aware of any 
independent studies carried out since 2006 that specifically consider the potentially harmful effects of 
dust on the health of residents in Yarloop, Waroona, Harvey, Cookernup and Wagerup. 

(2) Condition A4 relating to fugitive dust was removed from Alcoa’s Wagerup alumina refinery licence in 
October 2015. The department’s assessment and decision to remove the condition is documented in the 
tabled decision document accompanying the licence published on the department’s website. The 
assessment concluded — 

 Fugitive dust emissions can be adequately regulated via the general provisions of the 
EP Act — 

The Environmental Protection Act 1986 — 

 with particular reference to s49 of the EP Act. DER expects that Alcoa will continue to have 
multilayered dust control measures (refer to summary in section 7 of the 2012 LTRMS). 

That is the long-term residue management strategy. The assessment continues — 

Alcoa is expected to continue implementation of its dust control strategies regardless of 
whether fugitive dust is regulated via a condition or the general provisions of the EP Act 

The department advises that Alcoa undertakes dust control measures as set out in the published decision 
document and removal of the relevant condition does not reduce the level of these controls or the 
monitoring for dust emissions that remain in place. 

(3) As the appeal of licence conditions is being investigated by the Appeals Convenor, it is not appropriate 
that the minister comments in response to this question. 

(4) See answer (3). 

[See paper 4509.] 

GERALDTON HEALTH CAMPUS UPGRADE 

957. Hon DARREN WEST to the minister representing the Minister for Health: 

I refer to the conflicting statements made by the Premier and the Minister for Health about the priority of 
upgrades to Geraldton Regional Hospital—GRH. 

(1) Is the stage 2 upgrade of GRH a priority for the Barnett Liberal–National government? 

(2) If yes to (1), when will construction of the stage 2 upgrades commence, when will construction 
commence of a mental health facility, and when will the co-location of St John of God Geraldton 
Hospital and the Geraldton Regional Hospital commence? 

(3) Have any funds been allocated in the 2016–17 budget for these works; and, if yes, how much? 

(4) Have any funds been allocated in the forward estimates for these works; and, if yes, how much? 

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

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. 

(1) Further redevelopment of the Geraldton Health Campus is a priority. 

(2) A business case is required to be developed for consideration by government before time frames are 
determined and funding allocated. The concept master plan for Geraldton Health Campus includes 
enabling the potential future co-location of a private provider. 

(3)–(4) No. 

(5) See answer (2). 
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PUBLIC HOUSING — INCOME ELIGIBILITY 
958. Hon SAMANTHA ROWE to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Housing: 
I refer to the income threshold for public housing eligibility. 
(1) When was the income threshold last increased? 
(2) Does the minister believe the current threshold is restricting those in severe housing stress from 

applying for public housing? 
(3) Does the minister intend to increase the threshold in the near future? 
(4) Is the minister currently considering indexation options for some eligibility thresholds to ensure that 

they are reflective of cost-of-living increases? 
Hon COL HOLT replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of the question. 
(1) It was last increased in 2006. 
(2) Anyone receiving a statutory payment is eligible to apply. 
(3) The affordable housing strategy flags the need to strengthen the social housing system. 
(4) The Housing Authority continually monitors eligibility criteria to determine the appropriateness of 

eligibility limits including for both income and assets. Importantly, public housing eligibility should not 
be viewed in isolation of the Liberal–National government’s commitment under the affordable housing 
strategy to increase the range of housing options for low to moderate-income earners. The strategy has 
been delivering homes for people right across the housing continuum—public and community housing 
for people on very low incomes, discounted private rentals and/or bond assistance for people on low 
incomes, and home loans and shared equity options for people on low to moderate incomes who cannot 
obtain mainstream home loans. In recognition of the Liberal–National government meeting its target 
under the state affordable housing strategy of 20 000 additional affordable homes by 2020, the 
government has raised its minimum target to 30 000 affordable homes by 2020. To date, nearly 
24 000 homes have been delivered under the strategy. This has a much greater impact than adjusting 
eligibility criteria. 

SECONDARY SCHOOLS — VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING — SOUTH WEST 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS — AUSTRALIAN TERTIARY ADMISSION RANK  

AND WESTERN AUSTRALIAN CERTIFICATE OF EDUCATION — SOUTH WEST 
SCHOOLS — STAFF — FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT HEADCOUNT 

Questions on Notice 4227, 4229 and 4233 — Answer Advice 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Education) [5.08 pm]: Pursuant to standing 
order 108(2), I wish to inform the house that the answers to questions on notice 4227, 4229 and 4233 asked 
by Hon Adele Farina to me as Minister for Education on 16 August 2016 will be provided tomorrow, 
15 September 2016. 

TABLED PAPERS 
Questions on Notice 4224, 4226, 4228, 4231, 4234, 4235, 4237, 4238 and 4293 — 

Supplementary Information 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Education) [5.09 pm]: I table the attached 
documents in relation to questions on notice 4226, 4228, 4231, 4234, 4235, 4237 and 4238 asked by 
Hon Adele Farina and questions on notice 4224 and 4293 asked by Hon Sue Ellery. 
[See papers 4510 to 4518.] 

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 4267, 4272–4278, 4280, 4281, 4284, 4285, 4288–4292 
Answer Advice 

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan — Minister for Planning) [5.10 pm]: Pursuant to standing 
order 108(2), I wish to inform the house that the answers to question on notice 4267 asked by Hon Adele Farina 
of the Minister for Mental Health and questions on notice 4272 to 4278 of the Minister for Child Protection on 
16 August 2016 will be provided on 20 September 2016; the answer to question on notice 4285 asked by 
Hon Alanna Clohesy of the Minister for Child Protection on 16 August 2016 will be provided on 20 September 
2016; the answer to question on notice 4288 asked by Hon Samantha Rowe of the Minister for Child Protection 
on 16 August 2016 will be provided on 20 September 2016; the answers to questions on notice 4280, 4281, 
4284, 4289, 4290, 4291 and 4292 asked by Hon Stephen Dawson of the Minister for Child Protection on 
16 August 2016 will be provided on 20 September 2016. 
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SECURITY AND RELATED ACTIVITIES (CONTROL) ACT 
Question without Notice 886 — Answer Advice 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Attorney General) [5.11 pm]: I have the response to 
part (3) of question without notice 886 asked by Hon Kate Doust on Thursday, 8 September 2016 and seek leave 
to have it incorporated into Hansard. 
Leave granted. 
The following material was incorporated — 
(3) Licensing services have two avenues to take proceedings or actions against licensees: 

• The first avenue is through the delegated powers of the Licensing Officer (WA Police) under the provisions of the Security 
and Related Activities (Control) Act 1996. 

• The second avenue is through compliance audits conducted by the WA Police Licence Compliance Unit. 
Those actions have been: 
Licensing 

• Refusals — 11 
• Revocations — 5 
• Suspensions — 86 
• Disqualifications — 50 

Compliance Audits 
Licensed breaches 

• Summons to Court — 2 
• Caution delivered — 89 

Unlicensed breaches 
• Summons to Court — 3 
• Caution delivered — 20 

Definitions: 
• Refusal — the person is not eligible to hold a licence under the legislation or is not deemed to be a fit and proper person to 

be issued a licence. 
• Revocation — the person is no longer considered fit and proper to hold a licence or is deemed to be a danger to the safety 

and welfare of the public by continuing to hold a licence. 
• Suspension — the person has a pending charge for a mandatory disqualification offence under the legislation (the licence is 

suspended until the pending charge is heard in court). 
• Disqualification — the person has a finding of guilt for a mandatory disqualification offence under the legislation making 

them ineligible to continue holding a licence. 
• Compliance breaches — are commonly for failure to provide staffing lists, failure to wear ID etc. 

 

WAROONA–YARLOOP BUSHFIRES — FERGUSON REPORT 
Question without Notice 921 — Answer Advice 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Attorney General) [5.12 pm]: I would like to provide 
an answer to Hon Nigel Hallett’s question without notice 921 asked on Tuesday, 13 September 2016, which 
I seek leave to have incorporated into Hansard. 
Leave granted. 
The following material was incorporated — 
The Department of the Premier and Cabinet advises: 
(1) The Response to the Report is currently being considered by the Government and will be released shortly. 
(2) Measures being progressed ahead of the 2016/17 bushfire season are part of the Government Response to the Report. 
The Department of Fire and Emergency Services (DFES) advises: 
(3) Under section 18 subsection 9 of the Bush Fires Act 1954, a permit issued under section 18, may authorise the owner or occupier 

of land to burn the bush on a road reserve adjoining that land. 
Landholders are currently permitted to prepare and maintain permanent fire-breaks on Crown land bordering their property, other 
than road reserves, State forest and timber reserves. Subject to those exceptions, subsection 34(1) of the Bush Fires Act 1954 
allows the owner or occupier of land bordering on Crown land to enter upon that Crown land to clear fire-breaks, provided the 
fire-breaks are no more than 3 metres wide and are within 200 metres of the landowner’s boundary. Section 34 also allows the 
owner or occupier to burn the bush between those fire-breaks and the boundary of their land, as long as they obtain a permit from 
a bush fire control officer (subsection 34(1AB)) and they do not contravene the prohibited and restricted burning periods. 
Under section 34 subsection 2 of the Bush Fires Act 1954, the CALM Act CEO can give notice in writing to the owner or 
occupier of land adjoining state forest to undertake mitigation works on part of the land of which he is the owner or occupier and 
which is nearest to the state forest. 
Furthermore, the owner or occupier of land adjoining state forest can reach an agreement with the CALM Act CEO with regards 
to making fire breaks on state forest land. 
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(4) These powers already exist. Under section 39A of the Bush Fires Act 1954 where there is an outbreak of a bush fire which has: 
(a) been lit or maintained unlawfully; 
(b) occurred accidentally; 
(c) ceased to be under control or are not adequately controlled; or 
(d) been declared in the regulations as a bush fire to which this section applies; 

then bush fire control officers, bush fire brigade officers, or bush fire brigade members, may, subject to the Bush Fires Act 1954, 
take charge of the operations for controlling and extinguishing the bush fire or for preventing the spread or extension of the fire. 
Where a land owner is present, a bushfire brigade member must consult with them before acting. 
When a bush fire control officer is carrying out a function or duty as set out in section 39A, then section 39(1)(c) of the 
Bush Fires Act 1954 allows them to enter any land, whether private property or not. 
Further, pursuant to subsection 45(2) of the Bush Fires Act 1954, where an authorised CALM Act officer is present at a bush fire 
on conservation land, or a bush fire on land that is not conservation land and a bush fire control officer does not have control of 
the operations in relation to that fire, then the CALM Act officer can exercise the above powers of section 39A, and have supreme 
control of all operations for that fire. 

(5) Refer to the Department of Parks and Wildlife (P&W). 
 

ROADS — SOUTH WESTERN HIGHWAY — IMPROVEMENTS — 
DONNYBROOK–GREENBUSHES 

Question on Notice 4250 — Answer Advice 

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.13 pm]: Pursuant to standing order 108(2), 
I wish to inform the house that the answer to question on notice 4250 asked by Hon Adele Farina of me on 
16 August 2016 will be provided tomorrow. 

SALE OF LAND AMENDMENT BILL 2016 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan — Minister for Planning) [5.13 pm]: For greater certainty, 
a contract of sale of any lot in a subdivision where the vendor is not the owner of the land—a “future lot 
contract”—will be conditional upon the vendor becoming the registered proprietor of the lot within six months, 
or such other date provided in the contract. A requirement has also been included for “reasonable endeavours” to 
cause the “vendor’s condition” to be satisfied. This will place a vendor under an obligation to take all reasonable 
action to satisfy the conditions of the contract rather than having no obligation and manipulating the contract by 
purposely not gaining the approvals as a way of avoiding the contract. To provide greater surety of outcomes, an 
obligation to inform the purchaser about progress towards the vendor’s condition being satisfied must be 
included in the future lot contract. If it is not contained in the contract, the contract will be illegal and void. 

