
 

 

Legislative Council 

Tuesday, 4 May 2010 

                 

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

SHACK SITE COMMUNITIES 

Petition 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [3.01 pm]: I present a petition 
containing 317 signatures couched in the following terms — 

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

Leased Shack Sites Communities, such as Wedge Island, Grey, Donnelly River, Broke Inlet, Dampier 
Archipelagos, and Israelite Bay have long been the traditional holiday/recreational destination for many 
thousands of ordinary Western Australians. 

Most Shack Site Communities sprung up to accommodate the gathering of farming and town based 
families to enjoy holidays together in remote and idyllic fishing locations right across Western 
Australia. 

Some Shack Site communities went onto becoming fully-fledged towns such as, Bremer Bay, Jurien 
Bay, Dongara and Horrocks, whilst some Shack Site Communities have disappeared.  

However, some residual communities remain, with a strong sense of community and have become the 
preferred holiday option for many thousands of Western Australians.  

These places are tangible examples of sustainable lifestyles, where younger generations can learn 
responsibility and become creative and family traditions and stories can be passed on. The loss of these 
communities will seriously diminish the social, economic and health well being of many ordinary 
Western Australian families.  

Your petitioner therefore respectfully request the Legislative Council to support our campaign for the 
government to 

Examine how other States of Australia, including South Australia, Tasmania and New South Wales 
have retained conforming Shack Site Communities in order to preserve these valuable assets for many 
Western Australians to have affordable coastal holiday destinations and continue to allow human 
interaction all but lost in today’s society.  

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

[See paper 1973.] 

ESPERANCE DESALINATION PLANT 

Petition 

HON WENDY DUNCAN (Mining and Pastoral — Parliamentary Secretary) [3.03 pm]: I have a petition 
containing 871 signatures couched in the following terms —  

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

We the undersigned residents of Western Australia support initiatives to improve the water quality for 
the residents of Esperance as currently the water is unpalatable and contains salts which cause damage 
to appliances and equipment resulting in unavoidable costs to users. 

Your petitioners therefore respectfully request the Legislative Council to recommend the State 
Government and Minister for Water proceed with the proposal for a private provider to build a 
desalination plant in Esperance to provide potable water to the Esperance Goldfields Region which 
provides the following benefits, water quality in Esperance is improved; the region is drought proofed; 
Kalgoorlie is not reliant upon the Perth catchment area and thus more potable water is retained in Perth; 
a desalination plant is a major infrastructure project with long term benefits and may support further 
industry growth in the region which would provide the State with economic benefits; adds diversity and 
security to the State’s critical water supply. 

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

[See paper 1974.] 
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NOWERGUP LIMESTONE QUARRY AND BATCHING PLANT 

Petition 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [3.05 pm]: I present a petition containing 410 signatures couched 
in the following terms — 

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

We the undersigned residents of Western Australia respectfully oppose the proposed limestone quarry 
and batching plant at Lot 1 Nowergup Rd, Nowergup as the proposed development has raised 
significant long term planning and environmental issues for this area. 

Your petitioners therefore respectfully request the Legislative Council to recommend that a moratorium 
on all development approvals within the identified area be granted until the City of Wanneroo has had 
the opportunity to complete its obligations as recommended by the Western Australian Planning 
Commission and to allow a full consideration of the environmental impacts of quarrying on the 
proposed extension of the Neerabup National Park. 

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

[See paper 1975.] 

BARNETT MINISTRY — CHANGES 

Statement by Leader of the House 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [3.07 pm]: I wish to inform 
members of the new representation for ministers in the Legislative Council and the changes to the ministry that 
came into effect on 28 April this year. Hon Bill Marmion, MLA, has been appointed Minister for Commerce; 
Science and Innovation; and Housing; and Minister Assisting the Treasurer. The Premier and Minister for State 
Development has assumed the additional portfolio of Treasurer.  

In the Legislative Council I will, in addition to the portfolios I previously represented, be representing the 
Minister for Commerce; Science and Innovation; and Housing; and Minister Assisting the Treasurer. For the 
information of members, I table a list of the ministry and new administrative arrangements for the representation 
of ministers between the houses. 

[See paper 1976.] 

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

Point of Order 

Hon ED DERMER: Can I just clarify, Mr President, that it is still appropriate to do that for a statement of this 
type? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes; it is still appropriate because it is a ministerial statement. 

Hon ED DERMER: It was just a different flavour from other ministerial statements, so I appreciate your 
guidance. 

The PRESIDENT: If you wish to debate it or otherwise when the time comes, that is your decision. 

FERTILISERS — PHOSPHORUS LIMITS 

Statement by Minister for Environment 

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan — Minister for Environment) [3.08 pm]: Every year more 
than 5.5 tonnes of phosphorus from domestic use garden and lawn fertilisers finds its way into the Swan and 
Canning Rivers. To reduce the negative impact of phosphorus on our river system, the state government has 
committed to introduce new regulations that restrict the amount of phosphorus contained in home garden 
fertilisers. These new limits will effectively halve the concentration of phosphorus in domestic use fertilisers, 
which typically come in amounts under 50 kilograms. From 1 January 2011, phosphorus in lawn fertilisers will 
be limited to a maximum of one per cent—it is currently up to 3.5 per cent. Garden fertilisers will be limited to a 
maximum of 2.5 per cent phosphorus from 1 January 2011 and two per cent phosphorus from 1 January 2013. It 
is currently between 3.5 per cent and four per cent. The new regulations also will address the labelling of 
fertilisers to ensure that residential users are aware of best practice fertiliser applications. Industry bodies and 
government agencies have been working on the new limits for some time, and the specific details will be 
finalised over the coming months in consultation with stakeholders. We believe that these river-friendlier 
fertilisers will have a significant impact on the amount of phosphorus that finds its way into our river system and 
waterways. 
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This decision also complements trials currently being undertaken to assess the efficacy of low water-soluble 
phosphorus fertilisers. Funded by the state government, these $1.1 million trials, in which the performance of 
high water-soluble products are being compared with that of low water-soluble fertilisers, are taking place at 
Scott River, where there are two; Busselton; West Coolup; Keysbrook, where there are also two; Muchea; and 
North Dandalup. State government funding for the Swan and Canning Rivers is also being provided across a 
number of initiatives, including $3 million to install an underground barrier to stop contaminated groundwater 
entering the Helena River at Bellevue and $3.19 million for the Swan–Canning water quality improvement plan, 
which aims to reduce nitrogen and phosphorus input from catchments into the Swan and Canning Rivers. This 
includes $1.15 million to rehabilitate the degraded Anvil Way drainage basin in Welshpool and to create a new 
wetland; and $180 000 to apply a Western Australian–developed nutrient magnet to parts of the Canning River 
to block damaging algal blooms. 

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

GASCOYNE — DROUGHT DECLARATION 

Statement by Parliamentary Secretary 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [3.10 pm]: I rise to inform the 
house of the recent declaration of drought in the Gascoyne. On 6 April the Department of Water announced that 
the lower Gascoyne River aquifer had hit drought levels. A review of the aquifer, which followed 12 months 
without river flow, showed water was depleted to a level warranting the declaration of drought conditions. The 
Gascoyne River ceased to flow in early April 2009, with no flow recorded since then. With the last significant 
flow recorded in January 2009, the river aquifers were practically full. However, since that time, as a result of 
dry conditions and water usage for irrigation of the horticultural district, the aquifers have become depleted. 

I am advised that the Department of Water will continue to monitor water levels as well as salinity, but it is 
expected that the water quality and quantity of private bores licensed by the department will deteriorate over the 
next few months. We are aware that some licensees may have already experienced salinity issues with private 
bores. 

The decision to declare drought will enable the government to increase the allowable water allocation from 
basins B–L located upstream of the horticultural district in accordance with the lower Gascoyne River 
groundwater management strategy. The drought declaration means that growers whose bores have become more 
saline may apply to the Gascoyne Water Cooperative to draw additional water from the scheme if they require it. 

The Minister for Water and I encourage growers in the Carnarvon irrigation district to continue to closely 
monitor their abstraction and review their current usage rates in light of the drought declaration and implement 
any contingency strategies as needed. Unless there is a river flow, it is unlikely that the current abstraction 
amount will be sustainable beyond December this year. 

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

PAPERS TABLED 

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

HOSPITALS (LICENSING AND CONDUCT OF PRIVATE PSYCHIATRIC HOSTELS) 
AMENDMENT REGULATIONS 2009 — DISALLOWANCE 

Discharge of Order 

By leave, on motion without notice by Hon Robin Chapple, resolved — 

That order of the day 7, Hospitals (Licensing and Conduct of Private Psychiatric Hostels) Amendment 
Regulations 2009 — Disallowance, be discharged from the notice paper. 

HOSPITALS (LICENSING AND CONDUCT OF PRIVATE HOSPITALS) AMENDMENT 
REGULATIONS 2009 — DISALLOWANCE 

Discharge of Order 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [3.17 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That motion for disallowance 6, Hospitals (Licensing and Conduct of Private Hospitals) Amendment 
Regulations 2009 — Disallowance, be discharged from the notice paper. 

By way of explanation, the concerns of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation in relation to this 
matter have been addressed to the satisfaction of its members. 

Question put and passed. 
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APPROVALS AND RELATED REFORMS (NO. 3) (CROWN LAND) BILL 2009 

Committee 

Resumed from 22 April. The Chairman of Committees (Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm) in the chair; Hon Wendy 
Duncan (Parliamentary Secretary) in charge of the bill. 

Clause 7: Section 66 inserted — 

Committee was interrupted after the clause had been partly considered. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: To take up where we left off a couple of weeks ago, my questions to the parliamentary 
secretary in relation to clause 7 will also come up in relation to several other clauses. They are about the 
availability of the information about the person to whom the minister has delegated authority. I took the 
opportunity during the break last week to browse the Government Gazette, as one does. When we were debating 
this matter in this chamber previously, we received some advice from the parliamentary secretary, and perhaps 
she could provide clarification for me if I have misunderstood this issue. I want to go back to the original 
question that I asked, which was: under section 9 of the Land Administration Act 1997, which permits the 
Minister for Lands to delegate his or her authority, to whom is the authority delegated now? When I went back 
through copies of the Government Gazette—I think we went back several years—I found that most of the notices 
of delegation that appear in the Government Gazette seem to be over the name of the director general of the 
department, and they appear to be blanket delegations; they are not just for a single project or a single person or 
a single process. Perhaps the parliamentary secretary could clarify that point for us first. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: A whole hierarchy of delegations are available to the minister, depending on the 
importance of the matter being delegated. The director general obviously has broad delegations, but there is the 
possibility to delegate to lower authorities, and that is where the individual matters or projects come into effect. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I am still struggling to understand, so if I can persist for a moment. What is the 
authority under section 9—I can give the parliamentary secretary a couple of examples, if that would assist—
whereby the delegation is published over the name of the director general? Does it imply that there is a previous 
delegation on the part of the minister to the director general? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: The delegation takes place in a series of ways. Under clause 9, delegations can be 
made to various public officers. There are various references throughout the act to other delegations. If the 
honourable member would like a detailed explanation about this, I could probably organise that for her. It is a 
matter of detail in the act that, as parliamentary secretary, I feel I cannot answer on the spot for the member. 
Therefore, if the member would like to have clarification about the delegations, if she puts in a request, I can get 
the officers who are skilled in and knowledgeable about the technicalities of the act to respond to her need for 
information on these delegations. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I thank the parliamentary secretary for her offer, but I am not sure that what we are 
dealing with is that complicated. If I am making it sound that complicated, perhaps I am not phrasing my 
questions clearly enough. The fundamental point is that under existing powers of delegation, we can go to the 
Government Gazette and we have a record there of who holds the delegated authority. When the parliamentary 
secretary says it is complicated, I suppose it is. I am looking at a Government Gazette in which there is a 
delegation by a person who I think is no longer in the position—namely, Greg Martin, director general. It is a 
complicated table in which authority is delegated to, for instance, the executive director of the commercial and 
assets section under certain sections of the Land Administration Act; to the director of asset management; to the 
regional manager; to the manager of land asset management in the Pilbara; to team leaders; and to special project 
officers level 6. That is the level of detail that has gone into this document. If I have understood correctly, under 
the amendments that we are looking at in this bill, that information will no longer be available. Perhaps the 
parliamentary secretary can confirm for me that I have understood that correctly. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: The member’s assessment of what is in the Government Gazette is correct, and that is 
to do with the delegations under section 9. Under this amendment, the delegations that occur will always be 
available if members or members of the public wish to know what is going on, but it would be inefficient and 
costly to put every one of those in the Government Gazette, because a lot of them are purely administrative and 
are just taking out one step in the process to achieve efficiencies and to streamline the approvals process, which 
is what this bill is all about. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Without wishing to invite the parliamentary secretary to peer too closely into her 
crystal ball, might we expect that the next bill that she brings to this chamber could remove the requirement 
under section 9 of the Land Administration Act for gazettal of the information about delegation? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: No, I will not be gazing into a crystal ball. That is a matter for the minister and those 
who are looking at this legislation. What we are dealing with now is clause 7, which is specifically to deal with 
two acts. That is what we are discussing at the moment.  
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Hon SALLY TALBOT: I have some information that was kindly provided to me by the parliamentary 
secretary’s advisers. I think that when this bill was previously debated in this place the parliamentary secretary 
confirmed to the chamber that under section 17 of the Aboriginal Heritage Act there are about 30 applications a 
year. I do not want to skip to other clauses now, but we will consider this issue when we come to them. The 
information which has been provided to me and which I presume is correct is that under the Environmental 
Protection Act there are between 12 and 15 applications a year. I note that under the Planning and Development 
Act there are about 300 applications a year, with the vast majority being in the metropolitan region.  

If I were a suspicious person I would think that the government is dipping its toe in the water to test whether it is 
politically acceptable to have the information about delegated ministerial authority kept out of the public realm. I 
know that the parliamentary secretary reassured the chamber that this information would still be available 
through freedom of information. We have a Government Gazette for precisely this reason. The parliamentary 
secretary says that she is representing the government’s interests to cut red tape and speed up processes, but the 
proposed process will remove information that is currently in the public domain into the private realm and she is 
inviting us to apply for that information under freedom of information. Every member in this chamber must have 
some sympathy with my argument; that is, it is a nonsense and another instance of the government finding a 
solution and then looking for the problem. It is not an efficient way to do what the government’s rhetoric has 
been ramping up for the past 18 months; that is, to streamline the system.  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: Currently the information outlined in clause 7 is not available in the public realm or 
the Government Gazette. Currently the notice goes to the Minister for Lands, who signs off on it, and then it goes 
to the appropriate minister. We are trying to take one step out of the process. It is not about hiding what is 
happening. This information is not currently published in the Government Gazette. It is available through normal 
channels. The member can call the minister’s office and I am sure his officers will give her the information in the 
same way in which the member was provided with this summary. We are not taking out of the public realm 
something that is already there; we are endeavouring to achieve some efficiency by taking one step out of the 
process.  

As I said when Parliament previously sat, very few of these notices are not approved by the Minister for Lands to 
go to other appropriate ministers. The member, having been in government recently, would know the time it 
takes for an approval to go from one minister to another place. This government has made a commitment to 
reduce the approvals time and this is one way to achieve that.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: The parliamentary secretary’s response really goes to the heart of this question; that is, 
what the government is engaged in. We are increasingly seeing a government with a tendency to remove an 
existing system and replace it with another system. The current system, basically, is transparent and the relevant 
information is available on the public record. Under this clause that system is being replaced with an “assurance” 
that if we want the information we can ring the minister’s office. It is playing out like an episode of Yes, 
Minister. How do I know what the parliamentary secretary does not know? Surely, more information being 
provided to the public will result in a better working system.  

I do not want to force the parliamentary secretary into tedious repetition, because I understand exactly where she 
is coming from. Obviously the points we raised in this chamber 12 or more days ago did not cause the 
government to change its thinking.  

I refer to the issue of sub-delegation. The way that I read clause 7 a sub-delegation issue could be brought into 
effect. I would like that confirmed by the parliamentary secretary. Only one clause specifically mentions that 
sub-delegation is allowed; therefore, I presume it would not be relevant to clause 7.  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I would like to clarify that. We are talking about authorisation, rather than delegation, 
which is a technical issue. The member is correct; there is no sub-authorisation in this clause.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: This is an appropriate time for me to move the following amendment — 

Page 4, after line 26 — To insert — 

(4) When the Minister delegates a power or duty under subsection 66(1)(b), that delegation is to 
be made by instrument published in the Gazette. 

For the benefit of anybody trying to pick up on the nature of the points I have made in relation to clause 7, I 
advise that the government is proposing a system whereby the minister essentially sits back and allows an 
application to be made directly to the minister with responsibility for the Aboriginal Heritage Act without that 
information being made public. It was pointed out in the second reading debate that one does not have to use 
much imagination to come up with a few scenarios in which that would not be acceptable. There could be 
conflicts of interest or stakeholders effectively shut out of a process because a step has been missed out of the 
referral to the minister responsible for the carriage of the Aboriginal Heritage Act. Rather than make a 
substantive amendment to the clause, this is the most effective way to address the opposition’s concern; that is, 
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taking at face value, that currently it is a lengthy time-consuming process to go through the procedure laid down 
under the act. If the government genuinely believes it will save time to have people other than the minister able 
to make applications directly to the minister with responsibility for the carriage of the Aboriginal Heritage Act, 
then the least we can do to keep the system open and transparent is to have that information published in the 
Government Gazette.  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I thank the honourable member. The government will not support this amendment. 
This information is not published in the Government Gazette at present. The checks and balances occur when the 
minister responsible for Aboriginal affairs receives the notice. He or she is the person who must verify the 
person who has been delegated to make the application. This amendment would defeat the purpose of the clause, 
which is to streamline the process, and it would also introduce added expense and reduce efficiency, which is 
what we are endeavouring to deal with in these approvals bills. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I must say that I was quite convinced by Hon Sally Talbot’s explanation of the 
concern for public transparency about who is making these decisions. I was interested to hear the details of how 
expensive or onerous it might be. It seems to me that the Government Gazette is there for the purpose of 
providing this information to the public. Many people now get the Government Gazette online, so I think the 
printing costs are not as expensive as they used to be. I did have some trouble following the counter-argument of 
why it would not be important for people to know who is making decisions that are relevant to them. Although I 
understood the parliamentary secretary’s comment that the Minister for Indigenous Affairs would be receiving 
the information about the delegated authority, I did not quite believe that it was as transparent as this government 
could be about decision-making powers. I do not want to impede the streamlining process. I think this is a bill 
that is streamlining government, but I did not see that the amendment as proposed by Hon Sally Talbot would 
impede that, so I am going to support the honourable member’s amendment. 

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (13) 

Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Adele Farina Hon Sally Talbot Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 
Hon Helen Bullock Hon Jon Ford Hon Ken Travers  
Hon Robin Chapple Hon Lynn MacLaren Hon Giz Watson  
Hon Sue Ellery Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Alison Xamon  

Noes (18) 

Hon Liz Behjat Hon Phil Edman Hon Nigel Hallett Hon Simon O’Brien 
Hon Jim Chown Hon Brian Ellis Hon Col Holt Hon Max Trenorden 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Donna Faragher Hon Michael Mischin Hon Ken Baston (Teller) 
Hon Mia Davies Hon Philip Gardiner Hon Norman Moore  
Hon Wendy Duncan Hon Nick Goiran Hon Helen Morton  

            

Pairs 

 Hon Kate Doust Hon Robyn McSweeney 
 Hon Linda Savage Hon Alyssa Hayden 

Amendment thus negatived. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 8: Section 67 amended — 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I think this was flagged earlier. The Greens (WA) are basically interested in the 
rationale for modifying the existing law relating to the liability of individuals as distinct from the state. This is 
referred to in several of the clauses in this bill, and I refer in particular to proposed section 67(2), which reads — 

An action in tort does not lie against a person acting under an authority mentioned in section 66(1) for 
anything that the person has done, in good faith, in the performance or purported performance of a 
function to which the authority applies. 

For the purposes of Hansard and the interpretation of this, we just wanted to hear the rationale for apparently 
modifying the existing law relating to the liability of individuals versus the state. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: There is already an extension of liability for people acting under delegated authority 
of the state. What this clause does is extend that exclusion of liability to those persons who have had the 
authority delegated to them under the previous clause. 

Hon Lynn MacLaren: Extends the liability. Okay. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: It extends the exclusion, not the liability. 

Clause put and passed.  



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 4 May 2010] 2159 

 

Clause 9 put and passed. 

Clause 10: Section 121A inserted — 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Clause 10 seeks to make an amendment that I think is even more troubling than the 
amendment that we considered at clause 7. Clause 7 essentially passes the minister’s authority to the person who 
is the leaseholder of the land or a person who has some kind of management rights or authority over the crown 
land in question. If I understand this correctly, clause 10 deals with the delegation of the minister’s authority to a 
public service officer of the department responsible for administering the Land Administration Act. My question 
during the briefing was: to whom is the authority delegated? I am not convinced that the government has thought 
this through, because if I understood correctly, the answer I got was that it might be the director general, but 
there is nothing in the amendments to stop it being any employee of the department. Before we take this further, 
can I just check with the parliamentary secretary that I have in fact understood that correctly?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: Yes; the authorisation can go down to any level of departmental officer, similar to the 
provisions of section 9 of the Land Administration Act, whereby a delegation can go down to any level of 
departmental officer.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: That does not seem to provide any sort of assurance at all that the use of what is 
essentially, as I pointed out earlier in this debate, ministerial authority will be delegated to somebody who has 
the experience or the resources to exercise that ministerial responsibility. If we are engaged in a time-saving 
process here—I believe we are talking about only 12 to 15 applications a year—where would be the difficulty in 
inserting into this clause a stipulation that the person to whom ministerial authority can be delegated is the 
director general of the department with responsibility for administering the Land Administration Act?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: The same checks and balances apply as with a delegation under section 9 of the Land 
Administration Act. There are checks and balances in the department. The director general and the minister 
decide what level that authorisation should go down to. It is really not any different from what already exists in 
the act. It is just that this is an authorisation; the other is a delegation.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Let us tease that out a little further. In what sense is the amendment in clause 10 only 
another way of expressing what currently happens under the act? To me, parliamentary secretary, that makes no 
sense at all. If it is the same as what is already happening under the act, why do we need the amendment?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: The clause we are looking at seeks to make an amendment to the Environmental 
Protection Act. We need to have consistency with the Land Administration Act in how the delegation takes 
place.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I can see the parliamentary secretary is looking at me as though she knows that I am 
going to ask her to keep going on that explanation. I think the parliamentary secretary has just told me that under 
the current system, the Minister for Lands delegates authority to somebody in the Department of Regional 
Development and Lands. This is supposed to be about cutting red tape. I am not connecting the two things. If we 
leave the issue of cutting red tape to one side for the moment, can the parliamentary secretary explain to me what 
happens under the existing system and what will change under the new system?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I will try again. Under section 9 of the Land Administration Act, the delegations 
obviously do not apply under the Environmental Protection Act. When the Environmental Protection Act deals 
with crown land, that is when we need these authorisations. Hopefully that helps.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: When the Environmental Protection Act deals with crown land, is the Minister for 
Lands still required to be the authoriser of approvals et cetera?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: The answer to the member’s question is yes, although in the past we have relied on 
the alter ego principle, which we spent a great deal of time on 12 days ago. This amendment, rather than relying 
on a common law principle, actually puts into writing how the authorisations work.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I will raise the point that I raised in relation to clause 7: will the delegations be 
published in the Government Gazette?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: No, they will not.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: If there was any substance to the points I was making in relation to clause 7—we on 
this side of the house believe that there was—surely they apply ten-fold in relation to the delegation of authority 
to any employee of a government department. Perhaps the parliamentary secretary can assure us that, for 
example, the kinds of applications or notices involved under section 121 of the Environmental Protection Act are 
so insubstantial that it is not appropriate to have senior people involved in them. I doubt very much that that is 
the case. Why do we currently require ministerial authority for something that we are about to give to any staff 
of a department with no requirement that that staff member be qualified to a certain level or operate at a certain 
level of seniority? On top of that, the parliamentary secretary has just confirmed for us that there will be no 
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making public of that information. If the voting down of our amendment to clause 7 was a backward step, this is 
surely a backward leap in terms of transparency and clarity of process. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: If the honourable member insists upon that amendment, one would assume it would 
be extended to all delegations that occur in the daily operation of government, of which there are thousands. I 
believe that it is probably unreasonable and inefficient to request that these authorisations—they are not 
delegations—be printed in the Government Gazette. There are a lot of delegations that occur in the day-to-day 
operations of government that are not printed in the Government Gazette, but there are systems, checks and 
balances within the public service, as the member would be well aware, and within ministerial offices to ensure 
that the right officers with the necessary skills, expertise and authority receive those authorisations. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Without making any reference to the appearance of the parliamentary secretary and 
speaking purely in rhetorical terms, the emperor has no clothes. There is a fundamental inconsistency at the heart 
of the government’s argument here. On one hand, the parliamentary secretary is saying that thousands of 
delegations of ministerial authority go on all the time, that we could not possibly publish them, that the system is 
working okay, that people have become used to it and that they know how to get information if they need to. On 
the other hand, she is saying that bringing in this bill to formalise some of those arrangements under certain acts 
will all of a sudden cut red tape and speed up the processes; that is nonsense, and the parliamentary secretary 
must be able to see that it is nonsense. There is a basic contradiction at the heart of her argument. She has not 
been able to give the house a single instance of a way in which this bill will make the system work faster or more 
efficiently.  

I admit that what I have said could be taken as a comment rather than a question, so I will ask the parliamentary 
secretary for further clarification on clause 10, which relates to the insertion of proposed section 121A in the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986. There is reference to “authorised by him in writing”, which I assume is not 
the kind of sexist language that is actually used in the bill, because I thought we had got rid of all that old-
fashioned nonsense. What does this authorisation in writing consist of, and to whom will the authorisation be 
made available? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: The authorisation will be a formal, legally drafted document that will be used to 
implement this clause. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Would that be provided by regulation? Would it be a statutory form that is designated 
in regulations? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I am advised that authorisations and delegations, or the forms involved, are very 
rarely designated in regulations. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Is that authorisation put on the public record in any way, shape or form? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I will have to check, but I believe that the authorisations are on the website. That is 
something on which I can get information for the honourable member, should she require it. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: That would be very useful. Time being slightly critical, I will move on to a couple of 
other points about clause 10, and perhaps we can get the answer to that fairly quickly. Can the parliamentary 
secretary tell honourable members what the government’s objection would be to designating a level of seniority 
instead of a blanket reference to a public service officer of the department? I am talking about proposed section 
121A(1)(b). 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: There will be a number of different authorisations taking place that will require a 
different level of public officer to deal with them. Actually nominating the level of the public officer in that 
proposed section is not appropriate, especially as the levels and designations can change. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: The thing that is worrying me here is that we have provision under section 9 of the 
Land Administration Act for ministers to do exactly what the parliamentary secretary is proposing to do with this 
bill. We have not heard any suggestion from the government that there is anything wrong with the way section 9 
of the Land Administration Act is operating. However, in relation to amendments to the Environmental 
Protection Act and several others that we will come to later, we are being told that it is impractical to either 
designate the level of seniority of the officer who will be empowered to exercise ministerial authority or to make 
public information about who that officer will be. It is a sad observation to make to the chamber, but one to 
which I think no member listening would dissent, that we have moved a long way past being able to take at face 
value an assurance from the government, a minister or parliamentary secretary that there are checks and balances 
within departments. How many times have we been told this? This is surely a lesson that we, as legislators, have 
to take on board, considering the failures of the past. These are not partisan failures; we all know, on both sides 
of the chamber, that there have been occasions on which we have all wished that presumed checks and balances 
had been more rigorously applied. It is not something for any member in this chamber to celebrate. Yet, here we 
are again, in relation to one of a suite of four bills that the government has brought before us for consideration 
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under the rubric of its rhetoric about speeding things up and cutting red tape, once again being asked to trust the 
fact that departments have checks and balances in place. If I were to stand here and say—or, indeed, if 
Hon Lyn MacLaren were to stand here and say that we do not think that the system should be speeded up and we 
love red tape and we think there should be more of it, then the parliamentary secretary would have a case for 
arguing about the substance of a bill like this. But that is not what we are saying. Both Labor and the Greens 
(WA) are saying that we want to see things speeded up, but we want to see things speeded up—to use the 
member’s own terms—with an eye on the transparency and the clarity of how systems are working. It seems that 
the government is working against its own interests here when the parliamentary secretary is not able to show us 
where the logjams are now, in relation to this clause, with about a dozen applications a year. I make the point 
about this clause that I made about clause 7: when I see the Minister for Lands sitting with his head in his hands 
looking overworked and worn out, I simply do not believe that it is because he is spending so much time 
exercising the authority that is given to him to delegate under section 121 of the Environmental Protection Act 
1986 or under section 9 of the Land Administration Act 1997. This cannot be a major drain on the ministers 
concerned; it defies all logic to suggest that is the case. I want to find out before I move an amendment to this 
clause whether the parliamentary secretary has been able to confirm whether any of this information is going to 
be made public and it is indeed on the website or somewhere where interested people can look for it.  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I have not been able to confirm that at this stage. I need to wait for that information.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I will press on hoping that the information will be made available to the parliamentary 
secretary in the next little while. I will press on by moving an amendment. I will move to insert the requirement 
that the authority delegated by the Minister for Lands is delegated to the director general of the department as 
defined in the Land Administration Act, section 3(1). In relation to proposed new section 121A(1)(b), I move — 

Page 6, line 18 — To delete the words “a public service officer” and insert — 

 the Director General 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: The government will not be supporting this amendment as it would mean that we will 
not be able to achieve the efficiencies that this bill is endeavouring to achieve, and the honourable member does 
refer often to section 9 of the Land Administration Act that provides for delegations to various levels of officers 
in the public service. It is a normal way to provide authorisations and the government will not be supporting the 
amendment.  

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: It would be much easier to make this decision if we knew that these delegations were 
somehow made public on the website because it is nice to track how decisions are being made. At this stage, I do 
not support the amendment put forward because I am convinced by the arguments that within the department 
there are procedures in place that delegate that authority to the correct officer and that we will be able to track 
with transparency who is making these decisions and that it will mean that the department is more efficient and 
that red tape is cut.  

Amendment put and negatived. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: The observation made by Hon Lyn MacLaren is perhaps the most pertinent one here. 
This is really about the publicly available nature of the information. The parliamentary secretary refers, as do I, 
to the section 9 of the Land Administration Act and says that it works well. I think we are in agreement on that. 
If she comes back down the track to amend section 9 of that act, she is on record now saying it is working okay! 
One of the keys to the effective functioning of that clause is that notice be published in the Government Gazette. 
I say again that this is about openness and transparency, and by delegating the authority in the way the 
government is proposing to do it and not putting it on the public record, it will not work as well as the way the 
existing delegations work. I want to move an amendment so that when the minister delegates a power or duty 
under proposed new section 121A of the EP act that delegation is to be made by instrument published in the 
Government Gazette. I move — 

Page 6, after line 21 — To insert —  

(c) when the Minister delegates a power or duty under section 121A of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986, that delegation is to be made by instrument 
published in the Gazette.  

Amendment put and negatived. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 11 and 12 put and passed. 

Clause 13: Section 91 amended — 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I move — 

Page 8, line 10 — To delete “person” and insert —  
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public service officer of the department that is principally assisting in the administration of the 
relevant Act, who is 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I do not disagree with the amendment but I am not too sure that the reference to 
paragraphs (a) and (b) is correct. I refer the parliamentary secretary to section 91(5) of the Land Administration 
Act. There are existing paragraphs (a) and (b), which seem to be unamended, if I read them correctly. 
Subsection (5) states — 

Nothing in this Act prevents the simultaneous existence on the same area of Crown land of — 

(a) a licence or profit à prendre granted under subsection (1); and  

(b) a mining, petroleum or geothermal energy right, 

I thought the parliamentary secretary wanted to amend the next part, which reads — 

if there is in effect an agreement between the Minister … 

I therefore cannot see how paragraphs (a) and (b) in this amendment are correct. I am sorry, Mr Chair, it is 
probably a bit confusing if you do not have the Land Administration Act in front of you. 

The CHAIRMAN: Yes. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: The parliamentary secretary does, I think. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: Yes, I do. Paragraphs (a) and (b) mentioned in the amendment to clause 13 do not 
refer to paragraphs (a) and (b) of section 91(5). They are actually two proposed amendments that refer to the part 
below section 91(5)(a) and (b) of the Land Administration Act. In other words, the first part of the amendment to 
clause 13 is paragraph (a), which is to delete the words “there is in effect an agreement between the Minister 
and”; and the second part of the amendment is to delete the words “Governor enabling that area to be”. Does that 
help? 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Yes, it helps enormously. I thank the parliamentary secretary. I do not know whether it 
is a standard way of drafting amendments, but it is quite confusing if you assume that the amendment applies to 
section 91(5)(a) and (b). I will check it with the parliamentary secretary. The words to be omitted are in the main 
body of the text of the clause, which are “there is in effect an agreement between the Minister and” and 
“Governor enabling that area to be”. 

Hon Wendy Duncan: Yes. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Fine. I thank the parliamentary secretary for that explanation and for the Clerk’s 
nodding so that I shall know that referencing in future. May I ask the parliamentary secretary about the use of the 
term “authorised” officers and those officers who are “authorised” under this amendment? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: The authorisation will be the same as we have discussed previously; that is, a legally 
drafted instrument will be signed by the Minister for Mines and Petroleum. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Perhaps I am missing it and the parliamentary secretary might be able to put me right. 
Why does it refer simply to “authorised” officers, rather than “authorised in writing” as in clause 10? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: The amendment that we have moved actually removes the word “person” and inserts 
“public service officer of the department that is principally assisting in the administration of the relevant Act, 
who is”. That last part of section 91(5) would then read — 

if the Minister to whom the administration of the relevant Act referred to in the definition of “mining, 
petroleum or geothermal energy right” in section 3(1) is for the time being committed by the Governor 
or a public service officer of the department that is principally assisting in the administration of the 
relevant Act, who is authorised in writing by that Minister to do so, approves of that area being used 
both for the purposes of that licence or profit à prendre and the purposes of the mining, petroleum or 
geothermal energy right. 

That is how it will read if this amendment that we have moved is carried. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I think the amendment that the parliamentary secretary has moved today perfectly 
answers the point of my question. It is an amendment I would have been pleased to move myself had the 
parliamentary secretary not done so, and given that I have failed in my previous attempts to introduce a higher 
degree of transparency to the whole process the government is putting in place. 

Amendment put and passed. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed.  

Committee interrupted, pursuant to temporary orders. 

[Continued on page 2170.] 
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

MEMBERS FOR VASSE AND FREMANTLE — REVIEW BY PUBLIC SECTOR COMMISSIONER 

175. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

(1) When will the Public Sector Commissioner’s review into the use of entitlements by Mr Buswell and 
Ms Carles be completed, and will the report be made public and/or tabled in the Parliament? 

(2) Will the report in the Fremantle Herald of 1 May that states that WA housing department staff were 
ordered to arrange a joint trip to Roebourne for Mr Buswell and Ms Carles be included in the Public 
Sector Commissioner’s review into the use of entitlements? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) On 27 April 2010 the Premier instructed the Public Sector Commissioner to undertake an independent 
review of the use of entitlements by Mr Buswell and Ms Carles and ensure any misuse is corrected. 

(2) This will be undertaken by the commissioner, who will report to the Premier as soon as practicable with 
all relevant information. The information will be made public. 

MEMBER FOR VASSE — REFUND OF MONEYS 

176. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

(1) Has the former Treasurer paid back moneys he claimed are owing to the government, as stated in his 
press conference on Monday, 26 April 2010? 

(2) If so, how much was repaid and when was it paid? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) On 27 April 2010 the Premier instructed the Public Sector Commissioner to undertake an independent 
review of the use of entitlements by Mr Buswell and Ms Carles and ensure any misuse is corrected. 

(2) This will be undertaken by the commissioner, who will report to the Premier as soon as practicable with 
all relevant information. The information will be made public. 

WESTERN POWER — STATEMENT OF CORPORATE INTENT 

177. Hon KATE DOUST to the Minister for Energy: 

(1) Is the minister aware that under the Electricity Corporations Act 2005, the board of Western Power 
must submit a draft statement of corporate intent to him by 1 May each financial year? 

(2) Has the minister received Western Power’s 2009–10 draft statement of corporate intent; and, if so, 
when? 

(3) If not, why not? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

I thank the honourable member for the question. 

(1)–(3) Yes, I have. I cannot, and I will not, give an exact date about when I received the statement of corporate 
intent from Western Power. 