To increase protection for purchasers, any deposit or other moneys paid to the vendor/developer will be held by 
a licensed settlement agent, real estate agent or solicitor in a trust account in Australia. Funds will be recoverable 
in the event of the contract of sale being terminated if the vendor’s condition is not satisfied within six months, 
or such date as is provided in the future lot contract. 

Higher penalties will be introduced for failure to comply with the Sale of Land Act. The penalty for breach of 
section 13, which applies the restrictions to the sale of land, is currently set at $750. This penalty is considered to 
be too low and is deemed inadequate in preventing a breach of section 13. The majority of stakeholders support 
increasing to $100 000 the penalty for failure to place deposit moneys into a trust account, and for entering into 
a void contract, in order to provide a greater deterrent. A higher penalty of $100 000 will also be introduced in 
sections 16 to 18 to deter vendors from false advertising, misrepresentation concerning public amenity, and 
house-to-house selling. These new provisions around future lot contracts align with the Planning and 
Development Act 2005 provisions for conditional contracts, so they have been well tested. 

The Sale of Land Amendment Bill 2016 has been developed in close consultation with industry and government. 
The proposals for reform of the Sale of Land Act 1970 were developed by Landgate, based on this extensive 
consultation, and were unanimously supported by stakeholders. The draft bill was also consulted on widely, with 
stakeholders being given the opportunity to see the draft and provide comment. As a result of this broad and 
ongoing consultation, I am confident that this bill provides a workable solution to the problems that came into 
being as a result of the uncertainty created in the case of Barker v Midstyle Nominees. 

In conclusion, the Sale of Land Amendment Bill 20l6 will facilitate better outcomes for both consumers and the 
land development industry, which will ultimately result in benefits for the Western Australian community. 

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 4508.] 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

RESTRAINING ORDERS AND RELATED LEGISLATION AMENDMENT 
(FAMILY VIOLENCE) BILL 2016 

Introduction and First Reading 
Bill introduced, on motion by Hon Michael Mischin (Attorney General), and read a first time. 

Second Reading 
HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Attorney General) [5.16 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
This bill is part of the government’s overarching family violence response reform plan titled “Freedom From Fear: 
Working towards the elimination of family and domestic violence in Western Australia—Action Plan 2015”. This 
action plan reaffirms the government’s commitment to tackling the problem of family violence. It also aims to 
increase safety for victims of family violence and strengthen integrated, accountable and effective interventions 
targeting perpetrators of family violence and abuse. However, the bill also addresses several more general 
violence issues that go beyond family violence. This bill meets four key objectives related to addressing family 
violence and violence within the community generally. 
First, this bill proposes to amend the Restraining Orders Act 1997 and related legislation to improve the overall 
legal response to family violence. The bill proposes to introduce a new category of restraining order crafted 
specifically to deal with family violence—the family violence restraining order. The new FVROs will be based 
on a contemporary understanding of the nature of family violence and a risk management approach in the courts. 
The new FVROs will allow for tailored conditions to address the complex dynamics of family violence, 
including introducing a new capacity—to be developed over time—for a perpetrator to attend a behaviour 
change program. This signals a significant step for the justice system in dealing with the causes of family 
violence as opposed to simply dealing with the consequences of family violence. 
Second, this bill includes a range of criminal law amendments aimed at strengthening the criminal justice system 
response to family violence, such as encouraging greater use of FVROs during criminal proceedings, and 
strengthening the legislation in relation to repeated breaches of restraining orders. 
Third, the bill amends the Prisons Act 1981 and the Sentence Administration Act 2003 to give family violence 
victims notice of, and the capacity to be heard, when an offender with whom they have been in a relationship 
may be released from prison. 
Fourth, this bill also includes two anti-violence measures aimed at deterring violent behaviour in general. These 
entail amendments to the Criminal Code to address violence against women that harms their unborn child and to 
increase the maximum penalty for unlawful assault causing death under section 281 from 10 years’ 
imprisonment to 20 years. This applies to what are commonly, although frequently erroneously, referred to as 
“one-punch” homicides, whether resulting from circumstances of family violence or violence in general. 
The bill thus aims to reduce levels of violence in both the home and the community at large. In particular, it aims 
to improve the safety of victims of family violence or other violent offending and to make perpetrators of family 
violence accountable for the violence they have committed and the impact it has on others. 
The law in relation to family violence and restraining orders is particularly challenging. It often involves a wide 
range of complex human interactions, behaviour and relationships. The law must ensure that there are effective 
methods for victims of family violence to seek protection when they need it most, particularly in times of crisis. 
The law relating to restraining orders—which result from civil proceedings in the courts—must also provide all 
parties with procedural fairness, and protect people from unfair and false allegations. The government has 
a responsibility to get this balance right. This bill strives to achieve that balance. 
I turn now to the new structure and the amendments in detail. The bill proposes to include in the 
Restraining Orders Act a new category of family violence restraining order. Currently, the Restraining Orders Act 
enables a person to make a civil application to a court for a violence restraining order or a misconduct restraining 
order. A violence restraining order, or VRO, allows the court to impose certain restraints on a person if there are 
grounds to believe that the person has committed personal violence, or family violence, and is likely to do so 
again. A misconduct restraining order, or MRO, allows the court to impose certain restraints on a person if there 
are grounds to believe that the person is likely to be intimidating or offensive, but not violent. MROs do not 
apply to circumstances in which the applicant and the respondent are in a domestic relationship. 
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Under the new structure, the court will be able to make an FVRO, VRO or MRO. The proposed family violence 
restraining orders, which are dealt with in proposed new part 1B of the Restraining Orders Act, allow for a court to 
take into account broader considerations specific to family violence than it could when considering an application 
for a VRO, and will confer on the court the power to order conditions in FVROs specific to family violence. 

VROs will be reserved for situations in which people not related to one another, such as neighbours, seek 
a restraining order in relation to violence that has occurred or is likely to occur. Otherwise, the bill does not 
intend to substantively change the way VROs are defined or will operate. Similarly, the bill does not propose to 
change the way MROs are defined or will operate under the Restraining Orders Act, and they are intended to 
continue to operate as usual. 

Definitions: In proposed new part 1B of the Restraining Orders Act, the existing definition of “act of family and 
domestic violence” will be replaced with a new contemporary definition of “family violence”. The definition 
largely replicates the definition of family violence in the commonwealth Family Law Act 1975. It removes the 
concept of an “act of abuse” and, instead, provides that family violence means violence, or threats of violence, 
by a person towards a family member, or other behaviour by the person that coerces, controls or causes the 
family member to be fearful. This reflects the contemporary understanding that coercion and control tend to be 
central, common features of family violence, which is often a “patterned crime” which may in some cases occur 
over a long period of time. The current definition, which focuses on an “act of abuse”, does not properly capture 
the true nature of this harmful behaviour. 

The change in terminology from “family and domestic violence” to “family violence” is also significant. It 
deliberately moves away from a connotation that this is “just a domestic” or personal issue and recognises the 
broad impact that this violence has on the family unit as a whole, especially children. The new definition of 
family violence in proposed section 5A will also lay the groundwork for increasing coherence between 
family-related proceedings in the Magistrates Court of Western Australia and proceedings in the Family Court of 
Western Australia. 

The new definition of family violence includes a list of examples of behaviour that may constitute family 
violence. The list is non-exhaustive and is intended to serve as a guide to assist in investigations and 
deliberations in relation to this legislation. The list includes assault; sexual assault; stalking; repeated derogatory 
remarks; damaging or destroying property; causing death or injury to an animal; unreasonably denying financial 
autonomy; unreasonably withholding financial support; preventing connections with family, friends or culture; 
kidnapping; and causing a child to be exposed to family violence. These are examples of behaviour that may 
constitute family violence, provided there has been violent or threatening behaviour or other behaviour by 
a person that coerces, controls or causes the family member to be fearful. 

Significantly, the new definition of family violence in proposed section 5A also includes the examples of 
cyberstalking and the distribution of intimate images without consent—colloquially referred to as 
“revenge pornography”. Technology-facilitated abuse has become an increasingly common feature in family 
violence cases. Victims are being subjected to public humiliation and/or blackmail with threatened or actual 
posting of intimate images on social media sites or via other electronic means. This bill is an important step in 
providing appropriate legal consequences for this insidious behaviour. 

Objects and principles: Proposed new part 1B of the Restraining Orders Act also contains new objects and 
principles clauses in relation to FVROs. The objects are to maximise the safety of victims; prevent and reduce 
the incidence and consequences of family violence; protect children; encourage perpetrators to take 
responsibility for the violence they commit and the impact it has on others; and make perpetrators accountable to 
the court in that regard. 

Any person or body performing a function under the Restraining Orders Act will also be required to have regard to 
a new set of principles when performing those functions. One example is the principle that when two or more 
people in a relationship are committing family violence, there is a need to identify, to the extent possible, the person 
most in need of protection. The court, or a police officer who attends a family violence incident, must have regard 
to this principle when performing their duties under the act, and the other principles as described. The principles are 
intended to serve as an important guide for key decision-makers when faced with complex situations. 