Hon Kate Doust: Why won’t you give the date? That’s what I asked for. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I do not know an exact date, as I said; I cannot tell you an exact date. If the member 
asks for a specific date, she can put it on notice and I will give her a specific date. I do not know what the issue is 
with the specific date. I have received it. If the member wants to know an exact date, perhaps she can put the 
question on notice. 

CAMDEN SOUND MARINE PARK — ESTABLISHMENT 

178. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the Minister for Environment: 

What discussions or consultations have the minister, the minister’s staff or the minister’s delegate had with 
traditional owners or their representatives about the government’s proposal to establish a marine park at Camden 
Sound? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 
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There have been discussions with the representatives of the traditional owners regarding the proposed marine 
park at Camden Sound with both the Department of Environment and Conservation and my office. A 
commitment has also been given to continue to consult with the traditional owners as part of the planning 
process. 

GENETICALLY MODIFIED CANOLA 

179. Hon GIZ WATSON to the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 

I refer to the growing of genetically modified canola in Western Australia. 

(1) How can non-GM growing farmers make an informed decision about where to plant canola if the 
planting locations of GM canola are not made public before 15 June 2010? 

(2) Is the minister aware of any correspondence to him or the Premier from AgroTrace regarding possible 
European market losses for GM canola? 

(3) If no to (2), can the minister please provide comments on the report “Traders dither over GM canola” 
on page 25 of the Countryman of 22 April 2010?  

(4) If yes to (2), will the minister table the correspondence? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

On behalf of the Minister for Child Protection, I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) Under the Roundup Ready canola 2010 crop management plan, all GM growers have been requested to 
inform their neighbours of their intention to plant GM canola. Open communication between 
neighbours will benefit all members of the WA grains industry. The planting locations will be made 
publicly available on the Department of Agriculture and Food’s website. 

(2) Yes. The letter to the Premier was received by my office, attached to a Gene Ethics media release. To 
the best of my knowledge, the Premier’s office has never received the letter. 

(3) Not applicable. 

(4) I table the attached document. 

[See paper 1977.] 

BUS SERVICE BETWEEN ARMADALE AND COCKBURN CENTRAL 

180. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the Minister for Transport: 

When does the minister propose to commence a trial bus service between Armadale and Cockburn Central? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

I thank the member for his question. 

I am still considering the matter and will be taking advice from the Public Transport Authority about a trial for a 
bus service between Armadale and Cockburn Central, which was raised with me recently by the federal member 
for Canning as an identified need for people in the Armadale area. That is something I will be proceeding with in 
due course. I have not set a date for myself to do it, but I look forward to enjoying Hon Ken Travers’ support for 
what could, I think, be a very worthwhile initiative. 

CAPE PRESTON MINING OPERATION — ASBESTOS CONTAMINATION 

181. Hon JON FORD to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum: 

I refer the minister to the Citic Pacific Cape Preston mining operation. 

(1) Is the minister aware of any concerns or reports made to mines inspectors about quantities of blue 
asbestos being disturbed or mined as a consequence of this mining operation? 

(2) If yes to (1), what action or actions have been taken to mitigate exposure to asbestos for workers at this 
operation? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Mines inspectors have inspected the Cape Preston mining operation on several occasions and met with 
employees and health and safety representatives concerning the potential for asbestos exposure. Mines 
inspectors have also reviewed the Citic Pacific site occupational health monitoring program and 
asbestos management plan. Citic Pacific has put in place strategies to minimise employee exposure to 
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asbestos. These include supply and use of respiratory protection in asbestos-designated areas, change 
facilities for employees and the use of positive pressure high efficiency particle arrestance filters on 
vehicle cabins. 

METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME AMENDMENT 1133/57 — REZONING OF KIARA TAFE SITE 

182. Hon ALISON XAMON to the minister representing the Minister for Planning: 

I refer to metropolitan region scheme amendment 1133/57—rezoning of Kiara TAFE site to urban. 

(1) Why was this amendment undertaken as a minor amendment rather than a major amendment, given — 

(a) that attempts to previously rezone this land have been part of a major amendment; 

(b) the level of community interest in the site; 

(c) the ongoing and consistent opposition from the local community to developing the site as 
housing; and 

(d) that the previous attempt in 1998 to rezone the site to urban was disallowed in Parliament? 

(2) On what basis were the recommendations of the hearings committee disregarded? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

On behalf of the Minister for Child Protection, I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) (a) The Western Australian Planning Commission resolved to initiate MRS amendment 1133/57 
for Kiara as a minor amendment having regard to, amongst other things, the following: a draft 
outline development plan was prepared for the site that was subject to extensive community 
consultation over several years and supported by the City of Swan and the Environmental 
Protection Authority, which designated 30 per cent of the site for local public open space 
containing a seasonal wetland and site vegetation that was assessed as worthy of protection; 
the scale and area of the site are not regionally significant due to the limited area of land 
involved and its location in relation to surrounding zones; and it is unlikely to have an adverse 
effect on the Kiara locality and environment.  

(b) The minor amendment process requires 60 days of public advertising.  

(c)–(d) Refer to 1(a) and (b). 

(2) The report on submissions for the amendment dated April 2010 states that the Western Australian 
Planning Commission resolved not to agree with the hearings committee and to progress the 
amendment as originally advertised, as it had the following concerns—the ongoing management of the 
site; the extensive local public open space and the metropolitan region scheme parks and recreation 
reserves in the locality; the provision of an adequate and affordable land supply; and the economic 
implications of developing only two small portions of land for urban purposes.  

Other relevant matters referred to in the report on submissions include the poor condition of the 
vegetation on the portion of the site outside the 30 per cent area to be set aside for conservation and 
recreation of the site as established by an environmental assessment; the unlikelihood of the site 
supporting viable populations of rare native birds due to the limited and degraded nature of much of the 
vegetation; that the Minister for Indigenous Affairs granted consent for the land to be used for 
residential purposes subject to protection of a particular Aboriginal site; and the development on the site 
will be undertaken in a sustainable manner, including active and passive open space, housing and a 
school.  

APPRENTICESHIPS — CANCELLATIONS 

183. Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development:  

(1) Of the 2 500 apprenticeship cancellations in the 12 months to June 2008, how many were suspended 
due to a lack of work prior to the cancellation? 

(2) Of the 2 500 apprenticeship cancellations in the 12 months to June 2009, how many were suspended 
due to a lack of work prior to the cancellation? 

(3) Of the 2 990 apprenticeship cancellations in the 12 months to February 2010, how many were 
suspended due to a lack of work prior to the cancellation? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question.  
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(1)–(3) There are a number of reasons for the suspension and cancellation of apprenticeships. The department 
has been unable to provide the data for the date ranges specified in (1) to (3) in the time available. I will 
table this information as soon as possible. The reason we do not have this information is that it was only 
when I initiated the breakdown that it actually occurred. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich was the responsible 
minister and she did not do it; I did and I am providing that transparency.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: You should have that information and you should be able to provide it to the house.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: The member should let me finish. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: You are so sneaky.  

Hon PETER COLLIER:. Here we go again. I can tell the house that this member has absolutely no substance; 
she has the substance of a stick insect.  

I have a table that provides a list of the reasons, with the number of cancellations for the period 1 February 2009 
to 31 January 2010.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: That is not the information I asked for.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will table that information. Does the member not want me to table it? 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: You are obviously under pressure.  

Several members interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: The member incites it in me. I table the attached information.  

[See paper 1978.] 

HOSPITALISATIONS AND DEATHS — 2008–09 

184. Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM to the minister representing the Minister for Health:  

(1) I refer to the chronic disease loading on Western Australian hospitals for asthma, heart attack and 
diabetes in the 2008–09 financial year. How many hospitalisations and how many deaths were 
attributable to each of these chronic diseases? 

(2) What are the top 10 leading causes of death in children in Western Australia? 

(3) What are the top 10 leading causes of death among adults in Western Australia?  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

I thank the honourable member for notice of this question and provide the following answer — 

(1) In 2008–09 the number of hospitalisations attributable to asthma, heart failure and diabetes in Western 
Australia were for asthma, 2 934; for heart failure, 3 971; and for diabetes, 9 475. These figures include 
separations from hospital where the principal diagnosis was coded with one of the following ICD-10 
codes—asthma, J45 and J46; heart disease, I50, I11; I13, I13.2, I51.5; or diabetes, E10, E11, E13 and 
E14.  

In 2007 the number of deaths attributable to asthma, heart failure and diabetes in Western Australia 
were 30, 66 and 371 respectively. Death data is available for only 2007 as the data for 2008 and 2009 is 
not yet available from the Australian Bureau of Statistics.  

(2) The top 10 leading causes of death in children aged 0–14 years in 2007 were certain conditions 
originating in the perinatal period; congenital malformations, deformations and chromosomal 
abnormalities; unknown causes of morbidity and mortality; abnormal findings and ill-defined 
conditions; transport accidents; brain cancer; accidental drowning; leukaemia; interpersonal violence; 
and fire, burns and scalds.  

(3) The top leading causes of death in adults aged 15 years and over in Western Australia in 2007 were 
ischaemic heart diseases; cerebrovascular diseases; cancer of the lung, bronchus or trachea; chronic 
obstructive pulmonary disease, which includes chronic bronchitis, emphysema and bronciectasis; 
impaired glucose regulation and diabetes mellitus; acquired and congenital brain disorder; colorectal 
cancer; Alzheimer’s; cancer of unknown primary site; and breast cancer. 

KIMBERLEY LAND COUNCIL — CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICERS 

185. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:  

(1) When did Mr Nolan Hunter become chief executive officer or acting chief executive officer of the 
Kimberley Land Council, and for how long?  

(2) What role did the previous/current CEO, Mr Wayne Bergmann, undertake during that time? 
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(3) Was funding provided to Mr Wayne Bergmann during that time from the former $7 million or current 
$9.15 million state funding packages by way of contracted services, either by the KLC or the 
government or from the Inpex Corporation assistance package? 

(4) If yes to (3), what was the contractual rate?  

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question.  

(1)–(2) The specific details relating to the chief executive officer arrangements of the Kimberley Land Council 
are not known to the government and the member’s query should be directed to that organisation. 

(3)–(4) The funding arrangements made with the Kimberley Land Council provided for a line item, which was 
for the payment to its CEO. The member’s query about the manner in which this line item is drawn 
down should be directed to the Kimberley Land Council  

NATIONAL WATER INITIATIVE — EAST KIMBERLEY 

186. Hon ED DERMER to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Water: 

Given that the National Partnership Agreement on the East Kimberley Development package requires that the 
Ord expansion be developed in keeping with the state’s National Water Initiative commitments, what outcomes 
or milestones will the Minister for Water use to ensure compliance with the NWI so that the millions of dollars 
committed by the commonwealth are not at risk? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. The Minister for Water has advised that the National 
Partnership Agreement on the East Kimberley Development package does not contain any conditions pertaining 
to the National Water Initiative. However, the state government is committed to ensuring development is 
progressed in line with the National Water Initiative commitments. Access to water resources for Ord irrigation 
is governed by the Rights in Water and Irrigation Act 1914 and as specified in the Department of Water’s Ord 
River water management plan developed in 2006. An updated plan, which specifies the precise management 
arrangements to meet the power and environmental needs, as well as maintaining the irrigation allocations set in 
2006, is scheduled for completion in 2010. The water allocation approach achieves protection of the environment 
and public benefit outcomes consistent with the direction set in the National Water Initiative. The National 
Water Initiative compliance will also be a requirement for the water service provider for the Ord–East Kimberley 
irrigation expansion project.  

CERTIFICATE IV IN ENROLLED NURSING 

187. Hon LINDA SAVAGE to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development:  

I refer to certificate IV in enrolled nursing available at those colleges under the jurisdiction of the Department of 
Training and Workforce Development; that is, former TAFE colleges. 

(1) Has this course been dropped for new students at Challenger TAFE from next semester; and, if yes, 
why? 

(2) How many applicants were enrolled in this course at Challenger TAFE for semester one, 2010? 

(3) How many places were provided for this course at Challenger TAFE for semester one, 2010? 

(4) How many other institutes/campuses in Western Australia provide this course?  

(5) Has this course been dropped from any other institutes or campuses in Western Australia; and, if so, 
which ones?  

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

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

(1) This course is not offered by Challenger Institute of Technology. 

(2)–(3) Not applicable. 

(4) Durack Institute of Technology, Great Southern Institute of Technology and South West Regional 
College of TAFE. 

(5) Yes, West Coast Institute of Training in 2006. 

FIRE AT WESTPORK GINGIN PROPERTY 

188. Hon LYNN MacLAREN to the minister representing the Minister for Local Government: 

I refer to the fire on 25 April at Westpork’s Gingin property. 
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(1) Did the fire occur in the farrowing shed where the breeding sows and piglets are? 

(2) How many animals died in the fire? 

(3) Will the minister table the evacuation and fire-fighting plans Westpork is required to have under the 
code of practice? 

(4) How was the emergency response handled? 

(5) Is the minister aware that the cause of the fire was reported as rodents chewing through electrical 
wiring? 

(6) Has effective vermin control required under the new national code of practice been adopted in the 
Western Australian regulations? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

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

(1) A fire occurred in one of the farrowing sheds of the Westpork piggery. 

(2) One hundred and twenty-nine sows were killed, with 113 of them having farrowed. The remaining 16 
were due to farrow the following week. It is estimated that between 1 184 and 1 322 piglets were killed. 
Two sows survived. 

(3) The “Model Code of Practice for the Welfare of Animals: Pigs: Third Edition” is a voluntary code. 

(4) I am advised that the Fire and Emergency Services Authority, WA Police and the State Emergency 
Service attended. 

(5) I have been informed that FESA’s preliminary view was that the fire was electrical in nature. The 
Department of Local Government is awaiting a report from Western Power. 

(6) The latest national code of practice, 2008, does not specifically require effective vermin control. 

TELECENTRES — REGIONAL WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

189. Hon HELEN BULLOCK to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Regional 
Development: 

I refer to the parliamentary secretary’s comments in this house on Thursday, 22 April 2010 that by the end of 
2010 nine new telecentres would be established in regional Western Australia. 

(1) Where exactly will the nine new telecentres be established and what is the population of each town? 

(2) In establishing new telecentres, has the government undertaken any community consultation to gauge 
whether these services are needed; and, if not, what criteria were used to choose each particular 
location? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

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

(1) Nine new telecentres will be established by the end of 2010. Boddington, with a population of 1 545, 
has been announced and other announcements will be made in due course. 

(2) An expression of interest is received from each centre and a full application includes a community 
needs survey. 

CRIMINAL PROPERTY CONFISCATION GRANTS PROGRAM 

190. Hon SUE ELLERY to the parliamentary secretary representing the Attorney General: 

I refer to the criminal property confiscation grants program’s new eligibility guidelines that require applicant 
organisations to contribute 50 per cent of the value of a project, at least half of which must be in cash. 

(1) Did the Attorney General seek or receive any advice on what impact this would have on small to 
medium-sized non-government organisations with limited cash at hand or fundraising capacity? 

(2) If so, what was that advice? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 

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

The Attorney General advises as follows — 
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(1) Yes; I received advice on the desirability for projects funded under the criminal property confiscation 
grants program to have a more significant and broader community impact, which can be properly 
measured to ensure funded projects deliver value for money. 

(2) The outcomes of previous funding rounds under the criminal property confiscation grants program 
demonstrated that, generally, smaller and non-incorporated organisations had difficulty meeting 
contractual obligations, including financial accountability. 

 I notice that the new eligibility criteria are consistent with a range of government funding programs and 
should have minimal impact on any organisation that is able to demonstrate the capacity to develop, 
deliver, report on and evaluate projects that deliver outcomes to the community. 

LIQUEFIED NATURAL GAS HUB 

191. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

I refer to the article “Barnett pushes Derby port plan to Inpex” published in The West Australian and to the pre-
election commitment made by the present government to build a single liquefied natural gas hub in the north 
west. Do the Premier’s actions mean that the government is abandoning its commitment to a single LNG hub? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

No. The Liberal–National government is keen to bring some of the benefits of the Inpex project to Western 
Australia. The member would be aware that the previous Labor government lost the opportunity for Western 
Australia to be home to the multibillion-dollar Inpex gas project, which would have brought investment, jobs and 
the corresponding social improvements to the state. This state government, on the other hand, will continue to 
work in the best interests of Western Australians. With the support of traditional owners, a site has been selected 
for a single gas precinct. This will prevent the advent of multiple processing facilities throughout the area and 
thereby minimise the impact on the environment. Additionally, a supply base for offshore developments will be 
constructed in Derby. Selecting a site for the precinct was a responsibility that had been neglected for years by 
the previous Labor government. 

RENEWABLE ENERGY FEED-IN TARIFF 

192. Hon KATE DOUST to the Minister for Energy: 

I refer to the Liberal government’s broken promise to introduce a gross feed-in tariff for Western Australia 
homes. 

(1) Is the minister still committed to introducing a net feed-in tariff by 1 July? 

(2) When will the minister be releasing details of the tariff? 

(3) What has been the delay in formulating this policy? 

(4) Does the minister concede that 19 months since the feed-in tariff promise was made is too long to wait 
for even the details of the government’s plan? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question—I really do; it is a pertinent question. 

(1)–(4) I will say at the outset that the policy for the feed-in tariff that we went into the election with was the 
policy of the Australian Labor Party; that is, to go for a 60c gross feed-in tariff at a cost of 
$13.5 million, which was manifestly inadequate. That was purportedly going to deliver about 10 
megawatts into the grid. It was not going to do anything like that; in fact, it was going to be about five 
megawatts. What it was actually going to deliver was probably around 2 900 homes with a gross feed-in 
tariff. Those 2 900 homes would have had a gross feed-in tariff and their photovoltaic system paid off in 
about three years. We would have had a Rolls-Royce system for fewer than 3 000 homes and everyone 
else would have missed out. The government came to the conclusion not long after we took office that 
that was just inappropriate. What we wanted was a much more comprehensive feed-in tariff, which met 
the principles of the Council of Australian Governments. So we looked at it to ascertain which would be 
the best system. In April, when we were looking at announcing the gross feed-in tariff, it became 
apparent that we had 4 000 applications to that date, yet the funding was going to cater for only 2 900. 
In essence, 1 000 people would have missed out altogether and potentially tens of thousands of people 
could have had a net feed-in tariff, which is used in most other jurisdictions. As a result of that, we 
made the decision to abandon the gross feed-in tariff. It was the right decision—it really was. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: How come people are complaining if it is the right decision? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: The only ones who would be complaining would be those in the 2 900 that would 
have had their PV system paid off in three years. It is a good interjection. I ask the member — 

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: They are rare but every now and then the member puts one in. What would happen 
then to the tens of thousands of other houses that missed out altogether? Do we say that we are sorry — 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order!  