Grounds: Proposed new part 1B of the Restraining Orders Act will also narrow the grounds upon which a court 
may refuse to grant an FVRO. If the court is satisfied that the grounds for an FVRO have been established—that 
is, that family violence has been committed and is likely to be committed again, or a person reasonably 
apprehends that family violence will be committed—the court must make an FVRO unless there are special 
circumstances that would make the order inappropriate. This is a departure from the current provision in 
section 11A of the Restraining Orders Act, which gives the court a wide discretion not to grant an order by 
providing that a court may make an order if it is satisfied of the grounds and the order is “appropriate in the 
circumstances”. Special circumstances that would make an order inappropriate are intended to include a situation 
in which the primary aggressor in a relationship is seeking an order against the victim. This is consistent with the 
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proposed new principles of the Restraining Orders Act, including the principle of the need to recognise that 
perpetrators of family violence might seek to misuse the protections available under this act to further their 
violence, and the need to prevent that misuse. 
Risk-management approaches: The bill also proposes to expand the matters to which the court must have regard 
when considering whether to grant an FVRO. In particular, the court must have regard to any risk assessment or 
other risk-relevant information provided to it, any police incident reports, or any police orders made under the 
Restraining Orders Act. It is axiomatic that good information leads to good decision-making, and this 
amendment aims to provide legislative support for the court in taking a risk-management approach to FVROs. 
To further support this aim, the bill includes a new mechanism enabling the court to consider its own records in 
relation to a respondent’s previous criminal convictions, previous restraining orders, or any legal proceedings 
that may be on foot. In circumstances in which victims are often traumatised, unrepresented, and urgently 
seeking an interim order, and it is alleged that the respondent has a history of violent criminal behaviour, it is 
reasonable to expect that the court should have regard to its own records to verify such information, to the extent 
practicable, when deciding whether to grant an FVRO. 
In addition, the bill includes new provisions requiring the court to give reasons when deciding to dismiss or 
adjourn an application for an FVRO at a telephone order hearing, ex parte hearing, mention hearing or final 
order hearing. The reasons must address the primary considerations listed in the principles—namely, victim 
safety; preventing behaviour that causes a person to fear that they will have family violence committed against 
them; and protecting children from family violence. The purpose of these amendments is to ensure that a court 
considers the risk to the victim if, for example, it decides to adjourn an ex parte hearing and summonses the 
respondent to attend a further hearing when no interim FVRO is in place. In such situations, the victim may be at 
risk of retaliatory violence when the respondent receives the summons. These provisions relating to risk 
management support a broader approach within government and government-funded service delivery to 
increasingly work together, integrate and share information regarding risks to victims from family violence. 
New forms of restraints: As a condition of an FVRO, the bill also proposes to empower the court to restrain 
a respondent from distributing or publishing intimate images of a person—revenge porn—and from cyber 
stalking. This amendment complements the inclusion of these behaviours as possible examples of 
“family violence” in the new definition in proposed section 5A. 
Conduct agreements: The bill also provides for a new type of conduct agreement that will allow a respondent to 
consent to a final order on a no-admissions basis. The proposed conduct agreement order is enforceable if it is 
breached, in the same way as an FVRO, but is aimed at encouraging more respondents to consent to the order in 
appropriate circumstances rather than contest the matter at a final order hearing. This reduces the stress to 
applicants and to respondents who dispute the allegations being made against them and fear the stigma of being 
bound by a violence restraining order but are otherwise prepared to comply with the terms of an order. Unlike 
when the parties agree to “undertakings”, which is currently the case in many of the courts, a conduct agreement 
order allows for criminal consequences if the order is breached and will be enforceable to the same extent as an 
FVRO. Disposal of cases by agreement will also empower applicants and allow the courts to focus their attention 
and resources upon other cases where the dispute is intractable. 
Behaviour management orders: Importantly, proposed new part 1C of the Restraining Orders Act under the bill will 
enable the court to make a behaviour management order as an adjunct to an FVRO. Under proposed part 1C the 
court may, when granting an FVRO, order the respondent to attend an eligibility assessment for a behaviour change 
program. If satisfied that the respondent is eligible to participate in a program, the court must make an order that the 
respondent attend an approved behaviour change program or other perpetrator intervention program. 
The orders proposed by part 1C are similar to those currently used in Western Australia in the criminal 
jurisdiction prior to sentencing. The objective of new part 1C is to maximise the opportunity to engage with 
a perpetrator when they come before the court to encourage them to accept responsibility for the violence they 
have committed and thereby to prevent further family violence from being committed. Failure to attend the 
eligibility assessment interview or behaviour change program without reasonable excuse is a breach of the order 
and an offence punishable by a fine. At the end of the program, the program provider must submit a completion 
report to the court, and this will then be available to be taken into account in any future sentencing for breach of 
the FVRO. The new behaviour management orders will become available gradually by programs being approved 
for prescribed specific court locations in regulations. The field of family violence perpetrator intervention is in 
a rapid state of development, both nationally and internationally. 
The provisions in the bill will allow legislative capacity in Western Australia to provide for new intervention 
options as we collectively learn more about what works in family violence perpetrator interventions. The 
experience of at least one other Australian jurisdiction is that these new interventions must be rolled out over 
time, because the enabling resources—the most difficult of which to obtain is the appropriately skilled workforce 
capacity—must be available to meet the demand. Providing these resources is not merely a matter of money; the 
expertise and capacity must be acquired over time. 
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Duration: The bill also clarifies that FVROs can and should, where appropriate, be made for a period of longer 
than two years. In particular, when the respondent has been sentenced to imprisonment, the bill proposes that the 
duration of the FVRO will be for the period of incarceration plus two years to avoid the victim having to re-
apply for an FVRO when the respondent is released from prison. 

Applications: The bill also clarifies that young people over the age of 16 can bring an application for an FVRO 
in their own right if they choose rather than having to rely on a guardian or parent to do so. 

Rules of evidence: The bill proposes to relax the rules of evidence in final order FVRO hearings, with 
appropriate procedural fairness safeguards to minimise additional stress to victims during court hearings. This 
appropriately recognises the protective nature of the restraining order jurisdiction and the vulnerability of victims 
giving evidence during court proceedings, while also balancing the rights of both parties by ensuring that the 
court may refuse to admit or limit the use of certain evidence if it satisfied that it is just to do so. 

Service of FVROs: As a court order, the breach of which is criminal, the Restraining Orders Act must ensure that 
a respondent is made aware of an order having been made through the order being served upon them. However, 
it is recognised that there may be consequences for the safety of victims if there is undue delay between the 
making and serving of FVROs. This bill therefore includes a new mechanism aimed at ensuring a safety-focused 
approach to the service of FVROs, giving courts the discretion to make an advance order for substituted service 
at the time of making the FVRO. The order for substituted service can be made if the court is satisfied that 
personal service of the respondent will be impracticable for any reason and that any delay in service is likely to 
put at risk the safety of the person seeking to be protected. For example, if the respondent does not have any 
fixed address, is known to be evading police for other matters, but still presents a safety risk to the victim, the 
court may make an order allowing the FVRO to be served orally over the telephone. This will avoid having to 
apply separately to the court for “oral service” after reasonable efforts have been made to serve the respondent 
personally, as is currently required under section 55 of the Act. 

I turn now to criminal proceedings. The bill also makes a number of enhancements to the way family violence is 
dealt with during criminal proceedings. 

Repeated breaches of FVRO: Firstly, the bill clarifies the way the courts must approach repeated breaches of an 
FVRO, VRO or police order in response to the decision by the Court of Appeal in Roe v D’Costa [2014] 
WASCA 118. The proposed amendment to section 61A of the Restraining Orders Act is intended to abrogate 
Lord Coke’s principle completely, and is consistent with similar amendments to how strikes are counted in the 
home burglary provisions in sections 401A and 401B of the Criminal Code. The proposed amendments to 
section 61A are aimed at ensuring that the counting rules are not subject to gaming by those charged with 
breaching restraining orders. It does so by clarifying that it is not necessary that there be a strict pattern of 
commission, conviction, commission, conviction, commission, conviction, before the three strikes presumption 
of imprisonment can apply. This principle was the subject of the decision in Roe v D’Costa. The bill thus 
provides that for the purposes of counting up the three strikes, each of the previous offences is to be counted 
regardless of whether the convictions for them were recorded before or after the date on which the relevant new 
offence was committed. The proposed section 61A amendment for repeated breaches is intended to strengthen 
this provision as a useful tool for courts to manage the behaviour of those who would seek to disregard court 
orders. However, it is a matter of great significance that the Restraining Orders Act already allows, and will 
continue to allow, imprisonment for any serious breach of a restraining order under section 61, with a penalty of 
$6 000 or imprisonment for two years, or both. 

FVROs on conviction: Secondly, the bill will amend section 63 of the Restraining Orders Act to create a strong 
presumption that the grounds will be met for granting an FVRO when an accused pleads guilty or is convicted of 
a family violence-related criminal offence, and the victim has requested the protection of an FVRO, including in 
a victim impact statement. The objective of this amendment is to minimise the duplication of court hearings on 
the same subject matter and minimise further stress to victims. When a perpetrator has pleaded guilty to or been 
convicted of a violent personal offence, such as an assault against a family member, then the community can 
reasonably expect that there are presumed to be grounds upon which to grant an FVRO to protect that victim 
from further violence should the victim wish such an order to be made. 

Automatic FVROs: Thirdly, the bill also expands the range of serious family violence-related offences in section 
63A of the Restraining Orders Act on which the court must currently issue an automatic lifetime VRO upon 
conviction. The range of offences has been expanded to include, when committed in the circumstances of 
a family relationship, other serious offences such as an act intended to cause grievous bodily harm, pursuant to 
section 294 of the Criminal Code, and sexual offences against a child—section 320. Again, this amendment is 
aimed at reducing multiple proceedings, so that a victim is not required to apply for an FVRO separately. 

Sentencing: Fourthly, the bill also expands the list of violent personal offences in existing section 63B of the 
Restraining Orders Act 1997 for which the court must take the fact of a family relationship into account when 
considering the seriousness of the offence during sentencing. For example, if a person is convicted of attempting 
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to unlawfully kill under section 283 of the Criminal Code, in the context of a family relationship, the court will 
be required to have special regard to that fact during sentencing in determining the seriousness of the offending. 
Victim Notification Register and Prisoners Review Board: This bill also proposes to amend the Prisons Act 1981 
and the Sentence Administration Act 2003 to ensure that a victim of family violence can join the 
Victim Notification Register to be informed about a prisoner’s release from custody when that prisoner is 
serving a sentence unrelated to family violence; for example, burglary. Currently, victims of family violence do 
not have capacity to be informed that the offender may be released from prison unless they are the victim of the 
most recent offence for which the offender is serving a sentence of imprisonment. These important amendments 
will also allow family violence victims in such circumstances to make a submission to the Prisoners Review 
Board regarding protective parole conditions. The proposed amendments provide new capacity for family 
violence victims to have the necessary time to commence safety planning, and access support from WA Police 
and other organisations, before the offender is potentially released back into the community. 
Police investigation procedures: A number of other minor amendments are included in the bill to clarify police 
procedures when investigating incidents of family violence and issuing police orders. For example, the bill 
amends section 62D of the Restraining Orders Act so that, when a police officer makes an application to enter 
and search a premises in which family violence is suspected to be occurring, it can be approved by another 
police officer above the rank of sergeant, rather than an inspector. The bill also amends section 62F of the 
Restraining Orders Act to enable a police officer to require a person to accompany them to a police station if 
they become aware that there is an outstanding restraining order to be served on that person. Failure to comply 
with that order will be an offence punishable by a $3 000 fine or 12 months’ imprisonment. 
Review: The bill also provides that these amendments will be reviewed two years after they come into operation. 
The minister will cause a report of the review to be laid before each house within six months after the review date. 
Consequential amendments: The bill provides for consequential amendments to the Bail Act 1982, the Children and 
Community Services Act 2004, the Community Protection (Offender Reporting) Act 2004, the Criminal Code and 
the Criminal Investigation Act 2006 to update definitions of “family violence” and “family relationship”. 
Anti-violence measures: This bill meets two more general anti-violence objectives related to improving community 
and family safety. First, it meets a commitment made by the government in 2012 to clarify and strengthen 
Western Australia’s criminal law in relation to unlawful acts that cause harm to a woman’s unborn child or the loss 
of her pregnancy. Second, it addresses a perceived inadequacy in the penalty available to punish violence that 
results in the accidental death of a victim in circumstances that do not amount to murder or manslaughter. 
The first-mentioned commitment arose out of public disquiet following the prosecution in 2012 of an offender 
who had driven in a dangerous manner that resulted in a collision between his vehicle and another. As a result of 
that collision, severe injury was suffered by one of his passengers and the loss of her unborn child. In the light of 
that disquiet and confusion about the operation of the law, the then Attorney General advised that the 
government would strengthen the penalties applying in cases of violence against pregnant women that resulted in 
the death of an unborn child. The law in this area has been the subject of considerable analysis by the 
State Solicitor’s Office and the Director of Public Prosecutions for Western Australia to determine what changes 
may be necessary to meet the goals of: recognising the trauma that expectant mothers experience when subjected 
to criminal acts; expanding the scope of the offences of doing bodily harm and grievous bodily harm to include 
harm to a pregnant woman’s unborn child; and ensuring that those criminally responsible for acts that cause 
harm to a woman’s unborn child or the loss of her pregnancy are adequately punished. However, it is important 
that any amendments do not distort the operation of the criminal law or concepts upon which the current criminal 
law is based in a manner that will create unforeseen and undesired consequences and anomalies. Central to that 
consideration is to ensure that the proposed changes will not affect a woman’s existing rights to make decisions 
about her pregnancy, and the current law with respect to the lawful termination of pregnancies. 
It should be noted that section 290 of the Criminal Code already states that when a person prevents a child being 
born alive by any act or omission of such a nature that, if the child had been born alive and had then died, that 
person is deemed to have unlawfully killed the child. The offence is currently a crime and is punishable by 
imprisonment for life. However, the criminal law does not recognise a child as a person capable of being killed 
until it has completely proceeded in a living state from the body of its mother. This reflects the principle that, 
until it is born, the child is biologically part of the mother. In order to ensure that any injury that may not fall 
within the operation of section 290 is also addressed by the criminal law, the government has decided to reflect 
the approach taken in New South Wales following the case R v King (2003) 59 NSWLR 472. In that case, as 
a result of an assault by the offender King, his partner lost her unborn child. The NSW Court of Criminal Appeal 
found that the close connection between a pregnant woman and her unborn child—it being considered part of 
her—means that the loss of that child could constitute grievous bodily harm to the pregnant woman, even in the 
absence of other injury to her. The case made it clear that there has been a shift in the law in New South Wales 
with regard to the loss of a pregnancy that results from a criminal act against the pregnant woman. The legal 
position has since been codified in NSW so that the definition of grievous bodily harm in section 4 of the 
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Crimes Act 1900 of NSW includes “the destruction (other than in the course of a medical procedure) of the 
foetus of a pregnant woman, whether or not the woman suffers any harm”. Accordingly, the bill before the house 
likewise proposes to codify the common law position so that references to “bodily harm” and “grievous bodily 
harm” in the Western Australian Criminal Code include the doing of bodily harm or grievous bodily harm, 
respectively, to an unborn child. In other words, the bill stipulates, for the purposes of clarity, that harm caused 
to an unborn child constitutes harm to the mother. 

The proposed amendments in the bill will apply to a range of offences in the Criminal Code and in the 
Road Traffic Act 1974. For instance, if a person intentionally causes grievous bodily harm to a pregnant woman 
which results in the loss of her pregnancy, that person will face a maximum of 20 years’ imprisonment, while the 
maximum penalty for a person who causes grievous bodily harm to a woman’s unborn child in other 
circumstances is 14 years’ imprisonment. The amendments recognise the significant emotional trauma and loss 
a pregnant woman may suffer if she is the victim of an unlawful assault or other criminal act. Although nothing 
can ever undo the loss of pregnancy or harm to an unborn child that an expectant mother and her family will 
suffer as a result of a criminal act, this bill confirms that violence to an unborn child is violence to the mother, 
and that such actions are unacceptable and will not escape an appropriate punishment. 

The other significant general anti-violence amendment in this bill relates to the offence of “unlawful assault 
causing death”. In 2008, the Parliament passed the Criminal Law Amendment (Homicide) Act 2008 which, 
among other things, introduced the offence of “unlawful assault causing death” under section 281 into the 
Criminal Code. The offence was introduced in response to so-called “one-punch homicide” cases—cases in 
which an unlawful assault had resulted in the death of the victim but in which the accused has escaped 
conviction for any form of homicide. It creates an offence that does not require any intention to cause death or 
require the death to have been foreseeable. The offence is committed when there has been an unlawful assault 
that happens to have the consequence of causing death. The penalty of the offence has at all times been 10 years’ 
imprisonment. The offence was aimed at impressing upon those inclined to violence that lack of intention and 
foresight as to possible consequences would not relieve them of responsibility and punishment for any death that 
may result from an unlawful assault. In short, it was aimed at discouraging the use of any form of violence 
against others, and to make plain that unlawful assault was unacceptable in a modern civilised society. 

Although the circumstances that gave rise to section 281 were the so-called “one-punch homicides” in the 
context of drunken assaults in public houses, the offence has also been charged in circumstances in which the 
assault has been committed in the course of family violence. Lack of sufficient evidence that would support 
a conviction for murder or manslaughter has obliged prosecuting authorities to charge under section 281 in 
several cases of violence in a domestic setting resulting in the death of the victim. The often abhorrent 
circumstances in which the assault was committed and in which the victim died have given rise to complaint that 
the 10-year maximum penalty available to judges sentencing such offenders does not adequately reflect the 
gravity of the offender’s conduct, the value of the victim’s safety and life, and provide a sufficient deterrent. In 
light of those considerations, and the increase in the penalty punishing manslaughter from 20 years’ 
imprisonment to life imprisonment, the government has resolved that it is appropriate to revise the penalty for 
section 281 to 20 years’ imprisonment. In addition, the bill provides that section 281 will be included in the 
range of offences listed in section 63B of the Restraining Orders Act 1997, meaning that the court must have 
regard to the fact that the offending occurred within a family context during sentencing. This is an additional 
matter indicating the gravity of the offending. The increased penalty is part of the government’s commitment to 
discourage and condemn the use of violence generally. It will also provide further protection to those under 
threat of violence at home, predominantly women and their children, by holding those who resort to violent acts 
accountable for any fatal consequences of their resort to brutality. 

In conclusion, it is trite learning that legislation alone will not fix family violence or violence on our streets. The 
justice system alone cannot eliminate violent behaviour. However, the manner in which the legal system deals 
with incidents involving family violence is an important element of an effective overall response to the issue, 
building confidence in its ability to protect victims and encouraging them to report incidents and seek the 
assistance of the authorities. When those victims take that difficult and often dangerous first step, it is crucial 
that our legal system is properly geared to understand the nature of the violence they are dealing with. It is 
crucial that our legal system promotes holistic, integrated and risk-conscious service delivery practices and 
addresses victim safety at each and every decision point. 

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 agreement to which the government of this state is a party—nor does this bill, by 
reason of its subject matter, introduce a uniform law throughout the commonwealth. I commend the bill to the 
house and I table the explanatory memorandum. 

[See paper 4519.] 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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SENTENCING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2016 

Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Hon Michael Mischin (Attorney General), and read a first time. 

Second Reading 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Attorney General) [5.53 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

This bill consolidates a number of amendments to sentencing legislation. It implements a government election 
commitment to provide stricter supervision of certain serious and violent offenders, particularly those who 
commit family violence and arson offences; it implements amendments informed by the conclusions in the 
statutory review of the Sentencing Act 1995, in the course of which the views of key stakeholders, particularly 
judicial officers, were sought and obtained; and it seeks to respond to two issues raised as a result of 
Western Australian Court of Appeal decisions. Shortly stated, these amendments reflect the government’s 
approach to dealing with offenders—a tougher approach towards the small number of offenders who commit 
serious violent offences, particularly in domestic or relationship circumstances, while at the same time offering 
the courts alternative sentencing dispositions for persons convicted of lower level offences. 

Of particular note are some of the amendments arising from the statutory review of the Sentencing Act that have 
been directed to the government’s commitment to reduce the level of over-representation of Aboriginal people in 
the criminal justice system. This over-representation is most marked in the mid to low range of offending, where 
some 88 per cent of offenders in the Magistrates Courts receive a fine. The concern for government is that in 
many cases this leads to a cycle of offending and convictions; fines; inability or unwillingness to pay the fines; 
entry into the fines enforcement system; and, potentially, imprisonment. 

I propose to introduce the bill not in the order of components as drafted, but rather by dealing with those 
elements that will have the greatest impact on the state’s criminal justice system first. Part 3 of the 
Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 implements the government’s election commitment to 
“introduce strict controls and GPS tracking of serious violent offenders, domestic violence offenders and serial 
arsonists”. Part 3, division 2, introduces a new post-sentence supervision order. For the first time, a post-sentence 
supervision order will enable the supervision of seriously violent criminals beyond the completion of their 
sentence. The offences that determine a serious violent offender are outlined in clause 44 as a new schedule 4 to 
the Sentence Administration Act 2003 that includes the offences of manslaughter, unlawful assault causing 
death, grievous bodily harm, robbery, arson and a number of sexual offences. In addition to the listed offences, 
clause 20, which inserts a new section 97A into the Sentencing Act, enables the court to declare any indictable 
offence carrying a penalty of imprisonment to be a “serious violent offence” where the offence involved serious 
violence or resulted in serious harm or death, as defined in the section. In deciding whether to make such 
a declaration, the court must have regard to any history on the part of the offender of violent offending, the 
commission of the offences in a family or domestic relationship, or if the victim was aged less than 12 years old, as 
an aggravating factor. This can be done by the court of its own initiative or upon the application of the prosecution. 

For eligible offenders, the chief executive officer of the Department of Corrective Services must give the 
Prisoners Review Board a report at least three months prior to the offender’s term being completed, which 
addresses a number of considerations set out in the new part 5A of the Sentence Administration Act. Before the 
end of the prisoner’s term, the Prisoners Review Board has the discretion to consider whether a post-sentence 
supervision order should be imposed. Once an offender has completed his or her sentence for an offence that was 
declared a serious violent offence at sentencing or for an offence listed in schedule 4, the offender will be 
identified by the Department of Corrective Services and the Prisoners Review Board will have the discretion to 
apply a post-sentence supervision order. 

A post-sentence supervision order will apply for a period of two years. As outlined in proposed new sections 74F 
and 74G, a post-sentence supervision order will include a number of standard obligations and may include 
a number of additional requirements as the Prisoners Review Board thinks fit, including a direction that an 
offender wears a GPS tracking device. Post-sentence supervision orders are a precautionary measure the 
government is introducing to prevent violent re-offending and protect the community and victims from the risks 
that serious violent offenders may still present despite having finished their sentence. The orders will improve 
the safety of persons at risk and provide better protection for victims, and make it clear to offenders that any 
behaviour that threatens or harasses victims, or endangers the safety of the general community, will not be 
tolerated. Post-sentence supervision orders will not replace the existing legislative provisions in 
Western Australia that relate to dangerous sexual offenders. Sex offenders under sentence for a serious sexual 
offence will continue to be considered for a continuing detention order or a supervision order under the 
Dangerous Sexual Offenders Act 2006. 
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On 5 December 2013, I tabled in Parliament a report of the statutory review of the Sentencing Act. The review 
sought the detailed views of judicial officers at all levels of jurisdiction, the Director of Public Prosecutions for 
Western Australia, the Legal Aid Commission, the Aboriginal Legal Service, the Victims of Crime Reference 
Group and various university law faculties. These views were synthesised into a package of sentencing reforms 
that I have introduced today in this bill. In the statement to Parliament in 2013, I made it clear that since 1995, 
and with some amendments along the way, the Sentencing Act introduced by the Liberal government in 1995 
has served the state well for over 20 years, but, as with most human endeavour, there is always room for 
improvement, and part 4 of the bill I introduced today does that.  

Division 3, part 4 of the bill introduces a new alternative to a direct fine, which, as mentioned previously, is the 
preferred sanction of the Magistrates Court in over 88 per cent of the cases it deals with. Part 8A introduces 
a new concept of a suspended fine, such that a court can impose a fine and suspend it for a period of up to 
24 months, after which, if the offender commits no further offences during the period of suspension, the fine will 
be discharged. From a policy perspective, new sections 60B, C, D and E ensure that, should the offender breach 
the period of suspension, the response does not escalate beyond the imposition of the original fine. 

One of the important roles of the Commissioner for Victims of Crime, introduced by the Liberal–National 
government in 2013, is to ensure new legislation or amendments to existing laws always respect and, where 
possible, enhance the experiences of victims in the criminal justice process. The amendments contained in 
division 4, part 4 of this bill have been introduced on the recommendation of the commissioner in the 
performance of this role. 

Clause 53 inserts a new section 23A into the Sentencing Act, and presents a significant broadening of the 
definition of a victim for the purposes of being able to make a victim impact statement. It also broadens the 
definition of “personal harm” to mean psychological or psychiatric harm in addition to bodily harm. These 
changes have been sought by victims and victim advocates for some time and the government has taken the 
initiative of including them in this bill. It is expected that these expanded definitions will form the basis of 
broader definitions in related legislation; for example, the Restraining Orders Act 1997. 

Clause 55 reflects in legislation an arrangement that currently exists between the courts, the victim support services 
section of the Department of the Attorney General and the Prisoners Review Board. Essentially, this amendment 
will ensure that, in all cases, a copy of the victim impact statement will be given to the Prisoners Review Board. 
This process will assist in the current debate around the so-called “no body, no parole” principle, in that a secondary 
victim’s submissions concerning the refusal of the offender to reveal the whereabouts of the deceased victim’s body 
will directly be brought to the attention of the Prisoners Review Board. 