Hon PETER COLLIER: We decided we would seek advice from the community at large. There was an 
extensive consultation period, which was very productive. We have pretty much concluded where we are going 
with the feed-in tariff. We want a net feed-in tariff that is comprehensive and embraces thousands of Western 
Australians so that we can say to the people of Western Australia, “Yes, we are going to have a feed-in tariff — 

Hon Kate Doust: When are you going to do it? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am answering.  

Hon Kate Doust: Take your time—tick-tock! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I love it; this is great! There is nothing better than revealing a deficiency from 
members opposite. What they put up was fatally flawed.  

Several members interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Fair cop—bring it on, spinner! Who did the costings for that $13.5 million?  

Hon Ken Travers: Who did yours? You’re the government; you promised it! 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I wonder if it was the former Treasurer!  

The PRESIDENT: Order! There is a standing order that says that whoever is on their feet, and indeed all 
members, come to order when whoever is in the chair—whether it is me or a Deputy President—calls order. You 
do not continue talking, whether you are interjecting or making a statement. Minister, I believe you are coming 
to your concluding remarks on this question.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: Thank you, Mr President. I apologise; but members opposite stir me up. I will bring it 
to a conclusion. We will introduce a net feed-in tariff. We will announce it very shortly; do not worry. Tens of 
thousands of Western Australians will be delighted with the announcement as opposed to 2 900 people who 
would have been delighted as a result of the policy that the previous government was to introduce.  

WESTERN POWER — STATEMENT OF CORPORATE INTENT 

Question without Notice 177 — Answer Advice 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Energy) [5.01 pm]: Earlier in question time 
today the Deputy Leader of the Opposition asked me for the exact date that I received the statement of corporate 
intent for Western Power for 2009–10. I presume she meant the statement of corporate intent for 2010–11. That 
was 15 February 2010.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
TENDER PROCESS OUTSIDE OF PUBLIC SECTOR 

Question on Notice 1522 — Supplementary Information 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.02 pm]: Further to question on 
notice 1522 asked by Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the parliamentary secretary representing the Treasurer on 
2 March 2010 and answered 20 April 2010 regarding a tender process, due to an oversight a spreadsheet was not 
tabled. I apologise to the house for the oversight and will now table the attachment.  

[See paper 1988.] 

APPROVALS AND RELATED REFORMS (NO. 3) (CROWN LAND) BILL 2009 

Committee 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Ken Travers) in the 
chair; Hon Wendy Duncan (Parliamentary Secretary) in charge of the bill. 

Committee was interrupted after clause 13, as amended, had been passed. 

Clause 14 put and passed. 
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Clause 15: Section 275A inserted — 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I think I have a broad understanding of what this proposed new section relates to. In 
the main it seems to be eminently sensible. I have a couple of questions about the precise content of this 
proposed new section. It seems sensible to me because, clearly, some of the information that has been sought 
under this provision should be available to the agencies that need it in order to provide efficient services and, 
indeed, to contain emergencies in cases of fire or similar disasters. It is clearly a very broad measure to make 
information publicly available, such as the contact details of the holders of leases, particularly pastoral leases. 
My first question relates to the failure of all existing systems to capture this information. In my second reading 
contribution I indicated that I had occasion, only a matter of weeks ago, to look up details of a house that had 
changed hands only a few days before. On payment of the requisite $35, that information was duly emailed to 
me. It was certainly current. What is it about our existing systems that have failed to capture the information 
about who a lessee or a licensee might be at any one time?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: The department has a very up-to-date database of the lessees of pastoral lands. 
Advice to us from the State Solicitor’s Office is that our department cannot disclose that information for privacy 
reasons. This proposed new section deals with that. The information is there; there have been no problems with 
the information being there. I am very pleased that the member found information about that other property 
transaction very quickly and easily because I know that the Department of Regional Development and Lands 
really prides itself on the quick availability of land information.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: That is what I suspected. That is why I raised that as my example of a process that is 
indeed working. Can I clarify: is it the Pastoral Lands Board that will be making that information available? Is 
that where the application has to go for the information, or is there an intention to publish a full list on a regular 
basis?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: It will not be published anywhere. It will be available to the Pastoral Lands Board 
and will be provided on an as-needs basis. The main thrust of this is that it will be made available to the 
Department of Mines and Petroleum. As indicated in the second reading speech, there is a requirement in mining 
legislation that pastoral lessees be notified. Obviously mining companies have had difficulties identifying who to 
notify, so this basically deals with that issue.   

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Is it going to be made available to the Department of Mines and Petroleum on a regular 
basis, or just on application by the director general of the Department of Mines and Petroleum? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: It will be on a regular basis because of the changes in ownership that will occur and 
also because of the periodical requirements of the Department of Mines and Petroleum. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I now ask the parliamentary secretary about the people to whom this information can 
be made available. She has covered the Department of Mines and Petroleum, and I see that the amendment 
specifically designates the director general of the Department of Mines and Petroleum as the person to whom 
that information is given. I also ask about the designation in proposed section 275A(2)(a) of — 

an officer or employee of a public authority for use in the performance of the public authority’s 
functions; 

Is there any specific list there, or does that cover every public servant in the state? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: In the explanatory memorandum there is mention of a state department or 
instrumentality; local government; service provider of water, drainage, gas, electricity or emergency services; or 
a prescribed agency of the commonwealth. It is probably not an exhaustive list, but it is an example of the 
authorities that will be eligible to receive that information. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Yes, I see that; this is one of the increasingly rare occasions on which the explanatory 
memorandum is actually of some use in spelling out the details. 

Again, I ask whether that information is going to be made available, for example, to the Fire and Emergency 
Services Authority, the Water Corporation or the local shire on a regular basis, or only by application? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: It is probably on a regular basis—for instance, annually to a local government for 
rating purposes. How often the information is required is something that will be defined as this is used. It will be 
provided regularly as updates. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: There is reference in proposed section 275A(2)(c) to a prescribed person. Could the 
parliamentary secretary clarify that term for us? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: This makes it possible for the information to be given to other prescribed people, 
such as, perhaps, tourists who may be travelling through and need information. If this is used, it will place 
requirements on the use of information, how it is given and in what circumstances. It will allow that to happen at 
some stage in the future, if needed. 
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Hon SALLY TALBOT: With respect, parliamentary secretary, that sounds a little vague to me; I understand 
that a prescribed person is a person who is prescribed. Is it intended to fill out this notion in the regulations? 
What sort of monitoring will there be of the people to whom this information is given out and the uses to which 
the information is put? The parliamentary secretary gave me the example of a tourist; she said that a prescribed 
person might be a tourist. Could a tourist go to a local government authority and ask for that information, or does 
the tourist have to go to the chief executive officer of the department, which is what proposed section 275A(2) 
seems to suggest? It states —  

The chief executive officer of the Department may disclose the name and contact details of a Crown 
land interest holder to — 

… 

(c) a prescribed person, 

For “prescribed person”, read tourist. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: This will be further defined in the regulations. The regulations may say that the 
prescribed person can go to the local government. The member is correct: as it reads in the proposed section, that 
person will need to go to the department. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: That sounds a little troubling, and I know that the parliamentary secretary and the 
government are aware of this because of the way in which some of the language in the explanatory memorandum 
is couched. We have laws relating to confidentiality and the ability of a person to keep certain information out of 
the public realm. That particularly applies in cases where somebody has taken out a restraining order against 
somebody else, forbidding contact—somebody wanting to protect the interests of his or her children, perhaps. 
There are common reasons people opt to have silent phone numbers or perhaps a silent listing on the electoral 
roll, where details are not disclosed on the electoral roll. I do not want the parliamentary secretary to think that I 
am arguing against the basic premise of this proposed section—that organisations like FESA need to have up-to-
date information about how to contact people in emergencies. I can see that making that information available to 
the Department of Mines and Petroleum is to the advantage of the pastoral leaseholder, as it would allow that 
leaseholder to provide information, mail and applications to the department in a timely way; otherwise, the clock 
starts ticking and they might lose an advantage. If we are talking about a tourist being able to walk into a local 
shire office and saying, “Give me all the contact details of the person who lives on this station,” and if, as is 
explained in the explanatory memorandum, this section has been set up so that the authority to disclose the 
information operates despite any law relating to confidentiality or secrecy, how are we to protect the interests of 
people who might have extremely good reasons for not wanting information about their contact or personal 
details being disclosed? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I acknowledge the point raised by the honourable member. It is something that the 
department and the minister are conscious of. That is why the conditions there may well include the pastoralist 
giving permission for his or her details to be given to other prescribed persons. Obviously, as the member has 
said, when it comes to emergency services and so on, the whole information should be available. However, when 
we get into the category under proposed section 275A(2)(c), those conditions are certainly ones that we are 
aware of and take into account.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I think this is a very serious point and I would be interested to hear how other members 
feel about this. It seems to me that once again the parliamentary secretary is offering assurances, which I am 
absolutely happy to take from her personally. However, I feel less inclined to take those assurances from the 
government or the department at face value. It seems there might be two ways around this. One is to remove in 
proposed new section 275A(2)(c) the reference to a prescribed person. I would have thought this was of 
significant import and that the government would have given a little more thought to how this might operate. I 
cannot be the first person who has looked at these provisions and made this observation. I would remove 
subsection (2)(c) or insert a requirement for such information to be provided to prescribed persons only with the 
consent of the person about whom the information is being provided. Other members might want to comment on 
that, and I would welcome the parliamentary secretary’s comments on that.  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: If the member believes that needs to be there, she is welcome to move an 
amendment. I have said that the minister and the department are aware of that issue and that is why the wording 
of such conditions is placed in that clause.  

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I agree with Hon Sally Talbot that it raises some considerable risks, which could 
easily be dealt with if we have a clause including the acquiescence of persons who want to be named. I also 
accept what the parliamentary secretary is saying about the prescribed person being entirely reasonable and that 
the minister would do that only if they really trusted them; however, the consent of that person might be a very 
valuable thing to obtain if private information was being released or, as Hon Sally Talbot mentioned, if someone 
wants to keep their private information private. Having said that, I still believe this bill is largely about making 
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things more efficient and I see that the spirit of this bill is a good one. I ask the parliamentary secretary to take 
Hon Sally Talbot’s comments under consideration that perhaps there could be some way to get the consent of 
individuals whose private information is being revealed.  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I note those comments.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: This is quite a significant move and one that I suspect will in general be welcomed. I 
have been able to find one aspect that seems to be problematic—in fairness, the parliamentary secretary has 
agreed that it is problematic. What consultation has there been with all the stakeholders involved, particularly 
with the crown land interest holders, and also with the departments that have been listed in the explanatory 
memorandum about how this particular clause will function?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I suppose the main area or source of consultation has been the Red Tape Reduction 
Group, which met with all stakeholders, including people in the mining and pastoral industries and the various 
agencies. The approvals bills have come out of that work, which was carried out over a considerable period, and 
there was plenty of opportunity for people to make comment and meet with the review group.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Is that what we call the Jones review?   

Hon Wendy Duncan: Yes.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I move — 

Page 9, line 24 — To insert after “prescribed” —  

but only in the case where the permission of the Crown Land interest holder to disclose their 
name and contact details has been obtained  

Amendment put and negatived. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 16 to 18 put and passed.  

Clause 19: Section 160AA inserted — 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I know this is complicated, but the table in the bill is not terribly informative in 
explaining the various functions that the Land Administration Act minister may perform under the act. Could the 
parliamentary secretary take us through that table and make it look less like a piece of algebra?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: If the member would like that table to be explained in greater detail, we can get that 
done and delivered to her in writing. It would be too difficult for us to try to work through that now in this place. 
I do not have the necessary information to assist the member at this point, but I will endeavour to get that for her 
if she would like it. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Can the parliamentary secretary just give us a flavour of the kinds of decisions that will 
be delegated under clause 19? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: The main ones are in terms of mining and of town sites, if that helps at all. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I have to say with the greatest of respect to the parliamentary secretary that it does not 
really help very much at all. 

Hon Wendy Duncan: I will get the information to the member in writing. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I wonder whether I could seek the assistance of the Deputy Chairman. It does seem to 
me to be unwise of this place to proceed with clause 19 if the parliamentary secretary is unable to give us any 
illustration at all about which various functions might be covered, other than to say that it is to do with mining 
and town sites. It could be the complete destruction or removal of them. This is the government that is looking at 
starting a uranium industry in this state. I am quite happy to assume that, if that were the case, it would have 
been raised by the parliamentary secretary or raised by one of the officers in the briefing, but I do think we need 
a bit more information. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon Ken Travers): Hon Sally Talbot is asking about the options she has. One 
option is for the member to move to postpone clause 19, which would be put to a vote of the chamber. Another 
option is for members to continue asking the parliamentary secretary questions, but they may find that the 
parliamentary secretary continues to provide the same answer. Another option is for the parliamentary secretary 
to move to postpone the clause and that would be put to a vote. Those are the options available to the chamber; 
otherwise I can put the question that clause 19 stand as printed. However, if a member seeks the call, I will 
obviously give the member the call. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Thank you, Mr Deputy Chairman, for your guidance. I move — 

That consideration of clause 19 be postponed until after clause 35. 

Question put and negatived. 
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Clause put and passed. 

Clause 20 put and passed. 

Clause 21: Act amended — 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: My concerns about clause 21 relate to having a bit more information about the way 
in which easements for petroleum pipelines are currently granted. I believe the Greens (WA) flagged these 
questions earlier to the parliamentary secretary. Of course we have read the second reading speech and the 
explanatory memorandum and had a quick look at the Petroleum Pipelines Act 1969, but we still find it a bit 
opaque. We were hoping the parliamentary secretary would let us know a bit more about how these easements 
are granted. I am particularly interested in the way in which the relevant management bodies are currently 
involved in such decisions relating to their land. I hope the parliamentary secretary is able to provide a bit more 
information. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I thank the honourable member for giving us some notice of the requirement for 
some clarification on this issue. Currently a pipeline operator under the Petroleum Pipelines Act is required to 
negotiate an agreement or an easement with the tenure holder of each area of land through which the pipeline 
will pass. That is a requirement under section 18(1) of the Petroleum Pipelines Act. For example, if the pipeline 
is proposed to be within an existing road reserve, the pipeline operator will discuss access to the road reserve 
with the local government or Main Roads, as the case requires. This may result in either an agreement or a grant 
of an easement proper. In the case of crown land, such as pastoral leases, the pipeline operator would discuss the 
grant of an easement with the Department of Regional Development and Lands. RDL would see what interests 
already exist in the land and seek interest holders’ comments on the proposal. In negotiating the terms of an 
easement, RDL would take into account the nature of those interests: whether or not the interest holder 
consented to the easement, what were the objections and/or whether it required any condition to be imposed on 
the grant of the easement. Once the terms of the easement were agreed, RDL would then liaise with the 
Department of Mines and Petroleum to arrange for the submission of the negotiated easement to the Governor 
for execution. 

The last new petroleum pipeline was the Goldfields Gas Transmission pipeline in the mid to late 1980s. Since 
then the need for the grant of easements under the PPA has been of a more minor nature—for example, where 
there has been a realignment or looping of the various existing pipelines, or there has been some change in the 
overlying tenure of the land, such as the realignment of a road so that the pipeline is now on crown land and no 
longer on freehold land. 

As part of the pipeline licence application, the pipeline operator is required to provide evidence of the 
agreements or easements that it has negotiated or will be required to negotiate for the purposes of section 8(1)(e) 
and (f) of the PPA. In addition, the pipeline operator is required to notify the local government of each district 
and the owner and occupier of any land over which the pipeline will be located; and the minister publishes a 
notice in the Government Gazette, The West Australian, or other newspapers circulating in the state and any 
other newspaper circulating in the relevant districts as the minister considers necessary. In this way the relevant 
local government and other management bodies would be notified. 

Therefore, under this bill it is proposed that the grant of easements by the Minister for Lands over crown lands in 
which other persons have an interest, including reserves managed by management bodies, would be dealt with in 
the same way as described in the item above relating to pastoral leases; that is, comments would be sought from 
interest holders. Those interests would be taken into account, including whether the interest holder consents to 
the easement; or, if it does not, what is the nature of its objections and/or whether it requires any conditions to be 
imposed in the grant of the easement. 

The explanation goes on to say that the proper administration of crown land requires that regard must be had to 
existing interests in the land before any further interests are granted in respect of it, whether or not there is a 
legislative requirement to do so. This is to prevent incompatible uses of, or rights in, the land being created 
and/or to ensure that the creation of a subsequent interest does not constitute a breach of the existing holder’s 
rights, thereby leading to a claim against the state. The Department of Regional Development and Lands has 
established practices in place to ensure that existing interest holders and their rights are considered and dealt with 
in this way when new interests are proposed to be granted over crown land. These would be applied to the grant 
of easements under the Petroleum Pipelines Act. In addition, the requirements in section 8(1), (3) and (4) of the 
PPA would continue to apply so that management bodies, such as local governments and/or the occupier, would 
continue to have notice of the proposal. As such, the management body could, of its own volition, make 
submissions to RDL about a proposed easement, in addition to being consulted by RDL through the easement-
creation process. Does that answer the member’s question? 

Hon Lynn MacLaren: Yes, it does. 

Clause put and passed. 



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 4 May 2010] 2175 

 

Clause 22 put and passed. 

Clause 23: Section 16 amended — 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I move — 

Page 13, line 15 — To delete “lands,” and insert — 

land, 

Page 13, line 18 — To delete “lands,” and insert — 

land, 

Page 13, line 26 — To delete “grantee” and insert — 

grantor 

By way of explanation, these are drafting errors that have been identified, thanks to Hon Lynn MacLaren, and 
these amendments are to correct those. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon Ken Travers): Congratulations to Hon Lynn MacLaren for picking up those 
drafting errors. 

Amendments put and passed. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I want to check something with the parliamentary secretary. There is a reference to a 
public authority that could grant an easement under section 17 of the Petroleum Pipelines Act. Is section 17 still 
going to operate; and, if so, in what circumstances? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: Yes, it will still continue to operate. Under section 16, there will be just the one 
easement, but under section 17(a) there may be a particular easement—perhaps it is just on the one parcel of land 
or part thereof—that needs specific attention. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

Clauses 24 to 34 put and passed. 