Division 5, part 4 of the bill implements the government’s clear intent to provide the courts with a greater range 
of sentencing dispositions, particularly for those offenders whose offences do not warrant imprisonment. The 
amendments enhance the current conditional release order and provide the court with the ability to impose a fine, 
but then immediately offer the offender attendance at a rehabilitation program or unpaid community work in lieu 
of paying the fine. The court will have the discretion to set no undertaking or a monetary undertaking or require 
the offender to deposit money with the court, essentially giving legislative reinforcement to what currently 
happens in practice. It is important to reiterate at this point, this enhanced conditional release order is not to be 
equated with the current community service component of a community based order or with the current work 
and development order under section 57A of the Sentencing Act. Both these have statutory compliance 
requirements, supervised by officers from the Department of Corrective Services. These enhanced conditional 
release orders are different. 

As this measure will be a direct alternative to a fine, the involvement of the offender in any programs or work 
will be by agreement, and therefore voluntary. It is expected that the offender will be given contact details for 
a particular program or work location. The offender will also be given a logbook, where the required number of 
hours to be worked or attended will be signed off by the activity manager. The only requirement on the activity 
manager is to inform the court, using the logbook, whether the hours have been completed or, conversely, the 
time allowable for the hours to be completed has expired and the offender has not completed the required hours. 
It is hoped that some of the over 5 000 volunteer organisations, not-for-profit community organisations and local 
governments will become involved in the scheme. Accordingly, even though the state may not directly benefit 
from the fine revenue in these cases, the community will. 

Finally, in relation to the outcome of the statutory review, division 6, part 4 implements a number of 
miscellaneous amendments. Clauses 61 and 62 make minor wording changes to terms such as “parole eligibility 
order”, “written reasons” and “prescribed” and clause 63 makes minor changes to the periods for pre-sentence 
reports. Clause 61(3) introduces another important policy initiative of government—that of, partially suspended 
imprisonment sentences. While much of the feedback from the stakeholders to the statutory review questioned 
the value of a suspended imprisonment sentence, the government intends to retain these provisions in the act. 
The concept of conditional suspended sentences was introduced in 2004 and has proved effective. The concept 
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of partially suspended sentences which, of course, can be made conditional, fills a gap and allows the court to 
signal to the offender that a short period of immediate imprisonment is necessary while the balance can be 
suspended on conditions. 
Clause 66 makes important changes to section 45 of the Sentencing Act to provide for additional considerations the 
court must take into account when making a spent conviction order for an offender subject to a pre-sentence order. 
Members’ attention is drawn to clause 73 which amends section 86 of the Sentencing Act. This rather minor 
amendment reverses a change made by the then Labor government in 2004, which has essentially backfired, 
particularly in relation to incarceration rates of Aboriginal people. This clause returns the minimum sentence able to 
be imposed to three months, as it was when the Sentencing Act was introduced in 1995. The then Labor 
government had hoped that by increasing the minimum imprisonment sentence allowable under the act from three 
to six months, fewer people, particularly Aboriginal people, would be jailed. However, its impact on incarceration 
rates has been minimal at best and by 2006–07, when an evaluation was undertaken, “sentence creep” was 
apparent. All the 2004 amendment achieved was to jail the same number of people, but for longer. 
Clause 74, which amends section 87 of the act, clarifies how time spent in custody on remand is dealt with by the 
courts, particularly in circumstances when the offender was on bail for some of the time on remand and/or when 
the offender may have spent time in custody on remand for another offence. Clause 75, which amends section 89 
of the act, is important in its own right. It clarifies when an offender is sentenced to imprisonment and the court 
permits early release on parole, the date set by the court for eligibility for parole is the earliest date on which 
parole may be considered. I am grateful to a former Chief Judge of the District Court in pointing out this subtle, 
but important distinction. So to make it clear to both offenders and the public, when an offender reaches his or 
her parole eligibility date, there is to be no expectation that the offender will be released on that day—they will 
be eligible to be considered for release at the end of the period which the court has determined. 
Clause 77 inserts a new division 6 into part 18 of the Sentencing Act and describes the functions of speciality 
courts. Although WA introduced the Drug Court concept in 2004, and subsequent governments have conducted 
trials of an Aboriginal Community Court in Kalgoorlie, and Family Violence Courts in the metropolitan area, 
they have all operated without specific legislation, particularly with regard to empowering the court to order the 
reappearance of the offender simply to check on compliance with a community order. The government sees these 
straightforward amendments to the Sentencing Act as futureproofing, as no doubt at some point new specialist 
courts for particular types of offenders will evolve and be implemented, at least on a trial and evaluation basis. 
I now turn to amendments in part 4, division 2 and in part 2 of the bill that are required as a result of two 
Western Australian Court of Appeal decisions. Division 2 of part 4 inserts new sections 145A and I50AB into 
the Sentencing Act. While the necessity for these amendments have arisen from the Court of Appeal decision 
Gillespie v Western Australia [2013] WASCA 149, rather than the statutory review of the Sentencing Act itself, 
it nevertheless fulfils the government’s intention to improve the operation of the act. They clarify that when 
a superior court, on a plea of guilty by the accused, is required to determine in proceedings under the 
Sentencing Act whether the offence was committed in circumstances of aggravation, that determination is one of 
fact to be decided by a judge alone, and not by verdict of a jury. 
Amendments contained in part 2 of the bill are a consequence of the Western Australian Court of Appeal’s 
decision in the case of Prisoners Review Board v Nathaniel Freeman [2010] WASCA 166, when the court found 
that the provisions relating to resocialisation program under section 13 of the Sentence Administration Act 2003 
did not apply to prisoners sentenced before the commencement on 4 November 1996 of the 
Sentence Administration Act 1995, which, for convenience, I will term pre-1996 prisoners. At the end of 2015, 
this ruling affected some 41 prisoners serving life or indefinite sentences. As these prisoners may not access 
resocialisation programs, their likelihood of release is reduced, even if they meet all other considerations for 
release on parole. 
The provisions in part 2 will ensure consistency in the manner in which resocialisation and release 
considerations are applied to prisoners serving various types of sentence as described in schedule 3—
implemented by clause 15. The amendments will ensure equity by giving these prisoners access to the same 
resocialisation opportunities as like offenders sentenced after 4 November 1996 and will retrospectively validate 
any previous decisions based on resocialisation programs or reports in respect of pre-1996 long-term prisoners 
that purported to have been made pursuant to the Sentence Administration Act 2003. In addition, part 2 also 
makes a number of mechanical amendments to assist the Prisoners Review Board in meeting its reporting 
obligations. Clause 6, which amends section 12, allows the Prisoners Review Board to report on individual 
prisoners of its own accord whenever it thinks fit, rather than whenever it considers that there are special 
circumstances for doing so. 
Clause 7 amends section 12A and clause 8 inserts a new section 12B, which allows the Prisoners Review Board 
to combine the reviews of all sentences for an individual prisoner; that is, if a schedule 3 prisoner is serving more 
than one term of imprisonment at the Governor’s pleasure, or an indefinite or life sentence, the Prisoners Review 
Board may provide one report in satisfaction of both sections 12 and 12A of the Sentence Administration Act. 
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This is not only more efficient, but also reduces the administration created by the current reporting requirements 
without prejudicing the interests of the prisoner concerned. It will also ensure that offenders serving multiple 
sentences do not become entitled to more frequent reports than prisoners serving only one sentence. This 
approach will obviate the need for the Prisoners Review Board to undertake a review and report in circumstances 
the prisoner has another sentence that precludes his or her release. 

This bill proposes to strike a balance in sentencing between protecting the community from serious violent 
offenders—often repeat offenders—and, in this, joins other government initiatives such as the recent 
Criminal Law Amendment (Home Burglary and Other Offences) Act 2015 aimed at achieving this goal and 
providing more sentencing options for the courts in dealing with the vast majority of cases that come before the 
courts that are generally of a much less serious nature and, in this state, involve an over-representation of 
Aboriginal people. 

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

[See paper 4520.] 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

House adjourned at 6.14 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS — ROBOTICS AND CODING FUNDING CONTRIBUTIONS 

4220. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Education: 

(1) Is any federal funding contributing to the 31 May 2016 announcement of a $6.7million allocation to 
robotics and coding in public primary schools? 

(2) When will Western Australian public schools see the first allocations of these funds? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  

(1) No. 

(2) The 31 May 2016 announcement regarding robotics and coding consisted of two components: 

an immediate $2.7 million for new teaching and learning resources for all public primary 
schools related to technologies with a focus on robotics and coding, due to arrive in schools by 
the end of Term 3 2016; and 

a further $4 million over three years for integrated science, technology, engineering and 
mathematics (STEM) teaching and learning resources and professional learning for 
Western Australian public primary and secondary schools. 

The STEM teaching and learning resources and professional learning for primary and secondary public school 
teachers will be provided as they are developed over the next three years. The first suite of resources being 
developed by the consortium will be trialled in schools in Term 4, 2016 and will be available to all public 
schools for Term 1, 2017. 

SCHOOLS — METHAMPHETAMINE — ONLINE RESOURCE KIT 

4221. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Education: 

(1) Please provide a breakdown of what the $250,000 to be spent on an online resource kit for schools on 
the dangers of methamphetamine will actually be spent on? 

(2) Have any funds from the Federal Government or any other source been accessed to implement the 
online resource kit, if so how much and from what source? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  

(1) In May 2016, the State Government announced that an additional $14.9 million would be made 
available to expand alcohol and other drug services for methamphetamine use and for strategies to 
reduce demand for methamphetamine. The initiative is part of the State Government’s 
Methamphetamine Initiative. 

Under this initiative, School Drug Education and Road Aware (SDERA) will receive an additional 
$500,000 over two years to expand current school alcohol and other drug education programs, including 
provision of targeted information regarding methamphetamine use. 

SDERA has developed a project plan that articulates how the funding will be used. The plan has been 
agreed by the SDERA Management Group, consisting of senior staff from Catholic Education 
Western Australia, Department of Education and Association of Independent School Western Australia, 
and the Mental Health Commission. 

It is intended the funding will be used to: 

renew and adapt existing drug education and methamphetamine materials to target the specific 
needs of groups of students deemed to be difficult to ‘reach’, or who are at educational risk; 

increase the delivery of school alcohol and other drug education, with an emphasis on 
methamphetamine education to targeted students, including Aboriginal students, students from 
low socio-economic backgrounds, and students in Years 11 and 12; 

improve the ability of student services and pastoral care staff to identify and appropriately 
engage with students affected by methamphetamines; and 

increase parent understanding of alcohol and other drugs, including methamphetamines. 

(2) No. 
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SCHOOLS — CURRICULUM AND RE-ENGAGEMENT IN EDUCATION 
4222. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Education: 
(1) For the 2016–17 financial year, what is the total Government funding of Curriculum and Reengagement 

in Education (CARE) schools in Western Australia? 
(2) For the 2016 school year, what is the current number of students attending a CARE school in 

Western Australia (please provide a breakdown by school)? 
(3) For 2016, how many of the students enrolled in CARE schools in Western Australia came from 

Western Australian public schools? 
(4) Are there plans to expand the service of School of Special Education Need Engagement and Behaviour 

to include more learning academies such as what is provided by the Junction Academy in Midland? 
(5) What accountability and reporting requirements are in place for CARE schools? 
Hon Peter Collier replied:  
(1) Funding to CARE schools is not budgeted in advance, it is based upon the submission of each 

CARE schools’ quarterly attendance data (in the case of per capita funding) and half-yearly 
Students with Disability data to the Department of Education Services. Per capita funding is provided in 
February, May, August and October each year. Students with Disability funding is provided in June and 
October each year. 

 The estimated funding for CARE Schools for the 2016 school year is $9.28 million. 

(2)  

SCHOOL Description Enrolled Students 
(August 2016 

payment) 

Alta–1 (ConnectEd, Canning Vale, Malaga, Albany, Belmont, 
Como, Joondalup, Merriwa, Mullaloo) 

Independent 493 

Comet School (Clarkson and Caversham) Independent 94 

Communicare Academy (Cannington) Independent 90 

Corridors (Midland) Independent 152 

Port School (Hamilton Hill) Independent 94 

Sowilo Community High School (Kelmscott) Independent 65 

SMYL Community College (Rockingham) Independent 107 

Clontarf Aboriginal College (Waterford) Catholic  184 

Geraldton Flexible Learning Centre (Geraldton) Catholic  78 

St Clare’s School (Lathlain) Catholic  32 

St Francis’ School (Maddington) Catholic 28 

TOTAL   1417 

(3) The Department does not collect this data. 

(4) The Midland Learning Academy was established as a trial. The Telethon Kids Institute has been 
engaged to longitudinally monitor student outcomes at the Academy. This is ongoing but it is expected 
that initial outcomes data for the Academy’s first cohort of students will be available to the 
Department of Education during Term 4, 2016. 

(5) CARE schools are bound by the School Education Act 1999, School Education Regulations 2000 and 
Standards for Non-Government Schools, both of which apply to all non-government schools. 

Non-government schools are required to apply for re-registration as a non-government school no later 
than 6 months prior to the expiry of their current registration. They must comply with any conditions 
and directions on the school registration certificate, provide information on request within given 
timeframes and surrender expired, replaced or cancelled registration certificates. 

Non-government schools must report critical incidents in writing to the Department of Education 
Services within 48 hours of the incident. Schools must also notify the Department of any change to their 
Governing Body or Constitution within 30 days of the change. 
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CARE schools are required to report their attendance data to the Department of Education Services 
quarterly, which is then used to calculate the ongoing funding provided to the school. 

All schools are required to complete a biannual School Census in February and August of each year and 
report enrolled student numbers. 

All schools are subject to periodic inspection by the Department of Education Services via the 
Grants Auditing Program (GAP) to ensure funding claims. 

All schools are required to submit to the Department of Education Services an annual Grant Acquittal, 
in which the Governing Body of the school confirms 1) the quantum of funds provided to the school, 2) 
that the funds provided have been expended in the operation of the school and in the provision of an 
educational program and 3) that adequate accounting and financial records have been kept in order to 
ensure the proper acquittal of monies. 

SCHOOLS — STUDENT-CENTRED FUNDING MODEL — SOCIAL DISADVANTAGE 

4223. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Education: 

Under the Student-Centred Funding Model for the social disadvantage component, please detail the funding 
allocation for: 

(a) Social Disadvantage Decile 1; 

(b) Social Disadvantage Decile 2; and 

(c) Social Disadvantage Decil 3? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  

The social disadvantage allocation is provided for eligible students to help schools address the higher and 
additional learning needs of students from the most disadvantaged backgrounds. 

Funding is provided for each student in the lowest three deciles. The highest amount of funding is for students in 
the first decile as they represent the most disadvantaged students. 

Funding for each student increases as the proportion of students in each decile increases. Where the proportion 
of students in the three deciles is less than 5% of total enrolments at the school, funding is at the lowest amount 
for each decile. 

The 2016 student-centred funding model social disadvantage total allocations are as follows: 

Social Disadvantage Decile Total Allocations 

(a) Decile 1 $36,196,046 

(b) Decile 2 $24,152,941 

(c) Decile 3 $12,446,167 

Total social disadvantage allocations $72,795,154 

SCHOOLS — STUDENT-CENTRED FUNDING MODEL — BASE ALLOCATION 

4224. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Education: 

Under the Student-Centred Funding Model for the enrolment linked base component, please detail the funding 
allocation for: 

(a) kindergarten; 

(b) pre-primary to year three; 

(c) years four to six; 

(d) years seven to ten; and 

(e) years 11 and 12? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  

(a)–(e) The enrolment-linked base is not allocated based on student year levels. The enrolment-linked base 
allocation is provided to ensure schools are able to meet general operating costs.  

The allocation depends on the type of school and the size of the student population. The allocation reduces 
to zero once the per-student funding generates sufficient funding to meet general operating costs. 

Please refer to tabled paper 4517 for details of the enrolment-linked base allocation for 2016. 
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SCHOOLS — WESTERN AUSTRALIAN CERTIFICATE OF EDUCATION — 
INTERNATIONAL SCHOOLS 

4225. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Education: 
(1) Please list the 16 international schools that offer the Western Australian Certificate of Education 

overseas? 
(2) How much income annually does the Department of Education Services collect for offering this service 

internationally? 
Hon Peter Collier replied:  
(1) The 13 overseas schools currently offering the WACE are: 

African School of High Education Zimbabwe 
Australian International School Dhaka 
Australian International School Manila 
China–Australia College (Zhengzhou) 
First City University College (formerly KBU International College Petaling Jaya) 
Methodist College Kuala Lumpur 
Beijing Aidi School – Beijing (formerly National Institute of Technology) 
Saigon International College 
Shanghai Gold Apple School China 
St Francis Methodist School Singapore 
Sunway College Johor Bahru Malaysia 
Sunway College Kuala Lumpur Malaysia 
Western Australian International School System (formerly Western Australian Primary and 
Secondary School) 

(2) The School Curriculum and Standards Authority (Authority) is responsible for collecting fees from 
international schools and students undertaking the WACE. In 2015–16, the Authority collected 
$62,500 from schools and $555,580 from students, a total of $618,080. 

These fees are charged on a cost recovery basis and are used for monitoring and compliance purposes. 
EDUCATION — TRADE TRAINING CENTRES — SOUTH WEST REGION 

4226. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Education: 
(1) Will the Minister identify the name and location of each Trade Training Centre (TTC) in the South West? 
(2) In each of 2015 and 2016 and for each TTC, what courses are delivered by the TTC and to whom 

(i.e. high school vocational education and training (VET) students, TAFE students, general community)? 
(3) For each TTC, does the centre hire out its facilities to external registered training organisations (RTOs)? 
(4) If yes to (3), for each TTC, identify the external RTO’s and the courses offered by the RTOs? 
(5) For each TTC, how may hours per school week is the centre occupied with year 11 and year 12 students 

enrolled in a VET Certificate I, II or III? 
(6) For each TTC, what is the source (s) of funding to cover its operational costs? 
Hon Peter Collier replied:  
(1)–(6) [See tabled paper no 4510.] 

SECONDARY SCHOOLS — STUDENT-CENTRED FUNDING MODEL — 
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING — SOUTH WEST REGION 

4228. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Education: 
I refer to the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 4009, and I ask: 
(a) in view of the vastly different amounts of vocational education and training (VET) targeted initiative 

funding allocated to each South West public high school, will the Minister detail how the funding 
amount allocated to each public High School was determined; and 

(b) for each of 2015 and 2016, how many students in each year 11 and year 12, at each public High School 
in the South West region, were enrolled in VET studies? 
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Hon Peter Collier replied:  

(a) Vocational Education and Training (VET) funding is in transition from a model that was 
compartmentalised and centrally controlled to one that is equitable, transparent and based on 
a per-student price. This transition commenced in 2015 and will be completed in 2017. 

Prior to and during 2014, VET funding to schools was from multiple sources that used varying 
processes for distributing funds. The result was that for schools, funding was convoluted, inequitable 
and unpredictable. 

By 2017, all VET funding for schools from the Department will be distributed using a per-student price. 
This will ensure schools with similar student cohorts in similar contexts will receive similar funding. 

There is a transition process in place to move from the 2014 VET funding model to the 2017 model. 
This transition is to ensure that funding for any given school does not change too much in either 
direction, enabling them to plan future VET pathways with confidence. 

The 2017 per-student funding is based on total projected enrolments of Year 11 and 12 students in each 
school at or below the 70th percentile in NAPLAN when they were in  

Year 9. A school will receive funding for each eligible student (determined through NAPLAN results), 
with that funding reducing as the number of funded students in the school increases and crosses certain 
thresholds. 

(b) [See tabled paper no 4511.] 

SCHOOLS — STUDENTS AND STAFF — SOUTH WEST REGION 

4231. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Education: 
I refer to the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 2996 and question on notice No. 4004, and ask the 
Minister to exclude all schools falling within the Peel Development Commission area and the Great Southern 
Development Commission area, does the Minister agree, based on the figures provided in question on notice 
No. 2996 that the total education assistant FTE’s (including special needs education assistants) in the South West 
Development Commission area in 2015 was 936.2 and, based on question on notice No. 4004 in 2016 the total 
education assistant FTE’s (including special needs education assistants) was 573.8 and that this is a cut 
of 362.4 education assistant FTEs (including special needs education assistants)? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  

No. The Department of Education has not been able to recreate the calculations provided by the 
Hon Adele Farina MLC.  Based on its investigations, the Department advises that it appears that the 
Hon Adele Farina MLC may be comparing between the South West Legislative Council electorate and the 
Southwest Education Region.  

Question on notice No. 2996 provided data for schools in the Southwest Education Region, while question on 
notice No. 4004 provided data for schools in the South West Electoral Region. 

For the eight months from January to August 2016, the Department has employed an average 627 FTE education 
assistants in the South West Electoral Region, excluding the Great Southern Development Commission and the 
Peel Development Commission, which is 42.0 or 7.2% higher than the same period in 2015. 

Under the Student Centred Funding Model, principals are responsible for determining the proportion of their 
one-line budgets to spend on salaries, and for determining the types and numbers of staff to employ. 

[See tabled paper no 4512.] 

SCHOOLS — STUDENTS AND STAFF — SOUTH WEST REGION 

4232. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Education: 
The Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 4004 states the total number of education assistants 
(including special needs education assistants), by headcount, in the South West region in March 2016 was 1,379, 
and the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 2996 states the total number of education assistants 
(including special needs education assistants) in the South West region in March 2015 was 2,194. Does the 
Minister agree this shows a reduction in the number of education assistants (including special needs education 
assistants) of 815? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  
The figures in Question on Notice (QON) 4004 cannot be compared with the figures in QON 2996. This is 
because QON 4004 provided data for schools in the South West Electoral Region, while QON 2996 provided 
data for schools in the Southwest Education Region. 
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Importantly, the 2015 data provided in question No. 2996 for Education Assistants Special Needs by headcount is 
already included in the total education assistants and, therefore, adding them together causes duplication of data. 

The most accurate way of quantifying employment levels is to use FTE staffing measurements. 
FTE measurements take into account the paid workload of each employee converted to a percentage of 
a full-time employee.  Further, because staffing levels can fluctuate significantly throughout a year, due to the 
timing of vacation periods, it is more accurate to report average FTE levels over a number of pay periods. 

For the eight months from January to August 2016, the Department has employed an average 1,088 FTE education 
assistants in the South West Electoral Region, which is 61 or 5.9% higher than the same period in 2015. 

For the eight months from January to August 2016, the Department has employed an average 825 FTE education 
assistants in the Southwest Education Region, which is 56 FTE or 7.3% higher than the same period in 2015. 

At the whole of Department level, there has been significant staffing FTE growth in 2016 compared to 2015. For 
the eight months from January to August 2016, the Department has employed an average 7,352 FTE education 
assistants, which is 367 or 5.3% higher than the same period in 2015. 