Clause 35: Sections 11 and 12 inserted — 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I would like some clarification from the parliamentary secretary about the point I 
referred to earlier. My question is: in clause 35, why is there a specific directive in proposed subsection (3) of 
proposed section 11, “Delegation”? It states — 

A person to whom a power or duty is delegated under this section cannot delegate that power or duty. 

Why is this the only section of the act that prohibits that sub-delegation? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: This is because of the difference between delegation and authorisation. In this clause 
we are talking about delegations. That is where it is necessary to specify that sub-delegation is not permitted. In 
the normal course of events, in delegations, sub-delegation can be allowed. In the previous clause that we were 
discussing, we were talking about authorisations. This is about a delegation. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I think the parliamentary secretary told me earlier that the authorisation could not be 
sub-delegated. I am just reading an implication in what the parliamentary secretary has just informed us that a 
delegation cannot be sub-delegated. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: Authorisations cannot be sub-authorised. Delegations can sub-delegated, unless it is 
specifically stated that they cannot be, which is what we are doing in that provision. 

Clause put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 

Bill reported, with amendments.  

ABORIGINAL HOUSING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2009 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 25 March. 

HON SALLY TALBOT (South West) [5.51 pm]: The Aboriginal Housing Legislation Amendment Bill 2009 
is a very important bill, because it will effect one of the most far-reaching changes in the provision of housing in 
remote communities for many decades. That means it is very important that we get it right. A lot of money is at 
stake and, more importantly, a lot of interests of people in remote communities must be served—and served 
well—by this legislation.  
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This bill provides for a statutory framework to enable the housing authority to legally control and manage both 
the letting and leasing of houses in remote communities. In other words, essentially this bill will bring public 
housing in remote communities into line with public housing provision in the rest of Western Australia. It is 
being done under the umbrella of the commonwealth program for providing remote Indigenous housing under 
the national partnership agreement. My understanding is that in Western Australia a large amount of money is at 
stake for housing and infrastructure in remote communities, although I will seek some clarification of some of 
the numbers later in the debate, perhaps in the Committee of the Whole House. I understand the amount to be 
about $496 million over the next four years.  

The intent of the state government and, indeed, the obligation that will be placed on the state government with 
the enactment of this bill, will be that somewhere in the region of 1 000 houses will be either repaired, renovated 
or replaced and in the order of 200 new houses will be supplied. It does not seem to be a terribly significant 
number. Our record in the provision of public housing has always been the subject of debate and dispute both 
between parties in this house and—I am certain it is true for the other side of politics as it is for ours—within the 
parties. We can always do better, and we should endeavour to do better.  

Some years ago when I was chairing a working group for Hon Michelle Roberts, who was then Minister for 
Housing, that was looking at affordable housing in the Peel region, I went to a one-day conference on affordable 
sustainable housing held under the auspices of the Urban Development Institute of Australia in Perth. Frankly, 
when I listened to the numbers being bandied around by the private sector I found that it was not a time that I 
enjoyed being on the government side. The private sector talks about the provision of housing, not in remote 
communities in Western Australia as is designated in this bill, but certainly in the remoter parts of Western 
Australia. At that time the private sector was talking in terms of hundreds of houses, the public service was 
talking about the provision of dozens of houses. I know that successive housing ministers in the 7.5 years the 
Labor Party was in government were acutely aware that governments should never take their eye off the ball 
when it comes to the provision of public housing. In referring to the provisions of this bill, 200 houses over four 
years is not a large number. Having said that, the challenges involved in providing housing in remote 
communities are absolutely enormous.  

This past weekend I was in the Kimberley talking to various stakeholders in the areas of environment, planning 
and land. I travelled long distances on roads that, frankly, had me singing All Shook Up for most of the weekend. 
It certainly was bone-jarring stuff. Every now and again we came across a road train on one of the unsealed 
roads and, as Hon Ken Baston, who is nodding his head, would know, getting the basic components of housing, 
let alone the infrastructure that goes with it, into remote communities is a precarious business. I guess that goes 
part of the way to explaining why we are talking about relatively small numbers of houses, but not relatively 
small numbers of dollars, at about $500 million.  

It is an occasion to be celebrated if this marks the moment that we as providers of public housing decide we are 
finished once and for all with the old practices of build and abandon. That can be expressed in a number of ways, 
but we all know what it means. We go into a remote community with trucks and labourers to build the houses 
and then we walk away. I notice that my colleague in the lower house, Carol Martin, the member for Kimberley, 
put on the public record some graphic examples of the costs involved in servicing communities, such as 
Jigalong, where the bill for a tradesman going into that community is absolutely massive. In the metropolitan 
area and the south west, where I live, of course the cost of having somebody fix one’s fridge is a constant source 
of irritation and talk around the place. However, in some of the remote communities in the north west the costs 
run into hundreds and hundreds of dollars just to get light switches and that sort of thing fixed. It has been a big 
black mark against the record of public housing providers for many years in Western Australia. In those cases in 
which we built the houses we were never in a position to provide the proper maintenance and support that people 
in the rest of the state would expect as a matter of course.  

As I said, if this marks the moment that we are turning our back on the old build-and-abandon philosophy, it is a 
moment to be celebrated. An aspect of the bill that I and my colleagues in parties on this side of the house want 
to take up with the parliamentary secretary when we go into the Committee of the Whole is whether that 
commitment is sound and backed up by rigorous provisions within the bill.  

The bill provides for the granting of leases over Aboriginal land under the auspices of existing authorities, such 
as the Aboriginal Lands Trust and the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority.  

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: The Aboriginal Housing Legislation Amendment Bill 2009 should have a marked 
effect on housing in remote communities in Western Australia if it works properly. It is very important to get this 
right because this is the best chance that we have had in several decades to make a difference to the standard of 
living in places that traditionally have not even been able to talk about a standard of living, let alone expect a 
reasonable standard of living or to expect a standard of living to which most Western Australians aspire. As I 
said before the break, we are trying to bring the housing management in Aboriginal communities in line with the 
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standards that would normally be expected in public housing management practices. This legislative framework 
will improve housing and the management of tenancies for Aboriginal people and, importantly, it will protect 
government investments in social housing. That brings me to the point that I spent some time on before the 
break, which is the existing practices of build and abandon. Hopefully those practices will change, because this 
bill will put in place a framework for funding the maintenance of houses in these communities. 

We must ensure that these outcomes are secured, otherwise this bill will go the way of so many bills before it 
which have set out to improve the living standards of Aboriginal people, particularly those who live in the 
remote areas of the state, and which the passage of time has shown have been full of empty rhetoric. We must 
ask ourselves whether it is appropriate to talk about “normal practices” in the context of remote communities. In 
this regard I have some questions that the parliamentary secretary may be able to deal with in her response to the 
second reading debate or, if not, I am happy to go into committee. Some amendments have been proposed to be 
made to the bill so perhaps it is more appropriate to do it when in committee. I have some questions about the 
way in which this bill uses the Residential Tenancies Act as a vehicle to secure some of these outcomes. 
Although I will not say that I have some doubts about the way the extension of the RTA to remote communities 
will work, I believe that it is incumbent on the government to outline the reasons for its confidence in this 
mechanism. 

When we talk about remote communities and the concept of normal housing management practices, we must ask 
ourselves about the differences between the service provisions in remote communities compared with the service 
provisions in the rest of Western Australia. Over the past few years, the commonwealth government held an 
inquiry into community stores, and I am sure that the parliamentary secretary is familiar with some of the 
evidence that was garnered by that inquiry. Some of the community stores were functioning in a way that simply 
would not be acceptable, let alone economically viable, in the rest of Australia. I am talking about what was sold 
at the community stores, the prices they charged and the range of goods that they provided. Although we have 
some shining examples of communities that work—we can see the way that they work by looking at their 
community stores—we also have seen some glaring instances of them when they do not work. We must look at 
the social infrastructure of some of our remote communities. Frankly, the very concept of social infrastructure is 
meaningless in some communities because there is no social infrastructure. Those communities are so close to 
failing, if they have not already failed, that their social infrastructure has virtually collapsed. I have already 
referred to the massive cost of providing infrastructure to those communities. I am talking about the things that 
most of us take for granted, and not only those who live in the metropolitan area, but also in places such as 
Denmark on the south coast where we have street lighting, rubbish collections and reliable power supplies most 
of the time. Even Denmark now has a good supply of potable water, which certainly was not the case a few years 
ago before proper measures were put in place to address the high levels of salinity. Water, power, rubbish 
collections and streetlights, which we, including those of us who live in regional Western Australia, take for 
granted are simply non-existent in remote communities. 

I have already referred to transport being all shook up. After watching road trains drive on some of the dirt roads 
in remote regional Western Australia, we can readily believe the reports that vehicles last only a fraction of the 
time in regional Australia than they would last if they were driven on a proper road network. The fact that 
vehicles disintegrate within a few years and must be replaced adds to the massive cost of providing 
infrastructure. I have referred to the servicing of that infrastructure and the massive costs of calling out people to 
do maintenance. We are extending the Residential Tenancies Act to these remote communities that have 
virtually no social infrastructure or provision of maintenance services and where there are no repair vans that can 
be called upon to fix a fridge or a door lock when it is broken. 

The government’s rhetoric about introducing mutual responsibility to look after government assets is fine. 
However, as on so many other occasions in this house when we have debated bills of this kind, I suggest that we 
need to look beyond the rhetoric. Nobody on this side of the house would say that we need to walk away from 
protecting government assets. Nobody on this side of the house would say that there should not be some 
workable notion of mutual responsibility. But mutual obligation by the occupants of public housing in Belmont 
is, I put it to members of the house, completely different in both content and structure from mutual obligation by 
the occupants at a remote community. I would like to hear the parliamentary secretary comment on why the 
government considers the Residential Tenancies Act extension through remote communities will both deliver on 
the rhetoric and be a workable, practical solution to not only building, but also maintaining properties.  

I think we need a lot more detail on several concepts that are framed within this bill. I ask the parliamentary 
secretary, first of all, why the implementation plan has not been made public. I believe that plan is a living, 
breathing document that discusses all the practical effects of the bill being implemented, and how that rhetoric 
will be translated into practical outcomes for Aboriginal people.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: It was agreed to on 31 March 2009 so you would think we might have seen something 
by now.  
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Hon SALLY TALBOT: Indeed; Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich is absolutely right. That is the point I am making. I 
would have thought that, in a sense, the capacity to engage in the substance of the bill in a critical way would be 
more straightforward had the implementation plan been publicly available. I am using the term “critical” in a 
literal sense, not in the sense of criticising it or taking it to pieces, but of engaging in a reflective way so that we 
can get beyond the rhetoric and look at the substance of what it proposes to deliver.  

I would like to hear the parliamentary secretary talk about rent setting. I believe this is a mechanism that has 
been devised specifically in the context of this bill and specifically for the tenants who will occupy these 
properties in remote communities. I would like to know how that will work. If the idea is that people end up 
paying what they can reasonably pay, that sounds completely acceptable. It sounds sensible and is a great 
innovative move. It is partly the point of what I am saying here tonight. The notion of one size fits all will not 
work for housing the people who will become the tenants of these properties in remote communities. We all 
know some of the difficulties that occur in Aboriginal communities when pressure is brought to bear on 
individual community members. I would like to know from the parliamentary secretary what sort of oversight 
will be done for this whole concept of rent setting. Clearly, there are sensitivities and complexities that need to 
be understood before we start talking about such a concept and expect it to work.  

I would also like from the parliamentary secretary some idea of exactly how the $496 million will be spent over 
the four years. I have had a look at the material on the public record from debate in the other place and I have 
had a briefing, which I must say was an excellent briefing. It is quite empowering to talk to people who have 
such a clear dedication to trying to make this work in the face of great challenges. It is not clear to me how that 
money will be spent over four years or, indeed, whether any of the $496 million has already been spent. I refer 
the parliamentary secretary to the question asked in this place on 20 April by Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm when 
he asked about the progress the government has made so far on the commonwealth–state agreement to construct 
75 houses in remote communities by 30 June. I recall some reports in the press about the government falling far 
short of that target; indeed, that some properties were standing empty many months after they had been built 
because basic services had not been connected to them. The parliamentary secretary herself provided the reply 
that only 12 houses out of 75 had been built. That was on 20 April. In that same answer the parliamentary 
secretary conceded that some houses had been built but services had not been connected to them and that they 
were in Mardiwah Loop, Ardyaloon and Kurrawang. I would like some comment from the parliamentary 
secretary about their progress. It seems to me—I am certainly not ill-wishing this target—that, if the government 
can put its collective hand on its heart and tell us that 12 houses have been constructed already and 63 more 
houses will be constructed in the next seven weeks, I will be delighted. Everyone on this side of the house will 
celebrate that. But can we really imagine that happening? I made some enquiries at the weekend about contact 
between a couple of remote communities and the Department of Housing on the construction of the remaining 63 
houses. All the evidence I have been able to collect suggests that things are still up in the air. Since 20 April, 
when the parliamentary secretary provided us with the advice that 12 houses had been built and that there might 
be six others that did not have services connected to them, nothing has happened. People in remote communities 
are desperate for the government to press the green button to say, “Let’s go; let’s see if we can do this in seven 
weeks.” It is not happening. I would like to hear the parliamentary secretary address that point about the backlog. 
That is in connection with the funding. In connection with the spending, I want to know whether some of the 
$496 million has been spent. Does the funding go for four more years or three more years? There is a figure of 
$510 million around somewhere. I do not know how that works, so I would like to hear an explanation of that 
from the parliamentary secretary.  

In connection with the existing commonwealth–state agreement under which 75 homes have to be constructed by 
30 June, I need some clarification from the parliamentary secretary about this competitive funding. The 
implication is that, unless we spend the money necessary to build and, indeed, deliver these houses by 30 June, 
we will be on the back foot when it comes to funding in the four years to come. That will put a very grave 
shadow over this advice that we are still something like 60 houses behind this target. I understand the federal 
government introduced this notion of competitive funding. Is the implication that if we do not expend this 
money, we will miss out on money in the years to come? If so, that is a very, very serious failing on the part of 
this government. As I say, all my advice from remote communities is that they are raring to go. So, if this money 
is not expended and we pay a penalty for that, the blame for that will be laid fairly and squarely at the feet of this 
government. 

I would also like to know from the parliamentary secretary about the support that this program will be given 
from other service delivery programs. I am not a builder, and I am sure that my contact with the building 
industry would be as limited as would be the contact of most people in this chamber. However, I would have 
thought that it would be glaringly obvious that when we build a house in a remote community, we need to work 
out how to get water and power to that house. To quote from the answer that was given by the parliamentary 
secretary, six houses have been built and delivered to site but are awaiting connection to the necessary services. 
Is that because someone has not been able to produce not only the logical connections but also the practical 
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connections to ensure that the houses that are built have water and power connected to them? If those houses do 
not have essential services connected to them, that is not the provision of housing in remote communities.  

What are the other service delivery programs that we are talking about? We are talking about a massive program 
of repairs, maintenance and renovations. How will we get into remote communities those services that most of us 
take for granted? How will we monitor when repairs need to be made? How will we respond to that in a timely 
fashion? I am sure members on the other side of the house have collected just as many horror stories as I have 
over my years in this place of remote communities that have been without water for weeks. Imagine if someone 
who was living in an outer metropolitan suburb like Rockingham, Kalamunda or Joondalup had to go without 
fresh water for weeks! I have heard of people in remote communities who have been reduced to raiding supplies 
of saline solution in the clinics in order to keep their babies hydrated. I have heard of remote communities in 
which the mains water pipe had been broken because it had been driven over by vehicles, and when the 
maintenance people finally arrived in town, weeks and weeks later, they found that the pipe had not been sunk 
far enough under the road to be able to sustain vehicles driving over it.    

Hon Michael Mischin: When did all this start—since the election? 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Hon Michael Mischin obviously missed my opening comments. Indeed, in reference to 
another bill that is before this place today, I made the point that these are not partisan comments. We share a 
collective failure to deliver to remote communities. We share a collective failure about assurances that have been 
given that departments have put checks and balances in place to ensure that X does not happen. If Hon Michael 
Mischin is going to sit on that side of the house and look smug, then I can absolutely promise him that he will 
wear it one day. 

Hon Michael Mischin: You should have made this speech 18 months ago! 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Hon Michael Mischin has absolutely no idea of what has gone on in this place before, 
because he has walked in here as a new member, and he has assumed an attitude to this place that, frankly, does 
not become him or his party. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Max Trenorden): Order, members! Let us get back to the debate. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Hon Michael Mischin’s party colleagues have jumped in to say that they do not have a 
problem with him! Well, good on them! I can tell Hon Michael Mischin that he gets on our wick a lot of the 
time!  

Hon Peter Collier: How can you make a personal comment like that? It is a nonsense!   

Hon SALLY TALBOT: It is interesting that they are doing this for Hon Michael Mischin. I could name several 
other parliamentary secretaries and ministers whom they do not jump up like this to protect! 

Hon Michael Mischin: Why are you getting personal with me? 

Hon Sue Ellery: Because you began by making the inaccurate comment that she was referring only to things 
that have happened since you have been in government. That was wrong. She pointed out that that was wrong. 
But people seemed to take offence at that. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! I would like this debate to get back to Hon Sally Talbot. There 
is not much point in the current discussion. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Thank you, Mr Deputy President.  

This point, parliamentary secretary, is about the support that this housing program needs from other service 
delivery programs; so if the parliamentary secretary could address that at some point in this debate, that would be 
appreciated by people on this side of the house. 

There is also a question about the design of these homes. Someone said something to me at the weekend that 
really cut me to the quick. Part of the rhetoric that always surrounds a move of this kind is this talk about how 
we need to consult with Aboriginal people about the sorts of houses that they want to live in. The comment that 
was made to me was in relation to Broome and the Dampier Peninsula, and it was, “Why don’t the bureaucrats 
and the people who manage these programs just drive around Roebuck Estate, because then they will see the 
sorts of houses that we want?” The point has been made that the promise to consult is often only a promise to 
delay and defer and get another report, when what Indigenous people really want is a comfortable and safe place 
in which to live. The point about Roebuck Estate is that it is a large development in Broome that most of us 
would appreciate as being a very, very pleasant place in which to live. We do not need to be constantly 
reinventing the wheel here. This bill talks about consulting with Aboriginal communities. It talks about getting 
Indigenous concurrence about the sorts of houses that are built and the people who are going to live in them. I 
want to know exactly what that means. Will provision be made to provide housing for single people? We have 
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this stereotype about the collective nature of life in Indigenous communities. I am sure that members on the other 
side of the house know just as well as I do that there are many Indigenous people who want to live on their own, 
particularly as they get older, and particularly if their families are demanding in some way or other or are dealing 
with substance abuse or violence. We need to make provision in Indigenous communities for people who want to 
live on their own, just as we do in the communities that we build in the metropolitan area and in regional 
Western Australia. Therefore, the comment that I have made about Roebuck Estate is absolutely pertinent when 
it comes to just getting in there and building the houses and making empty promises to consult. The other side of 
that coin is that if we just build four-by-two houses, it might not be what the people want. Have we looked, for 
example, at pod construction as opposed to prefabricated construction? There are some very, very crummy 
prefab models around, particularly in remote Western Australia. They are places that no-one here would dream 
of living in. They become instant slums. However, some of the modern pod designs are superb. They are 
designed to be both affordable and sustainable. They are fitted out in such a way that the houses will stay cool 
cheaply and efficiently. They come virtually ready to be plugged into essential services. It has always seemed to 
me, ever since I came across the pod concept several years ago, that remote Western Australia is an ideal place 
in which to put pod developments. I would like an assurance from the parliamentary secretary that there will be a 
diversity in the range of housing that is provided.  

I understand also that there is a provision—I am not sure whether it is in the bill, but I have seen reference to it 
elsewhere—that 20 per cent of local employment will be required for all new housing construction. If the 
parliamentary secretary could address the way in which the government intends to secure that proportion of local 
content, that would be very welcome. I see that the parliamentary secretary’s brow is slightly furrowed. I refer 
her to paragraph 43 of the report of the special rapporteur, which states — 

… it is worth noting that under the National Partnership Agreement on Remote Indigenous Housing, 
20 per cent of “local employment” is required for all new housing construction. 

I am happy to provide the parliamentary secretary with details of that reference if she needs it. 

It is probably fair to say that all state housing needs improving. There has been a radical shift in the way that we 
not only build state housing, but also populate it. I do not think it is particularly controversial to suggest that 
several decades ago—I cannot put an exact time on when this changed—there was a gradual erosion of the 
original concept of public housing, which was basically to accommodate working-class people. Most people 
living in state housing in the mid-1950s would have been employed. They lived in state housing because it was 
an affordable way to live. Now we find that the majority of people in state housing are on some kind of income 
support. I do not have the exact figures with me, but a significant proportion, if not a majority, of people in 
public housing are now reliant on income support and have very, very troubled employment histories. That is a 
radical change in the very concept of state housing. I do not think anybody in this house would argue that all 
state housing needs improving.  

If we look at what people need from their housing, I do not think it changes very much across class and culture. 
A couple of years ago I went to the United Kingdom on a study trip to look at the provision of affordable 
housing, particularly with notions of sustainability built into it. Obviously, affordability and sustainability tend to 
be seen as being at opposite ends of the spectrum. We can provide sustainable housing as long as we recoup the 
cost of it. Traditionally, the cost of that provision has always been seen to be quite high. The reality is that over 
the past seven or eight years we have seen affordability and sustainability brought together, particularly if we 
look at affordability over the life of a tenancy. Whether that is a freehold tenancy or leaseholding public housing, 
it should no longer make a house unaffordable to build in things such as sustainable heating and cooling systems 
and water systems that are less wasteful of precious resources.  

When I was in the United Kingdom, I met with a public housing provider in the Royal Borough of Kensington 
and Chelsea, one of the wealthiest parts of London. There is a big public housing provider there. Lots of old 
housing has been converted into public housing. Houses that would have once housed one family have been 
broken up into flats. There is also a lot of new housing in the area because a lot of the corner service stations 
have been closed and the blocks have been bought up quite cheaply by public housing providers. When the 
public housing providers surveyed their clientele, they found that people wanted security of tenure. That is 
particularly relevant to the Australian experience. We always talk about the great Australian dream of owning 
our own home. Having this firsthand report from this housing provider in London made me come back and think 
again about how that reality plays out in everyday lives. I began to think that people are no longer happy living 
in public housing because they want that security of tenure. Why would that not be as true of Aboriginal people 
living in a remote community as it is for people living in public housing in Belmont or Joondalup? Of course it is 
true. I would like to hear from the parliamentary secretary about the ways in which she considers this bill will go 
at least a significant distance down the path of providing that kind of security of tenure in remote communities.  

I was somewhat perplexed to be told that this bill will have a negligible effect on a community such as 
Roebourne, when we know how troubled the community is, particularly in being provided with housing that not 
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only is of a certain standard, but is, frankly, also safe. The vision of safe housing in Roebourne is clearly not 
something that people who live there can count on. Because of the land tenure system in Roebourne, this bill will 
have very little effect on the standard of housing there. It is reasonable to ask the parliamentary secretary exactly 
how this bill will address that need for security of tenure as well as security of the actual infrastructure that 
people are living in. 

I will conclude my remarks very shortly and move on to listen to what other members have to say, and then 
perhaps we can talk about whether we go into committee. I want to draw the attention of the house to some other 
comments made in the United Nations report by the special rapporteur. I draw members’ attention to paragraph 
44 because it refers to something that should be at the front of our minds when we deliberate on this bill. 
Reference is made to the promotion of “individual land tenure to the detriment of traditional Indigenous 
communal land tenure”. It says that the failure to recognise the communal nature of traditional Indigenous land 
tenure practices diminishes Indigenous control over lands that have traditionally been held collectively. If an 
effect of this bill is for someone to walk into a remote community and say to the people that they should play on 
our terms or they do not play at all, it is not going to work. It has never worked in the past and there is no 
evidence to say that it will work now or in the future. There has to be some acknowledgement of and respect for 
that system of communal land tenure. After all, that is what most Indigenous communities are telling us they 
want. There is a threat—again, I am referring to the report by the special rapporteur—to the cultural integrity of 
Indigenous people and their way of life. Quite frankly, it would represent an affront to their property rights. If 
that is not the case and if the parliamentary secretary is confident that all those kinds of questions have been 
taken into account in framing the contents of this bill, the house needs to hear that reassurance. At that point, I 
will leave my remarks and listen to what others have to say.  

HON LYNN MacLAREN (South Metropolitan) [8.08 pm]: I rise to speak on the Aboriginal Housing 
Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. I will try not to repeat any of the very pertinent comments Hon Sally Talbot 
made and will centre my comments more directly on other information.  

When we talk about the housing crisis in this country, we must acknowledge that Australia’s Indigenous 
population in remote areas at present has the greatest level of housing need. In 2006, one-quarter of Australia’s 
Indigenous people lived in remote areas, with an average occupancy of 8.8 people per dwelling. What is worse 
than the long-term and successive governments’ neglect, which I think we all agree has happened, and the 
bungling in providing housing for Aboriginal people, is that the spoils of Australia’s economic boom, which we 
in Western Australia are particularly proud to have enjoyed, have not been evenly shared. Nowhere is that more 
evident than in housing in the remote regions of Western Australia. The effect on Aboriginal people who live in 
what we now know as mining regions is that a modest four-bedroom home now sells for more than $1 million in 
Roebourne, and rents have spiralled out of control across the Pilbara to the Kimberley from $1 500 to $2 800 a 
week. That is our great shame, as is the fact that the market presence of social housing stock has virtually 
dwindled, especially in the Pilbara and Kimberley, and many of our questions in this house have outlined this. 
The failure of local, state and federal governments to provide an adequate supply of housing and keep pace with 
the increasing demand for services, as highlighted by Hon Sally Talbot, is simply shocking. 

Federal funding is providing $496 million for Aboriginal housing, which will be used to build 200 new houses 
and carry out 1 000 refurbishments. It is incredibly generous of the federal government and we are most grateful 
for that, but it is a tiny drop in the ocean of what is needed in Western Australia. Although it is great that we are 
receiving some federal funding, the state government needs to be held to account for the sale of 133 Homeswest 
properties in the Pilbara and 92 in the Kimberley in the past nine years. These homes were sold under the New 
Living program, which is an excellent program because it upgrades housing stock, but when we sell off housing 
stock in one region—particularly a region that needs it most desperately—more investment must be made in 
housing stock in that region. We have not seen an investment comparable with the loss of housing in that area. 
Mining companies are buying these old Homeswest properties in Port Hedland, which is a further concern. The 
wealth being generated is not evenly benefiting our Aboriginal communities.  

The state government must lift its game. The provision and design of Aboriginal housing is an urgent issue that 
needs urgent attention, far more than can be addressed by the Aboriginal Housing Legislation Amendment Bill 
2009. However, the Greens (WA) welcome this bill as it addresses the urgency of the Aboriginal housing 
situation. We also welcome the housing authority’s acknowledgement that it currently has no capacity to manage 
Indigenous housing and that it has a very sorry history of a build-and-abandon approach to Aboriginal housing. 
Let us relegate that to history and make a new future from this point on. We welcome the housing authority 
finally taking responsibility for managing and maintaining housing for Aboriginal people, and of course we 
know it will do that with cooperation and assistance that will hopefully be driven by Aboriginal communities. 

The delivery of housing to three communities identified in the “Closing the Gap” initiative—Halls Creek and 
surrounds, Fitzroy Crossing and the Dampier Peninsula—is welcomed. Good job! Much time has been spent by 
the department in the communities. During our briefing we were told there had been 15 meetings around the 
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state involving 56 communities and around 200 people to whom the process of establishing these community 
agreements was explained. That was a very good effort, and I thank the department very much for doing that.  

That all of the recommendations contained in the report of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in 
Custody relating to housing and infrastructure and improving the Aboriginal living environment have been 
addressed by the National Partnership Agreement on Remote Service Delivery is also very welcome—this is all 
good stuff!  

Finally, the professionalism, experience and genuine concern shown to us in briefings and in correspondence 
with the Department of Housing were very welcome, as noted by Hon Sally Talbot; I thank the department very 
much. However, we are critical that the implementation plan has not yet been made public, as I believe has 
already been noted during debate. The Greens are keen to see the details of that implementation plan, as, I am 
sure, are other members. We are wary, having heard reports from the Northern Territory that the government has 
been paying three times more than necessary to refurbish homes in the remote Aboriginal community of 
Woollahra. The government has been paying $75 000 to refurbish the dwellings, but local workers had 
previously refurbished and done similar work for $25 000. We are hoping that will not happen in Western 
Australia. 

Today, we want the government to make a long-term commitment to funding the $2 billion currently needed to 
fix the problems we already have. We understand that a recent audit of Aboriginal housing by the housing 
authority identified this shortfall based on a walk-through of 2 400 homes in 140 of 260 communities, so the 
amount of funding needed is obviously just an estimate. Perhaps that $2 billion could be funded through the 
increase in the resources tax announced today. 

The Greens seek a government commitment to fix the issue of providing reliable and sustainable essential 
services in remote communities. The community of Jigalong spends $1 million a year on diesel fuel. We seek a 
government commitment to increase the funding for advocacy and community legal services and improve the 
sustainability component to ensure that new housing conforms to the nationally adopted six-star energy 
efficiency rating. This will lead to cheaper, greener, and more comfortable housing for Australians living in 
remote regions and harsh climates. I hope this place is aware of my disappointment at the state government’s 
one-year delay in the adoption of the six-star building standard. It should be done immediately in these new 
homes in Aboriginal communities. We will be doing it anyway in 12 months; we should start now with this 
housing that will be built with federal money. 

The Australian Greens successfully negotiated that all social housing built with the federal government stimulus 
package would be built with six-star energy efficiency ratings, so I seek an assurance from the government today 
that all new housing built under this agreement will be built to that minimum standard. That, of course, is in 
addition to my amendments that require additional consideration of housing designs that are climate appropriate 
and culturally appropriate. Let us not make the mistakes of the past. Those amendments will enable further 
innovation in sustainable building materials and design.  

We are all very conscious of the need to act quickly and we know that this bill has a certain time frame in which 
it must be passed; however, we agreed to bypass the Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review Committee and 
bring it straight to the floor and, as a house of review, it is incumbent on us to examine this legislation to see if it 
meets all the criteria that we, as legislators, know must be met. That is why I have proposed a very small and 
simple amendment that I believe will satisfy the criticisms made of this bill by various stakeholders. It also seeks 
to address those things that have been highlighted by the royal commission into deaths in custody and make it a 
little bit more certain that the housing that is constructed is appropriate and that adequate consultation is done 
with these communities so that we are investing in these communities with long-term, sustainable housing. That 
is what we want. We need to use this money wisely. It is not often that the federal government gives us money to 
establish more housing in remote communities. We should use it wisely and not squander it.  

I will make a few remarks about the amendments that I will be proposing so that members know what the Greens 
(WA) are trying to achieve. First, I have moved for a concrete definition of how the housing authority will be 
satisfied that local community wishes are being represented by housing corporations or other entities, such as the 
Aboriginal Lands Trust, when they sign leases on their behalf. As members will see from the amendments that 
have been circulated, I will move for a more prescriptive meaning of how the consultation will take place. I have 
also looked for a concrete definition of what kind of housing will be provided. This relates specifically to the bill 
missing any guidance towards ensuring that housing is built or refurbished to culturally and environmentally 
appropriate designs. These are concepts that we have all agreed on in many different forms, and all we need to 
do is make a slight amendment to hard-code them into the legislation. The Greens talked to, amongst other 
stakeholders, the Aboriginal Legal Service. It most clearly articulated that these reforms should be done in 
partnership and in collaboration with the Aboriginal peoples of this land and in a spirit of reconciliation. It is a 
small thing for members to accept my amendments to ensure that that lofty goal is achieved. The Greens believe 
that community negotiation is the best way to ensure the delivery and repair of housing and infrastructure. We 
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believe that the most appropriate manner to resolve housing issues is through negotiated outcomes. It is in this 
spirit of participation, engagement and negotiation that we hope the housing authority, the local Aboriginal 
housing corporations and the local people will determine the design of their buildings. There is much potential 
for great innovation in building materials and housing designs. There is great potential for people in local 
communities to be trained and employed in architectural design and sustainability. Of course, we are looking at 
environmentally friendly building techniques. A green building and retrofit program in our Aboriginal 
communities that is led by our Aboriginal communities is one of the most obvious and exciting opportunities that 
we have. Finally, I refer to the relevant recommendations from the Royal Commission Into Aboriginal Deaths In 
Custody which, I understand, have been incorporated in the National Partnership Agreement on Remote Service 
Delivery. Members will see from the wording of my amendments that the same spirit of reconciliation and true 
and genuine consultation is reflected.  

That concludes what the Greens wish to say on the Aboriginal Housing Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. I 
hope that members consider my amendments carefully and that they support them when it comes time to vote on 
them.  

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan) [8.35 pm]: I rise this evening to support the Aboriginal 
Housing Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. The issue of Indigenous housing has been a very significant issue, 
and one that has been plagued by a history of challenges. I remember in 1980 when I started out as an Aboriginal 
education teacher—my first career. I had the role of teaching students from places like Cundeelee, Warburton, 
Sandstone and Yalata at Norseman. On one occasion we had the opportunity to take the students from Cundeelee 
back to Cundeelee for part of their school holidays. I remember thinking when I got to Cundeelee that it could 
not possibly be part of Australia and that it must be part of the Third World. It was bad and the housing was 
poor. It was a very important turning point for me, because at that point I decided that when I returned home 
from country service as a teacher, I would become politically active and endeavour to do something to address 
the issue of inequity between Indigenous and non-Indigenous people in the state. Certainly, one of the most 
obvious areas in which that inequity comes to light is in the area of housing. Although this issue continues to be 
a challenge, there is no doubt that successive governments have attempted to come to terms with it and have 
tried to make improvements. For many reasons we are not making the sorts of quantum improvements that need 
to be made to deliver better outcomes for Indigenous people. There are a range of reasons why that is the case. 
What has happened is that we have adopted a particular model and successive governments have adapted or 
added to that model. The model was built on a shaky foundation but, nevertheless, when it was changed, it was 
always done so with good intent. If the foundations of the model are bad, it does not matter what we do to it. The 
bottom line is that we end up with—even after additional investment—something that is flawed in any event. It 
is good to see that we are trying to break away from the past and do something which is a bit more innovative 
and which may well lead to some improvement in this area.  

I listened with interest to the contributions of my colleagues on this side of the house. They made some very 
interesting points. I want to quickly touch on the fact that under the National Partnership Agreement on Remote 
Indigenous Housing there is a requirement for the state government to undertake a number of things to secure 
money as part of the agreement. I took the opportunity to look at the national partnership agreement. It is not 
particularly complex; nevertheless, it provides a pretty good framework for what needs to happen. Obviously, 
the allocation of money to the state under the agreement is contingent on a number of milestones being met. 
Significant sums of money that have been allocated to the state, or will be allocated to the state, are contingent 
on certain outcomes being met. It is very important to have an overview of the overall objectives and aims of the 
partnership agreement. Those objectives include to significantly reduce severe overcrowding in remote and 
Indigenous communities; to increase the supply of new homes and improve the conditions of existing houses in 
remote and Indigenous communities; and, to ensure that rental houses in remote Indigenous communities are 
well maintained and managed.  

The agreement aims to achieve a number of outcomes. Part 3 of the agreement outlines the roles and 
responsibilities of each of the parties. The states and the Northern Territory have responsibility for the provision 
of housing in Indigenous communities through the relevant housing authorities, ensuring that provision of 
standardised tenancy management and support for all Indigenous housing in remote areas is consistent with an 
established standard, and developing and implementing land tenure arrangements. There are clear government 
shared responsibilities. As part of the framework of how the state, together with the commonwealth, will meet 
these shared responsibilities, a report had to go back to the Council of Australian Governments by December 
2009. One thing that I will ask the parliamentary secretary is whether in fact this has occurred. Was a report 
made to COAG by December 2009 on the proposal for clearer roles and responsibilities and funding for things 
like municipal services, ongoing maintenance of infrastructure and essential services in remote areas? The reason 
I ask the parliamentary secretary whether the state made the report, which under this agreement was due by 
December 2009, is that I think it is important to know what has been agreed to and set down, if we like, for the 
state to achieve in meeting the requirements of that agreement. 
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The National Partnership Agreement on Remote Indigenous Housing sets out all the performance benchmarks 
and reporting requirements. My parliamentary colleague Hon Sally Talbot also mentioned that there was an 
implementation plan, and clearly there is. The agreement states — 

The Commonwealth will jointly develop and agree an Implementation Plan with each State and the 
Northern Territory to achieve the objectives of this Agreement. The Plans will be reviewed by the 
Parties on an annual basis.  