SCHOOLS — STUDENTS AND STAFF — SOUTH WEST REGION 

4234. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Education: 
The Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 4004 has omitted a number of schools, therefore I ask the 
Minister to provide the information requested, as at the date provided in the answer, for the following omitted 
schools: 

(a) Borden Primary School; 

(b) Bremer Bay Primary School; 

(c) Bunbury Behaviour Centre; 

(d) Cowaramup Primary School; 

(e) Frankland River Primary School; 

(f) Gairdner Primary School; 

(g) Gnowangerup District High School; 

(h) Jerramungup District High SChool; 

(i) Kendenup District High School; 

(j) Kojonup District High School; 

(k) Mount Barker Community College; 

(l) Nannup Community Kindergarten; 

(m) Ongerup Primary School; and 

(n) Tambellup Primary SChool? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  
The response to question on notice 4004 included all schools in the South West Electoral Region and therefore 
did not include the schools listed in the current question (4234), with the exception of Cowaramup Primary 
School. Cowaramup Primary School is included in the South West Electoral Region and was provided 
previously in QON 4004. The other schools listed fall under the Agricultural Electoral Region. 

The Bunbury Behaviour Centre (c) ceased to exist from 2016 and was replaced in the South West Electorate by 
the Great Southern Engagement Centre in Albany and the Greater Bunbury Engagement Centre in Bunbury. The 
engagement centres have not been established as schools and do not enrol students.  Students supported by the 
engagement centres remain enrolled at their home school. Nannup Community Kindergarten (i) closed at the end 
of 2015. 

[See tabled paper no 4513.] 

SCHOOLS — STUDENTS AND STAFF — SOUTH WEST REGION 

4235. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Education: 
(1) The Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 2996, provides separate figures for education assistants 

and special needs education assistants.  To get a total number of education assistants and special needs 
education assistants by headcount, would it be appropriate to simply add together the numbers in the 
two columns, or is there a risk of double counting? 
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(2) If there is a risk of double counting, will the Minister provide the total number of education assistants 
and special needs education assistants, by headcount, at each of the schools listed in question on notice 
No. 2996, for the same date specified in the answer? 

(3) The Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 4004, provides separate figures for education assistants 
and special needs education assistants.  To get a total number of education assistants and special needs 
education assistants by headcount, would it be appropriate to simply add together the numbers in the 
two columns, or is there a risk of double counting? 

(4) If there is a risk of double counting, will the Minister provide the total number of education assistants 
and special needs education assistants, by headcount, at each of the schools listed in question on notice 
No. 4004, for the same date specified in the answer? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  

(1) Yes. In the response to QON 2996, the columns that include “total education assistants” in their title 
include all types of education assistants, including special needs education assistants. It would be 
double-counting to add the staff numbers listed under “total education assistants” and “special needs 
education assistants”, as the latter is a sub-group of the former. 

The response to question on notice No. 2996 provided data for schools in the Southwest education 
region, while the response to question on notice No. 4004 provided data for schools in the South West 
electoral region. 

(2)  Refer to tabled paper 4514 for average paid FTE January to August in 2015 and 2016 for education 
assistant staff in schools in the South West education region. 

For the eight months from January to August 2016, the Department has employed an average 825 FTE 
education assistants in the Southwest education region, which is 56 FTE or 7.3% higher than the same 
period in 2015. 

FTE measurements take into account the paid workload of each employee converted to a percentage of 
a fulltime employee. Further, because staffing levels can fluctuate significantly throughout a year, due 
to the timing of vacation periods, it is more accurate to report average FTE levels over a number of pay 
periods. Caution should be used when using headcount data at a single point in time during the year. 

Under the Student Centred Funding Model, principals are responsible for determining the proportion of 
their one-line budgets to spend on salaries, and for determining the types and numbers of staff to employ. 

(3) Yes. There is a risk of double-counting if the numbers in the two columns are added together, as some 
staff may be employed as both a (mainstream) education assistant and a special needs education assistant. 

(4) Double-counting will occur when using headcount as a measure due to having the same staff member in 
both roles for mainstream and special needs. This double-counting can be avoided by using an average 
FTE measure instead. 

See tabled paper no 4514 for average paid FTE January to August in 2015 and 2016 for education 
assistant staff in schools in the South West electoral region. 

For the eight months from January to August 2016, the Department has employed an average 
1,088 FTE education assistants in the South West electoral region, which is 61 FTE or 5.9% higher 
than the same period in 2015. 

SCHOOLS — STUDENTS AND STAFF — SOUTH WEST REGION 

4236. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Education: 

(1) I refer to the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 2996, in which the Minister stated the number 
of teachers, by headcount, at Albany Senior High School in March 2015 was 120, and the Minister’s 
answer to question on notice No. 3482, in which the Minister stated in October 2015 there 
were 97 teachers, and I ask the Minister to explain why the school cut 23 teachers in seven months? 

(2) I refer to the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 2996, in which the Minister stated the number 
of teachers, by headcount, at Australind Senior High School in March 2015 was 120, and the Minister’s 
answer to question on notice No. 3482, in which the Minister stated in October 2015 there 
were 104 teachers, and I ask the Minister to explain why the school cut 16 teachers in seven months? 

(3) I refer to the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 2996, in which the Minister stated the number 
of teachers, by headcount, at Geographe Primary School in March 2015 was 54, and the Minister’s 
answer to question on notice No. 3482, in which the Minister stated in October 2015 there 
were 45 teachers, and I ask the Minister to explain why the school cut nine teachers in seven months? 
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(4) I refer to the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 2996, in which the Minister stated the number 
of teachers, by headcount, at Newton Moore Senior High School in March 2015 was 103, and the 
Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 3482, in which the Minister stated in October 2015 there 
were 79 teachers, and I ask the Minister to explain why the school cut 24 teachers in seven months? 

(5) I refer to the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 2996 in which the Minister stated the number 
of teachers, by headcount, at West Busselton Primary School in March 2015 was 44, and the Minister’s 
answer to question on notice No. 3482, in which the Minister stated in October 2015 there 
were 35 teachers, and I ask the Minister to explain why the school cut nine teachers in seven months? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  
(1)–(5) There were no teaching cuts applied to schools between March and October 2015. 

Staffing levels in March 2015 should not be compared to October 2015. Staffing levels are measured 
each pay run and will always fluctuate during the calendar year, depending on whether the particular 
pay run falls during term or a vacation period, with staffing levels being higher during term and lower 
during vacation periods. There are fewer staff during school vacation periods due to a number of 
factors, but mostly because there is no need to backfill positions during these periods. There were no 
vacations falling in March 2015, while there were vacations in October 2015, giving the misleading 
impression that staff numbers decreased between March and September 2015. 
The most accurate way of quantifying employment levels is to use full time equivalent (FTE) staffing 
measurements. FTE measurements take into account the paid workload of each employee converted to 
a percentage of a full-time employee. Further, because staffing levels can fluctuate significantly 
throughout a year, due to the timing of vacation periods, it is more accurate to report average FTE 
levels over a number of pay periods. 
Under the Student Centred Funding Model, principals are responsible for determining the proportion of 
their one-line budgets to spend on salaries, and for determining the types and numbers of staff to employ. 
The following data shows the average paid FTE January to August 2016 for teaching award staff in 
schools. 

School Name Jan–Aug 2015 Jan–Aug 2016 Variance 

Albany Senior High School 78.4 80.2 1.8 

Australind Senior High School 88.2 97.3 9.1 

Geographe Primary School 34.0 33.3 (0.7) 

Newton Moore Senior High School 62.0 70.6 8.6 

West Busselton Primary School 27.3 28.1 0.8 

*All figures rounded to the first place. 
SCHOOLS — STAFFING LEVELS — SOUTH WEST DISTRICT 

4237. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Education: 
(1) I refer to the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 3482, in which the Minister states there 

were 3,031 teachers in the South West region in 2015, and I ask if the Minister agrees that, based on the 
information provided in the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 3482, and excluding the 
schools that fall within the Peel Development Commission region and the Great Southern Development 
Commission region, that the total number of teachers in 2015 in the South West Development 
Commission region is 2,302? 

(2) I refer to the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 3482, in which the Minister states there 
were 1,362 education assistants in the South West region in 2015, and I ask if the Minister agrees that, 
based on the information provided in the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 3482, and 
excluding the schools that fall within the Peel Development Commission region and the Great Southern 
Development Commission region, that the total number of education assistants in 2015 in the 
South West Development Commission region is 1,025? 

(3) I refer to the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 4004, in which the Minister states there 
were 3,404 teachers in the South West region in 2016, and I ask if the Minister agrees that, based on the 
information provided in the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 4004 and excluding the schools 
that fall within the Peel Development Commission region and the Great Southern Development 
Commission region, that the total number of teachers in 2016 in the South West Development 
Commission region is 2,053? 
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(4) I refer to the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 4004 in which the Minister states there 
were 1,362 education assistants in the South West region in 2016, and I ask if the Minister agrees that, 
based on the information provided in the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 4004 and 
excluding the schools that fall within the Peel Development Commission region and the Great Southern 
Development Commission region, that the total number of education assistants in the South West 
Development Commission region is 817? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  

(1) QON 3482 refers to a headcount of teachers as at 22 October 2015. The total number of teachers in the 
South West Development Commission for the 2015 calendar year cannot be accurately measured based 
on a single point-in-time measurement. 

The most accurate way of quantifying employment levels is to use full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing 
measurements. FTE measurements take into account the paid workload of each employee converted to 
a percentage of a full-time employee. Further, staffing levels can fluctuate significantly throughout 
a year, due to the timing of vacation periods. For the eight months from January to August 2016, the 
Department has employed an average 1,792 teaching award FTEs in the South West Development 
Commission Region (excluding the Peel and Great Southern Development Commissions), which 
is 92 or 5.4% higher than the same period in 2015. 

(2) The QON 3482 refers to a headcount of education assistants as at 22 October 2015. The total number of 
education assistants in the South West Development Commission for the 2015 calendar year cannot be 
accurately measured based on a single point-in-time measurement. 

For the eight months from January to August 2016, the Department has employed an average 627 FTE 
education assistants in the South West Development Commission Region (excluding the Peel and 
Great Southern Development Commissions) which is 41 or 7.0% higher than the same period in 2015. 

(3) QON 4004 refers to a headcount of teachers as at 7 April 2016. The total number of teachers in the 
South West Development Commission for the 2016 calendar year cannot be accurately measured based 
on a single point-in-time measurement. 

For the eight months from January to August 2016, the Department has employed an average 
1,792 teaching award FTEs in the South West Development Commission Region (excluding the Peel and 
Great Southern Development Commissions), which is 92 or 5.4% higher than the same period in 2015. 

(4) QON 4004 refers to a headcount of education assistants as at 7 April 2016. The total number of 
education assistants in the South West Development Commission for the 2016 calendar year cannot be 
accurately measured based on a single point-in-time measurement. 

For the eight months from January to August 2016, the Department has employed an average 627 FTE 
education assistants in the South West Development Commission Region (excluding the Peel and 
Great Southern Development Commissions) which is 41 or 7.0% higher than the same period in 2015. 

[See tabled paper no 4515.] 

SCHOOLS — TEACHERS — SOUTH WEST REGION 

4238. Hon Adele Farina to the Minister for Education: 

(1) The Minister was reported in the Busselton–Dunsborough Times on 8 July, 2016 as saying there 
were 3,263 teachers in the South West region in 2015, yet the Minister’s answer to question on notice 
No. 3482 states the number of teachers (by headcount) was 3,031, therefore I ask which of these figures 
is correct? 

(2) Will the Minister explain the discrepancy in the two figures in (1)? 

(3) Will the Minister provide a breakdown, by school, of the 3,263 figure reported in the Busselton–
Dunsborough Times? 

(4) In the same article, the Minister was reported as saying there were 3,372 teachers in the South West 
Region in 2016, yet in answer to question on notice No. 4004, the Minister stated there were 
3,404 teachers, therefore I ask which of these figures is correct? 