Therefore, things that we will look for is whether that has in fact been achieved and the implementation plan has 
been established, and whether there has been any review of our state’s combined implementation plan with the 
commonwealth. The implementation plan for each state and the Northern Territory had to be agreed to by no 
later than 31 March 2009. One can only assume, given the time frame in the agreement, that that has already 
been set. Therefore, it will be of some interest to us to find out whether Western Australia has met that 
implementation time line and whether the implementation plan for Western Australia to achieve the objectives of 
this agreement occurred within the specified time frame, which was 31 March 2009. We want to see what that 
agreement actually contains. 

I want to quickly go to the funding because I think that is critical. In the second reading speech there is reference 
to the fact that the Aboriginal Housing Legislation Amendment Bill will provide protection and enable the 
release of a further $400 million from the commonwealth as part of the national partnership agreement. 
According to the information that I have before me, the financial arrangements for the funding of this agreement 
is that in 2008–09 the maximum amount that each of the states and the Northern Territory could acquire, as 
specified in the partnership agreement, is the sum of $333.807 million. The parliamentary secretary is looking a 
bit blank. 

Hon Helen Morton: I am listening. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: All right. We want to know, given that this was the maximum amount, how 
much Western Australia acquired under this agreement in 2008–09. The maximum amount for 2009–10 was 
$432.73 million. These amounts are listed under “Part 5—Financial Arrangements” of the intergovernmental 
agreement. For 2010–11 the maximum amount of funding was set at $412.783 million. Therefore, for each of 
those financial years, maximum amounts that a state could access were set as part of this agreement. We on this 
side of the house want to know what amount Western Australia secured under this agreement in each of those 
financial years. 

Of course, the next thing that would follow on from that, because these are big sums of money, is: if funding 
amounts to those levels were in fact secured, where are the houses? When I look at the government’s 
achievement in this area, it is quite clear to me that, although the promise was big, the delivery was pretty light 
on. I believe the case is that in 2009–10 Western Australia could have acquired a facilitation payment to a 
maximum amount of funding of $432.73 million. We have to ask: where has that money gone? I ask the question 
because an article in The West Australian of 14 September 2009 written by Jessica Strutt states — 

Only three new units have been built as part of the State Government’s pledge in February to fast-track 
the building of 600 homes in 12 months to boost social housing stock. 

Replies to questions in Parliament revealed that three houses had been completed, while a further 36 
were under construction as part of the Government’s promise.  

Shadow housing minister Mark McGowan said yesterday the figures showed the Government was 
likely to complete less than 7 per cent of what it promised would be delivered in 12 months. 

… 

“There is no way that they will be able to have completed within the 12 months more than 39 units and 
they promised 600 … 

That seems to be a huge shortfall. I guess for me the burning questions are: If this state was funded for 600 units 
but built only 39 units, what happened to the money? Was the money reallocated somewhere else? Was the 
money left in a bank account? What is the status of that money? I think that they are all very reasonable 
questions to ask. 

If that was not bad enough, one might have at least expected some progress by the beginning of 2010. However 
by 2010, according to the same reporter in an article in The West Australian of Friday, 15 January 2010 — 

Just 12 houses have been built in WA remote Aboriginal communities under an agreement between the 
State and Federal governments to tackle chronic overcrowding and appalling living conditions. 

And none of the houses the State Government says it has completed construction of in Warmun, Balgo 
and Fitzroy Crossing is connected to essential services, including power and water. 
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Housing Minister Troy Buswell said this week that 51 houses were under construction and the 
Government was on target to deliver the 75 houses it must build by the end of June under the agreement 
with the Commonwealth. 

… 

In October, Mr Buswell came under pressure in Parliament over the delays but said progress on the 
National Partnership Agreement on Remote Indigenous Housing was unacceptable after it was revealed 
that just three houses were under construction at that time. 

Under the deal, the State Government will get $496 million over four years to build 295 houses. 

I have not gone into great detail, but it is emerging that under the partnership agreement funding was allocated 
and targets were set. The government is taking the money on the one hand but is not meeting the requirements of 
the partnership agreement on the other. What happens under those circumstances? Has this money been re-
cashflowed elsewhere? Has the money been put into a trust? Is it being used to prop up health, for example? I 
have no idea. One does not have to be a rocket scientist to work out that something does not add up. After being 
in office for nearly 18 months, these achievements are appalling, to say the least. The commonwealth 
government has made it quite clear that the money is in the bag. It is sitting there waiting to be used for a 
purpose that is long overdue, which is to deal with this issue. Everyone would agree that this matter requires 
serious attention, yet the runs on the board are very few indeed. 

In regional and, more importantly, remote Indigenous communities, Aboriginal housing is in very bad shape. In 
some of the big regional towns, there is an excessive demand for public housing compared with supply. On 
Tuesday, 20 April 2010, Hon Robin Chapple asked question on notice 1442 to the parliamentary secretary 
representing the Minister for Housing and Works regarding the Department of Housing’s public housing stock in 
Broome. He asked a series of 14 questions, one of which was about the number of people in Broome who are on 
the department’s housing waiting list. The answer was that 698 people were on the waiting list. Broome is a 
pretty big regional centre, so members can imagine what the figures for the smaller regional centres might be. 
Hon Robin Chapple’s third question was about the average wait time for public housing in Broome. The answer 
was that the average wait time for a public house in Broome was 174 weeks. That is well beyond three years. 
Surely that should signal that there is a sense of urgency about the need to build these houses, which the 
commonwealth, through the partnership agreement, was more than happy to fund. Clearly, that was not the case 
and so the people in Broome who have been on the waiting list for three or more years will continue to wait. 
That situation is replicated in most regional and rural areas. This is also a challenge in the metropolitan region as 
the waiting list for public housing blows out because there is insufficient public housing stock to meet the 
increasing demand. 

These are some of the issues that will be of interest to members in this chamber. I understand that this legislation 
is very important and that it is important to meet the requirements of the partnership agreement. It is important 
also to move away from the models of the past because they were not effective. We need only look at the current 
stock of public Indigenous housing and the billions of dollars that must have been invested over many decades in 
the provision of that housing. We would have to say that it has been an absolute policy disaster. It is sad that no 
government at any time has actually stripped back and unpacked the model to look at which point it became so 
flawed. It has been a most inadequate model and we now have an opportunity to move away from what has been 
described as the “build and abandon” approach to a new approach. It will be very interesting to see how the new 
approach compares with the past model, should it prove successful. Members on this side are concerned about a 
number of issues regarding the partnership agreement, the way in which the state has interfaced with the 
commonwealth and the very few results we have seen compared with the amount of money that has been 
provided. We will probe where that money has gone and why we have seen so few results for the amount of 
money that has been expended to date. 

HON PHILIP GARDINER (Agricultural) [8.47 pm]: In speaking to the Aboriginal Housing Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2009, I follow some members who have done some very deep research on the matter. 
Hopefully, I will give members a slightly different perspective. As members know, the purpose of the bill is to 
provide additional housing to Indigenous people in the remote communities in the north west of Western 
Australia. The north west is roughly what is defined as “remote”. Indigenous housing is in a serious condition 
not only in those remote communities, but also throughout much of regional Western Australia, not to mention 
the many places in Perth where Indigenous people live. We are talking about changing some of the physical 
characteristics of the housing in which those people live. I am absolutely positive that not only the members who 
have preceded me in this debate, but also every member in this house shares the same concerns and feels 
embarrassed as an Australian when we see on the television news Indigenous people living in dishevelled, 
substandard and appalling housing conditions. 

This bill is a possible solution to the problem because it is about building physical structures using the 
$496 million that the commonwealth government is generously providing. The Department of Housing will 
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administer the negotiations with the Aboriginal land entities to secure the land so that houses can be built on the 
land without disturbing the ownership of the land, which, of course, is retained by the Indigenous communities 
under the Native Title Act. The housing authority is also responsible for maintaining the condition of the houses. 
We have here the funder, the commonwealth government, and the provider, the state housing authority, which 
overlaps into service delivery. I believe that funder–provider service-delivery model has a very big application in 
this area. But I am not sure that what we have here satisfies what we need to fulfil to have it work properly. The 
current situation is complex, as we all know because we are dealing with the cultural characteristics of a people 
who have very different expectations from what we are trying to impose, if we like. I know that is too strong a 
word. We are trying to get them to become part of our bigger society and participate in the productive way we 
work in trying to create our own wealth, and bring up their families with a sense of achieving—not big 
achievements—the smallest little thing, bit by bit. There is nothing like any sense of achievement that lifts our 
own self-esteem, if we think that is important. Some people do not think it is important. In my view, that is what 
underlies a sense of pride that takes people further and further along their journey of life. It is complex dealing 
with different cultural characteristics.  

What are the key success variables that should apply to a housing policy for our remote Indigenous 
communities? What do we expect? It was Maslow who first described the hierarchy of needs, beginning with 
physiological needs. We are going to provide some shelter. When we build these homes in these remote 
communities, if we are talking about Broome or Derby, that could work because the people there could get jobs 
so they may be able to pay the rent. The rent idea is a great idea. There are many different ways income will 
come through to the Indigenous people who are living in these homes so they can pay the rent. But if they can 
earn the income and pay the rent, that would be a huge way forward rather than getting it from the social security 
network. If the Indigenous people are going to be living in Broome, Derby, Kununurra and so on, they will not 
be able to find jobs. We can build houses in these places and put people in them, but what is their incentive to 
live from one day to the next and to try to keep their houses clean and tidy? It is a complex problem, as we all 
know.  

The first thing is to provide them with shelter. The second thing is to have a home somewhere to raise a family. I 
shall never forget—coming from Moora, a regional town—being away at university and then going away to 
study in a foreign country. Before I went, I chose to take a photograph of our Indigenous communities at Moora. 
Where did they live? It is hard to even repeat the word these days. They lived on a reserve. On that reserve there 
were “houses”. Believing in transparency, I was willing to take a photograph of this to show the people in 
Switzerland, where I was going, that this was part of Australia—the good, the bad and the ugly. Not only was 
that reserve a bit out of town, but the worst thing about it was that children lived in those homes; the lights were 
not in the right places and they were dim, yet these children were meant to go to school and do their homework 
and read at night time in the same way that we did. What chance did they have? The lights were dim and in the 
wrong places. They could not do it. Every turn that could be made for those people was a turn down a very 
horizontal street—never upwards.  

The housing we have to build under this partnership agreement has to cater for families to be able to grow in 
themselves and learn to achieve. The people living in these homes have to understand the need for some house 
pride. Most of us do not have house pride when we are very young. Our parents do but we have to grow into it. 
Indigenous communities that I have seen are notoriously not house proud. Some are; there are exceptions. I 
know a chap in Moora who, at age 50, was a drunkard. I do not think he ever committed a burglary but he was a 
no-hoper. Then he changed. He stopped drinking and started to take his life into his own hands. He could not get 
a licence because he had lost it many times. He was my age, and I once asked him why he had changed. He just 
said, “I suddenly realised my life was going nowhere.” I think it was amazing to realise that. It was not a matter 
of any scales off the eyes kind of thing. His house is now well kept, and has a great garden with flowers in it. 
Even so, he has stepchildren who continue to be difficult to bring up. He cannot help them get steady jobs with 
incomes, no matter what one might do as an employer to try to employ them.  

When dealing with this housing issue, we must think of the kinds of mentoring and incentives we can provide so 
that the families want to keep houses in a clean, tidy condition. We should not forget that when we are in the 
remote areas of Western Australia, it is not like living in Albany. There is no rainfall to provide plenty of water 
for the garden and to keep things green and nice. There is mostly dry and dusty outside. All that aesthetic beauty 
that women understand so well is not there. That is another impediment to overcome in order to build house 
pride.  

Basic housekeeping is a matter of keeping things tidy and not leaving rubbish outside, as we have seen in the TV 
images. How do we get that to happen? I know it is possible. I know I have referred to Moora three times during 
my address, but there are Indigenous people in new homes built by, I think, Homeswest in which, somehow, an 
element of tidiness is beginning to be seen, while in the older ones there is the same old untidiness. It needs to 
have relevance to the community that they are serving. The cultural characteristic of Indigenous communities is 
to have their families come and stay with them. But some of the children are becoming tough as they get older 
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whereby they are not allowing their mothers to stay with them because it is disruptive to their own families. 
What I am getting at here is that the easiest part of this partnership plan is putting down the bricks and mortar. 
The difficulties are the soft qualities such as the mentoring and the coaxing—all those things involved in trying 
to bring a family into the kind of world that we have aspirations for them to go into without leaving their own 
culture. We do not want assimilation, in my view; I want to see integration, but they live in, and must manage 
both cultures. So, what we are talking about in this partnership agreement for this housing is part of a much 
bigger picture. As I have said in this place previously, because of the way these people have been brought up, 
many of the people who will be living in these houses come with baggage already on their shoulders. This bill is 
a great effort to try to ameliorate the situation in Indigenous communities. But, please mark my words. It is not 
sufficient. Yes, it is necessary, but it is not sufficient. Those two essential words cover many of the problems that 
we face. This housing is necessary, but it is not sufficient. Down the track, we will need to address this issue in a 
much more holistic way. I think that the funder–provider service-delivery model is the way in which it has to 
work. However, no matter whether this program is funded by the government in Canberra or the government in 
Perth, it will need to be delivered in such a way that it will work effectively for the Indigenous people who will 
be living in these homes.  

I have concerns about some aspects of this bill, and I will be asking some questions about those matters in 
committee. I would love to entertain the thought that the people who will be living in these houses will be able to 
purchase their home and call it their own. So long as these people have a job and a regular income to service the 
loan, they should be able to make that work. People should not just be given these houses. That has not worked 
in the past and I am sure it is not going to work in the future. A lot of money has been flying around. But it is the 
other elements that will make the difference. One of the constraints on making this work is whether we will have 
the resources to provide the mentoring that many of these people need. Another constraint is whether the housing 
authority will be able to work well with the tenants. Under this bill, these houses will come under the Residential 
Tenancies Act. Therefore, there will need to be a certain harshness because, on the one hand, the housing 
authority will be in a housing management agreement with the tenants but, on the other hand, it will need to 
provide essential support and mentoring to those tenants.  

This is a wonderful partnership that the commonwealth has offered to Western Australia. It is a bit like the 
commonwealth’s insulation program. It is easy to raise the money and provide the money, but it is the 
implementation that will make the difference. We are the ones who will be implementing this program, and we 
will be responsible for ensuring that it realises its objectives. I support the legislation, of course, but I am wary of 
some of the implementation pitfalls. 

HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral) [9.03 pm]: In speaking on the Aboriginal Housing Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2009, I do not intend to take up much of the time of the house tonight, but I do need to address 
some of the comments that were made by Hon Philip Gardiner. I welcome this bill. However, I find it appalling 
that we have before us a bill that requires us, through some positive affirmation, to focus on a particular ethnic 
group that forms a minority in most of the Australian states and give that group support. It is an indictment of 
what our society has done to these people since we arrived in this country. A lot of people might like to think 
that we have not done anything to these people since we arrived, and that they have somehow found themselves 
in the predicament that they are in today because of something that they have done wrong. I would like to give 
some practical examples of that. In my electorate, I can take members to mine diggings in and around Roebourne 
where Aboriginal people were very successful in mining raw minerals, but eventually whitefella law overrode 
them and they were kicked off those diggings and they were taken over by European miners. These Aboriginal 
people had made a real crack at it, and they were trying to fit into our world, but we pushed them out of it. The 
same thing happened in Roebourne with the pastoralists’ strike. The Aboriginal people in that area were led 
down the path of striving to be offered the same wages and conditions as the whitefellas were getting, but the 
pastoralists refused to do that. Some people have the attitude that the pastoralists were benevolent people. I 
suppose that in their time they were. We cannot make a judgement about their behaviour in those times. There 
was an attitude that the pastoralists were doing these people a favour by letting them work on their land in return 
for lodging. However, when they realised that they had to pay them a wage they kicked them off their land. It 
was their land. We came along and kicked them off their land. I mean, for crying out loud, we had to have a 
referendum in this country about whether whitefellas should give blackfellas the right to vote. Much to our 
credit, we gave Aboriginals the right to vote. That is something that they should never have had to fight for. 
Everyone should have lobbied on their behalf to give them that right.  

The point I want to make is that that discrimination has not changed at all. The Kimberley is probably the only 
place in Australia in which whitefellas are the ethnic minority. Between 52 per cent and 54 per cent of the people 
who live in the Kimberley region are Aboriginal. I can tell members that in all the Aboriginal communities I go 
into, there is no greater concentration of drunks and no-hopers than we would find in the white community. In 
fact, in most of the places in the Kimberley that I could take members to, it is not a problem. People are 
struggling day to day in their lives, because they are dependent on the state—when I say “the state”, I mean the 
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Australian state—in one way or another for employment. Why is that the case? It is because we continue to 
discriminate against Aboriginal people. I have a speech—I have read it before—about the entrenched 
discrimination that exists in everything that we do for these people. There is no other country in the world in 
which we make people fight for 20 years to establish their right to the land that we took from them. The 
argument that we hear continuously from these people is that they have to fight for everything that they are 
given—absolutely everything. We do not have to do that. No-one can come into my front yard and tell me that I 
will have to go to court for 20 years to prove some sort of cultural background and claim to my place, because I 
know damn well that that is my place. The only difference is that I can produce a piece of paper that says I have 
a title to that land.  

We should not suggest that Aboriginal people have put themselves in the predicament in which they find 
themselves, and that somehow we are giving them an advantage or a bit of a kick up. What we are trying to do in 
this bill is go some small way towards addressing some of the issues that exist in Aboriginal communities. Hon 
Sally Talbot talked about some of the issues that have been brought to her attention. I am well aware of those 
issues. I went to a community on the weekend in which the people were told that if these other communities 
could not get their quota of houses, that allocation would be given to them. How many weeks did they have to 
build 40 houses?  

Hon Sally Talbot: Seven. 

Hon JON FORD: It was going to take about seven weeks to build 40 houses. None of those houses will be built. 
The people in those communities will then be told that the money is gone because even though the money was 
offered to them, they could not build the houses in time.  

I want members to understand when we are dealing with these bills that the great majority of these people are not 
paedophiles, drunks or abusers of women, although there is a fair whack of abuse in those communities. When I 
first set up my office in Newman, the women’s refuge had an occupancy rate of about 100 per cent. Nearly 
100 per cent of the occupants were Indigenous women. Now it has turned around because of the strategies that 
have been put in place. I am told that the majority of women in that refuge in that mining community are now 
white women. I was talking to Maggie Lewis, who was the coordinator up there for a while. She went up there 
because there was trouble with the management committee. The sad thing is that most of the women who were 
in that refuge when I went up there are now dead. They have all been stabbed to death. Why did they find 
themselves in that predicament? They had no housing and multiple families were forced into tiny rooms. At one 
stage a guy who has an Order of Australia was living in a car wreck on the other side of the highway.  