(5) Will the Minister explain the discrepancy in the two figures in (4)? 

(6) Will the Minister provide a breakdown, by school, of the 3,372 figure in (4)? 
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Hon Peter Collier replied:  
(1) Both figures are correct. It is misleading to compare staffing headcount measurements at different times 

during the school year. The figures in question on notice No. 3482 were provided in November 2015 
and the figure reported in the article was provided in July 2016. 
The most accurate way of quantifying employment levels is to use full time equivalent (FTE) staffing 
measurements. FTE measurements take into account the paid workload of each employee converted to 
a percentage of a fulltime employee. Further, because staffing levels can fluctuate significantly 
throughout a year due to the timing of vacation periods, it is more accurate to report average FTE levels 
over a number of pay periods. 
At the whole-of-Department level, there has been significant staffing FTE growth in 2016 compared 
to 2015. 

(2) Refer to question 1. 
(3) [See tabled paper no 4516.] 
(4) Both figures are correct and refer to different times during the school year. 
(5) Refer to question 4. 
(6) [See tabled paper no 4516.] 

REGISTERED TRAINING ORGANISATIONS — COMPLIANCE 

4254. Hon Adele Farina to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Training and 
Workforce Development: 

(1) In each 2015 and 2016 to date, how many training providers/organisations were registered? 
(2) In each 2015 and 2016 to date, how many registered training organisations (RTO’s) were found to be 

non-compliant? 
(3) Of the RTO’s identified in (2): 

(a) how many were investigated and sanctioned; 
(b) what non-compliance, by type, were identified; and 
(c) what percentage of RTO’s operating in Western Australia were: 

(i) desktop audited in each 2015 and 2016 to date; and 
(ii) full audited (not just desktop) in each 2015 and 2016 to date? 

(4) In each 2015 and 2016 to date, how many new training providers were registered? 
(5) In each 2015 and 2016 to date, how many training providers/organisations registered in Western Australia 

were also registered with the Australian Skills Quality Authority? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  
(1) 2015 – 300 
 2016 – 281 
(2) 2015 – 91  
 2016 – 52 
(3) (a) 2015 – 3 
  2016 – 16 
 (b) Minor non-compliance 

 2015 – 43 
 2016 – 28 

  Significant non-compliance 
2015 – 62  
2016 – 24 
Critical non-compliance 

2015 – 16 
2016 – 5 
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(c) (i) 2015 – 14% 
 2016 – 7% 

 (ii) 2015 – 30% 
 2016 – 23% 

(4) 2015 – 25 
 2016 – 8 
(5) Nil. 

POLICE — CLANDESTINE DRUG LABORATORIES — DRUG OFFENCE CHARGES 
4255. Hon Adele Farina to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Police: 
(1) For each 2014–15 and 2015–16, how many clandestine labs were closed in each of the following areas: 

(a) South West district; 
(b) Busselton; 
(c) Bunbury; 
(d) Withers; 
(e) Carey Park; 
(f) Margaret River; and 
(g) Manjumup? 

(2) For each 2014–15 and 2015–16, how many people were charged with drug offences in each of the 
following areas: 
(a) South West district; 
(b) Busselton; 
(c) Bunbury; 
(d) Withers; 
(e) Carey Park; 
(f) Margaret River; and 
(g) Manjimup? 

Hon Michael Mischin replied: 
(1) 

  2014–2015 2015–2016 
(a)      South West District 1 7 
(b)   Busselton 0 1 
(c) Bunbury 0 1 
(d) Withers 0 0 
(e) Carey Park 0 0 
(f)   Margaret River 0 0 
(g)   Manjimup 0 0 

(2) 
  2014–2015 2015–2016 
(a) South West District 794 835 
(b) Busselton 69 72 
(c) Bunbury 74 94 
(d) Withers 46 52 
(e) Carey Park 48 61 
(f) Margaret River 22 29 
(g) Manjimup 55 53 
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Caveats: 
The following locations are titles of both sub-districts and localities: Busselton, Bunbury, Margaret River and 
Manjimup. The data provided is for these locations as localities. 
Drug offences contains sections 6(1)(a), 6(1)(b), 6(1)(c) and 6(2) of the Misuse of Drugs Act 1981, which are 
respectively; possession with intent to sell or supply; manufacture or prepare; sell or supply or offer to sell or 
supply; and possession.  
Source:  
Data was extracted from Briefcase on 7 August 2016. 

POLICE — RELOCATION ATTRACTION PAYMENT — BUNBURY 
4256. Hon Adele Farina to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Police: 
For each 2014–15 and 2015–16, how many police officers have been paid the $4,000 attraction payment to 
relocate to Bunbury? 
Hon Michael Mischin replied: 
WA Police advise: 
2014–15: 14 
2015–16: 22 

POLICE — ANTI-HOON LEGISLATION — IMPOUNDING AND DESTRUCTION OF VEHICLES — 
SOUTH WEST REGION 

4257. Hon Adele Farina to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Police: 
(1) In each 2014–15 and 2015–16, how much did the South West Police District pay for towing and storage 

of cars impounded under the anti-hoon legislation? 
(2) In each 2014–15 and 2015–16, how many cars were not collected by their owners and what was the cost 

of destroying each car? 
Hon Michael Mischin replied: 
WA Police advise: 
(1) 2014–15: $347 710 (including GST). 
 2015–16: $504 570 (including GST). 
(2) 2014–15: 20 – 1 vehicle sent to auction and 19 sent to scrap at a cost of $187.00 per vehicle to WA Police. 
 2015–16: 26 – 1 vehicle sent to auction and 25 sent to scrap at a cost of $187.00 per vehicle to WA Police. 

POLICE — EVENTS — ATTENDANCE COSTS — SOUTH WEST REGION 
4258. Hon Adele Farina to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Police: 
(1) In 2015–16, did the police within the South West police district charge for the attendance of police at 

any South West events? 
(2) If yes to (1), which events and how much was charged? 
Hon Michael Mischin replied: 
WA Police advise: 
(1) No. 
(2) No applicable. 

POLICE — PARTY NOTIFICATIONS — POLICE ATTENDANCE — SOUTH WEST REGION 
4259. Hon Adele Farina to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Police: 
(1) In each 2014–15 and 2015–16, how many notifications of parties in the South West police district were 

received? 
(2) In relation to (1) and for each 2014–15 and 2015–16, of the parties for which notifications were 

received, how many required police to attend due to the party getting out of control? 
(3) In each 2014–15 and 2015–16, how many parties not notified to South West police district required 

police to attend due to the party getting out of control? 
(4) Were the organisers of the parties attended by police charged the cost of police attending? 
(5) If yes to (4), for each party, how much were they charged? 
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Hon Michael Mischin replied: 

WA Police advise: 

(1) 2014–15 – 163 

 2015–16 – 150   

(2) 2014–15 – Nil. 

 2015–16 – 1 

(3) 2014–15 – Nil. 

 2015–16 – Nil 

(4) No. 

(5) Not Applicable. 

POLICE OFFICERS — INJURIES — SOUTH WEST REGION 

4260. Hon Adele Farina to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Police: 

(1) In 2015–16, how many police officers in the South West police district were injured while on duty? 

(2) How many of the officers in (1), were off duty due to injury for: 

(a) less than two weeks; 

(b) more than two weeks, but less than six months; 

(c) more than six months, but less than one year; 

(d) more than one year; and 

(e) permanently unfit to return to work? 

Hon Michael Mischin replied: 

WA Police advise: 

(1) 45 

(2) (a) 9 

 (b) 3 

 (c) 1 

(d)–(e) Nil. 

POLICE OFFICERS — ON-DUTY ASSAULTS — SOUTH WEST POLICE DISTRICT 

4264. Hon Adele Farina to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Police: 

(1) In 2015–16, how many police officers in the South West police district were assaulted while on duty? 

(2) In 2015–16, how many people were charged for assaulting a police officer in the South West police 
district? 

Hon Michael Mischin replied: 

WA Police advise: 

(1) 39 

(2) 43 

Caveats and Notes: 

There is no charge name in Briefcase that specifically refers to ‘Assault Police Officer’ – there is only 
‘Assault Public Officer’. The term Public Officer encompasses more than just police officers and is defined 
under Part 1, Chapter 1, Section 1 of the Criminal Code. 

POLICE — FAMILY AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE INCIDENTS — POLICE ATTENDANCE — 
SOUTH WEST POLICE DISTRICT 

4265. Hon Adele Farina to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Police: 

In 2015–16, how many family and domestic violence incidents were attended by police in the South West district? 
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Hon Michael Mischin replied: 

WA Police advise: 

3, 228. 

Source:   Data extracted from CAD on 25 August 2016  

Notes: 

(1) Statistics are provisional and subject to revision. 

(2) Statistics based on date create including ‘Attended Flag’. 

(3) Domestic violence tasks attended by police may not necessarily be recorded in accordance with the WA 
Police definition of domestic violence or the count of verified domestic violence offences in 
Western Australia. 

EDUCATION — PUBLIC SCHOOLS — TEACHER TO STUDENT RATIOS 

4293. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Education: 

(1) Will the Minister please list the individual teacher to student ratios for each public school in 2013? 

(2) Will the Minister please list the individual teacher to student ratios for each public school in 2016? 

(3) Will the Minister please list the average teacher to student ratios for 2013, 2014, 2015, 2016 in: 

(a) primary schools; 

(b) secondary schools; and 

(c) overall? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  

(1)–(3) [See tabled paper no 4518.] 

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT — MARINE FACILITIES — BUNBURY 

4312. Hon Adele Farina to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Regional Development: 

I refer to the Minister’s answer to question on notice No. 4059, and I ask: 

(a) what marine facilities are being provided in stages 1 and 2 of the Bunbury Waterfront Project; 

(b) what is the cost of the Koombana Marine Structures Scoping and Gap Analysis study and who 
undertook the analysis; 

(c) what is the cost of the Environment Protection Authority referral documentation preparation and who 
prepared the documentation; 

(d) what is the cost of the Casuarina Drive and Jetty Road Development Services Report and who prepared 
the report; 

(e) what is the cost of the Koombana Bay Breakwater Design and who did the design work; 

(f) in relation to each report and/or document referred to in parts (b) to (e), which government agency and 
or program funded the document/report; 

(g) what is the cost of the work undertaken by the Department of Transport in relation to the design of the 
Casuarina breakwater structure; and 

(h) will additional boat ramps be provided as part of the Bunbury Waterfront Project and where will they be 
located? 

Hon Peter Collier replied:  

(a) Stage 1 of the Transforming Bunbury’s Waterfront project will deliver the revitalisation of the 
Koombana Bay foreshore and redevelopment of the Dolphin Discovery Centre. 

Stage 2 will deliver an enhancement of public open space along Casuarina Drive and essential upgrades 
to Jetty Road causeway to facilitate marine facilities in Stage 3. 

(b) $20 108 (inc GST). Undertaken by the RPS Group. 

(c) $30 800 (exl GST). Prepared by the RPS Group. 
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(d) Contract value $21 150 (ex GST). Undertaken by Calibre. 

(e) Initial concept design $16 607 (ex GST). Undertaken by MP Rodgers and Associates. 

(f) South West Development Commission and Royalties for Regions funding. 

(g) The Department of Transport is continuing with design work for the new Casuarina breakwater and 
harbour through a number of consultancies and in-house work that spans stages 2 and 3 of the project. 
The breakwater is proposed to be developed as part of stage 3 of the waterfront project. The 
Department’s costs to date for the overall design work of which the breakwater is a component, is 
estimated at $270 000. 

(h) The project proposes to re-locate and expand the existing 2 lane public boat ramp within 
Casuarina Boat Harbour. The new facility is being designed to provide 6 lanes. 

__________ 
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