This bill tries to focus us all on the business of supplying equity to these people. That is what we are trying to do. 
These people are constantly and continuously discriminated against. Members should go up there and talk to any 
resource company and ask why they are not employing local Aboriginal people. They will say that it is too hard, 
Aboriginal people do not have driver’s licences or an education and the job is too complicated. These people are 
not asking to go and work on an oil and gas platform. They do not all want to drive trucks around a mine site. 
They just want jobs, any jobs. Hon Sally Talbot said earlier that it is not a responsibility that lies with Liberal, 
National or Labor members; it is a responsibility that lies with us all personally as individuals and as a 
community. We continue to fail these people.  

The debate needs to focus on giving people equity. This bill is called the Aboriginal Housing Legislation 
Amendment Bill. What an indictment on our society that is. This house, which represents the people of Western 
Australia, is being forced to debate a bill that contains the words “Aboriginal housing legislation”. Why does it 
not contain the words “disenfranchised people” because there are a lot of people besides Aboriginal people who 
need housing? These people are so discriminated against that this Parliament has to consider a bill that is named 
after them. Let us focus on that and get through this bill and try to go some way to fixing it. It will not fix the 
housing problems. The only thing that will fix housing problems is when we embrace the Aboriginal people in 
our community as our brothers and sisters, and our children. When we talk about Indigenous and Aboriginal 
people, it dehumanises them. It is like talking about collateral damage or friendly fire in a war. Generals do that 
so we do not think people have been shot. The fact is that Aboriginal people are people just like us. If we saw 
our children or our family in those situations, we would be doing everything in our power to help them. That is 
what this bill should be about. That should be the focus of the debate. I would like members to remember that.  

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [9.15 pm] — in reply: I will start 
by thanking members for their contributions to the second reading debate and also thank them again for their 
support to deal with this bill in an expeditious manner rather than sending it off to a committee. Like everybody 
else, I am quite appalled when we see images of Third World living standards in Western Australia, regardless of 
where those areas are and who is living there. It is obvious to me that some people in communities are quite 
dysfunctional for lots of reasons. The image that we seem to get is manifest in the housing or the housing 
standards that we see either on the television or when we go to visit these areas. It is the most obvious display of 
the dysfunction in a particular community or within a particular small group. I have been to some rather remote 
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communities where it is very different. For example, I spent a week at Billard on the Dampier Peninsula. It is a 
fantastic community. The members of that community live in quite remote arrangements but their housing was 
superb, as were their decorative and vegetable gardens. Their commitment to healthy living was fantastic and 
something that many of us could use as a model.  

Housing is just one element of a range of interdependent measures that need to be addressed if we want to arrest 
dysfunction in any community. I do not think that people should imagine that fixing up the housing or even 
making inroads to the housing will fix the rest of the community. It is just one element of an interdependent 
range of measures that need to be undertaken to somehow address the level of dysfunction in some communities. 
Education, employment and access to health services are some of the other areas that will have a significant 
impact on those communities. We are only dealing with legislation involving the housing component. I do not 
want members to think that because we are dealing with the housing component, somehow or other that is the 
fix-all or that will make a major difference or something like that. All these measures are totally interdependent 
on one other to make those changes. I do not think a single member in this house is not seeking to find those 
changes that we are talking about.  

Under the National Partnership Agreement on Remote Indigenous Housing, the commonwealth is seeking the 
passage, enactment and commencement of this legislation by 1 July 2010 to enable the capital works funds for 
2010–11 to be released. As members have indicated, we are talking about funds in the vicinity of $400 million. 
The bill enables the housing authority to legally manage houses for Aboriginal people on land that the authority 
does not own and will not own. Members need to be aware of that. It provides the legal framework to replace the 
existing informal housing management agreements.  

I will not be able to answer all the questions and address all the issues that members have raised. I was weighing 
up whether to give a really brief response and then go to the committee stage so I could have the advisers with 
me and provide much more detailed responses. On the basis of the information I have with me, I can give 
members a fair bit of that information; additional information will be provided during the Committee of the 
Whole stage. 

The Aboriginal Housing Legislation Amendment Bill 2009 originated because of a commonwealth requirement 
that the state protect the commonwealth’s funded assets. It is the commonwealth’s requirement that this bill be 
passed to enable the state to access that funding. We must provide property and tenancy management, meet 
public housing standards and introduce mutual responsibility for the housing authority and the tenant to look 
after the housing asset. 

The bill had its genesis in 2007, when the Aboriginal Lands Trust requested the housing authority to accept a 
greater level of responsibility for Aboriginal community housing. This resulted in a memorandum of 
understanding being signed between the Aboriginal Lands Trust and the housing authority in January 2008. That 
was always meant to be an interim arrangement, put in place until proper legislative changes could be effected. 
Changes were needed to the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority Act and the Housing Act, and this legislation 
will make those amendments. 

All other states and territories in Australia have chosen to go down a different path from Western Australia in 
that they have decided to roll out 40-year leases, overlaid on already complicated land tenure arrangements. 
Western Australia decided to take a legislative approach, and that was agreed to by the housing authority and the 
Aboriginal Lands Trust. It was also agreed to by the commonwealth and is in the implementation plan as a 
requirement for receiving funding for capital works.  

Members asked a number of questions, some of which I will answer now. Hon Sally Talbot asked questions 
related to the Residential Tenancies Act. As I was listening to the member’s contribution to the second reading 
debate, I kept thinking to myself, “What’s wrong with the Residential Tenancies Act?” I saw it as a legislative 
framework—a vehicle for achieving what we wished to achieve. I will quote some definitions from the 
Residential Tenancies Act that I thought would be useful to help members understand why this legislation is 
appropriate. Section 3 states — 

Terms used in this Act 

In this Act, unless the contrary intention appears — 

… 

residential tenancy agreement means any agreement, whether express or implied, under which any 
person for valuable consideration grants to any other person a right to occupy, whether exclusively or 
otherwise, any residential premises, or part of residential premises, for the purpose of residence; 

I know that sounds wordy, but the Residential Tenancies Act appears to be an appropriate and very useful 
approach to take. Other definitions in the act state — 
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rent means a payment under a residential tenancy agreement payable by the tenant in respect of a period 
of the tenancy; 

residential premises means premises that constitute or are intended to constitute a place of residence;  

The Residential Tenancies Act already has that legal framework in place, and it is a vehicle we can use to 
implement this. I will probably not go into that any further because members get the general idea of what I am 
saying.  

The Residential Tenancies Act protects tenants and the owners, and Aboriginal people in remote communities 
should be afforded the same protection as any other Western Australian. I do not see a problem with using the 
Residential Tenancies Act; it is sufficient to be used and it will achieve the kind of outcomes that the member is 
looking for. 

Hon Sally Talbot also asked about the maintenance of essential services. A program will be in place with 
funding of around about $20 million a year through the remote area essential services program to provide 
maintenance to these sorts of communities. Hon Sally Talbot also asked about the implementation plan, as did 
other members. 

Hon Sally Talbot: I asked why it wasn’t a public document. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Yes, I understand that was the member’s question. It is not a public document 
because it has not been finalised and agreed to by commonwealth and state ministers. The commonwealth is 
renegotiating the national partnership agreement, which will include a renegotiated implementation plan, which 
appears to be what will be published. Negotiation is still taking place on that. 

A question was asked about how much has been spent to date. About $300 million will be available from 2010 to 
2012-13. We are on target to complete the 75 houses. The member questioned how that could be so, but the 
advice I continue to receive from the Department of Housing on this—both when questions on notice are put to 
me as well as more recently—is that we are on target to have 75 houses completed. They are factory-built and 
will be completed, transported, stumped and attached, and have services connected over the next couple of 
weeks. I repeat the advice that I have been given by the Department of Housing on that matter. 

The member asked a fair bit about the rent setting. Most communities already pay some rent, which ranges from 
about $18 to $21 a week, up to over $100 a week. There will be a transitional period agreed with the community 
on renting.  

A question was asked about who will set the rents. The answer is that the rents to be paid by Aboriginal housing 
tenants will be determined by the housing authority and approved by the Minister for Housing. The bill allows 
for different rents to apply to different nominated lots or houses or classes of nominated lots or houses. This 
could include lots or houses in particular communities or for particular classes of tenants. There will be an 
allowance for rebates in specific circumstances and these provisions reflect the rent-setting provisions in existing 
section 30 of the Housing Act that apply to public housing. 

There was a question about whether Aboriginal housing rents will be the same as public housing. The Aboriginal 
housing authority may utilise a similar methodology to determine rents for Aboriginal housing to the one that is 
used to set public housing rents, but transitional rent arrangements, as I have already mentioned, will be agreed 
with Aboriginal communities and will apply to reflect the fact that Aboriginal tenants will need time to adjust to 
paying rents that may, over time, be higher and be closer to public housing rents. The rental amounts will take 
account of factors such as the disadvantages of isolation. 

A question was asked about design. All designs for new construction of major housing upgrades must comply 
with the Building Code of Australia and the principles of the “National Indigenous Housing Guide” code of 
practice. Local Aboriginal input will be sought on suitable designs to meet climatic and housing use 
requirements. The department is working with tertiary institutions on more sustainable designs. A question was 
also asked about what is going on in Roebourne. The housing in Roebourne is public housing, owned and 
managed by the housing authority; it is, therefore, outside the purview of this bill. The National Partnership 
Agreement on Remote Indigenous Housing focuses on housing owned by Aboriginal corporations or Aboriginal 
communities. The government is working to develop solutions for the residents in Roebourne village, and those 
solutions may include new construction and refurbishments, as well as options for home ownership.  

Hon Sally Talbot referred to 20 per cent of the workforce coming from the local community. I would rather deal 
with that issue during the committee stage so that I can get assistance from my advisers. Hon Lynn MacLaren 
asked about the six-star rating and sustainability. Currently the housing authority is seeking a commitment from 
the commonwealth to participate in that. The housing authority will work towards achieving those outcomes. 
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich referred to the funding spreadsheet. I have the funding spreadsheet with me. The figures 
that she referred to do not concur with the figures on my spreadsheet. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Can I have a copy of your spreadsheet figures so that I can analyse your figures?  
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Hon HELEN MORTON: I think my spreadsheet figures refer to the national partnership agreement funds and 
the targets that were set for them. Some of those funds relate to housing, some to refurbishment and some to 
housing management and the capital works costs associated with building new houses. In terms of the way they 
are broken down, they are different from the outright figures provided by Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: I was talking about broad global figures.  

Hon HELEN MORTON: I will seek to get that information for the member.  

Hon Philip Gardiner had issues with the funded service provider-type model. In his contribution he did not refer 
to the owner. It must be reiterated that the Aboriginal Lands Trust is the owner of the land and will be the owner 
of the buildings. This bill is primarily about the housing authority having responsibility for assisting in the 
management, maintenance and leasing arrangement of those houses. There is provision for individual families to 
eventually own their houses.  

With those comments, it is better to address the more specific questions in the committee stage.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time.  

Committee 

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Michael Mischin) in the chair; Hon Helen Morton (Parliamentary 
Secretary) in charge of the bill. 

Clause 1: Short Title —  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I want to take up literally the title of the bill. As various speakers have pointed out, 
there is potentially some cause for confusion as well as the potential that offence may be taken by the very fact 
that we are calling this an Aboriginal housing bill. I understand that this bill comes under the National 
Partnership Agreement on Remote and Indigenous Housing. The parliamentary secretary referred to that point in 
her summary of the second reading debate. Has consideration been given to calling this bill the “Remote 
Community Housing Legislation Amendment Bill”? It seems to me that that would be a far more accurate title.  

Hon HELEN MORTON: Consideration was not given to calling this bill the “Remote Community Housing 
Legislation Amendment Bill”. It is called the Aboriginal Housing Legislation Amendment Bill 2009 because it is 
quite specific in that it will allow the housing authority to become involved in housing that is owned by the 
Aboriginal Lands Trust and other Aboriginal grants trusts. It is quite specific to that area of land that is known as 
land under the Aboriginal Lands Trust.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: That does not satisfy my concern about the title of the bill. If I have understood the 
provisions of the bill correctly, as the parliamentary secretary just explained, they cover land under the control of 
the Aboriginal Lands Trust, the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority, Aboriginal corporations and Aboriginal 
incorporated associations. The idea is that those bodies or agents appointed by those bodies in the form of 
managing authorities will then have some say in determining who lives in which house. Is the implication of the 
title of this bill that only Aboriginal people will be able to live in these houses? If, for example, there was a 
teacher, doctor or nurse in the community who was not an Indigenous person, would he or she be able to become 
a tenant in one of these houses? 

Hon HELEN MORTON: The word “Aboriginal” written into the title of the Aboriginal Housing Legislation 
Amendment Bill relates to who owns the land on which the houses are constructed and that is, as the member 
mentioned, the Aboriginal Lands Trust or various Aboriginal corporations et cetera. Who then goes on to lease 
the housing or rent the houses that are owned by the Aboriginal community or Aboriginal group that we are 
referring to is irrelevant; it could be anybody. It is about giving the housing authority the legal framework to 
undertake the work and the authority to manage the tenancies of houses built on land owned by Aboriginal 
groups. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Can we just clarify the concept of ownership of the land? I thought that there were 
provisions in the bill whereby in effect the housing authority becomes the owner. I understand that consideration 
of the Native Title Act has been taken into account in relation to native title, but I thought I had seen provisions 
in the bill whereby the housing authority effectively is operating as the owner. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I think this is not about owning or becoming the owner; it is standing in the shoes of 
the owner and providing the services in a way that an owner would provide those services. I think it refers more 
to having the level of responsibility and the care and maintenance of the facility as though one were the owner of 
it. It is not about saying that the housing authority will become the owner; it will not become the owner. There is 
no way that the housing authority will ever become the owner of the land on which these facilities are being 
managed. 
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Hon SALLY TALBOT: I think honourable members will begin to doubt the care with which the title was 
chosen. I understand what the parliamentary secretary is explaining, nevertheless I will not attempt at this stage 
to change the short title of the bill. However, I think that there is some inevitable confusion as well as potential 
offence given by the title that could have been avoided by more careful thought. 

At this stage, can the parliamentary secretary clarify exactly how much money we are looking at over which 
years? I have now written down about four different figures. There is a reference somewhere to $510 million. In 
the material we have been provided with on this bill, there is a figure of $496 million. The parliamentary 
secretary, I think in her summary of the second reading debate, referred to $400 million in 2010–11, which I do 
not think can be right. Later in her summary, the parliamentary secretary referred to $300 million. Can we have a 
breakdown of what has already been spent and what is budgeted in each of the years covered by the bill that we 
are looking at? 

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to temporary orders. 

CAPE PRESTON MINING OPERATION — ASBESTOS CONTAMINATION 

Statement 

HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral) [9.45 pm]: I rise tonight to talk a little about the question I asked the 
Minister for Mines and Petroleum today about the mining operation at Cape Preston and claimed exposure to 
blue asbestos.  

On 27 April this year I received an email from Helen Fitzroy who, as most people would know—I think Hon 
Wendy Duncan has talked about her—is a great advocate for families who have suffered bereavement as a result 
of a mining accident. Indeed, just recently she spoke across the road at the workers’ memorial in remembrance 
of 21 workers who died in recent times while at work. She forwarded to me a complaint that she had received 
about asbestos exposure at Cape Preston. I will give the minister a copy of this email because I would like him to 
investigate it. Attached to that email was the email that had been sent to Ms Fitzroy. The email states — 

Helen, 

I have worked in the mining industry over the past 26 years, and have been on many sites where a 
fatality has occurred. I support your cause and offer you some information on another disgusting 
situation.  

Before I go on, I must point out that this is second-hand information so it needs to be investigated. Just because 
somebody sent an email does not mean that it is true, but based on what I have seen and some of the work that I 
have done in trying to clarify it, it seems to be supported by other people, although they are not as bold as this 
bloke in being willing to come out and talk about it. The email continued — 

Citic Pacific … has set up at Cape Preston in WA’s North near Karratha. I worked there last year for 
10 months until we found Blue Asbestos on site … It was reported and was told they would look into it. 
Nothing was done at all, no barricaded, information sessions, wash down areas, mask areas, nothing. 
The following day more was found. The only thing that was done was the two of us who were 
concerned were removed from site before others were made aware. 

I went to the WA Department of Mines who were very concerned at first, but they stopped all 
correspondence all together after short inquirers. 

I am quoting exactly from the email, so the grammar is not that flash. The email continued — 

One inspector said he couldn’t talk about it, but could call him on the weekend on his own phone when 
he could speak freely. We did this and he said this was a political time bomb with $5.2 Billion invested 
by — 

The company — 

… it couldn’t be stopped.  

I have worked with hundreds of people and many hundreds more will be working with Blue Asbestos in 
the future on that site. I have photos of the Asbestos we found where we were building a new crib room 
and letters on our treatment after reporting it. If you’re interested many hundreds of lives will be 
affected just like Wittenoom. 

The email has a couple of photographs attached, which I am holding up to show members. It will not be reflected 
in Hansard, but that looks like a bit of magnetite or hematite and it has big chunks of asbestos in it, typical of 
what can be found up at Wittenoom at the back of the old mine course.  

There are a couple of issues that, as is obvious to everybody, need to be investigated. 

The PRESIDENT: Hansard will record that you showed a document. Do you wish to table it? 
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Hon JON FORD: I am quite happy to table it and I seek leave to table the document. 

Point of Order 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Could the member identify the document? I did not hear him. 

Hon JON FORD: It is an email and the attachments with the email. 

Hon Norman Moore: From whom? 

Hon JON FORD: From Helen Fitzroy. 

Debate Resumed 

Leave granted. [See paper 1989.] 

Hon JON FORD: It would be good if the Minister for Mines and Petroleum would look at that email; it is worth 
making an inquiry about it. It would give us some confidence if the minister would respond to the questions that 
have been asked. The email seems to me to be generally reflective of the people who are not getting satisfaction 
by reporting the matters to the inspectorate. The fellow I have referred to felt that the best way to deal with the 
issue was to leave. Luckily it is a buyers’ market for workers and they can move around. However, that does not 
mitigate the issue that the asbestos is there. 

Today I asked the Minister for Mines and Petroleum whether he was aware of any concerns of reports made to 
the mine’s inspectors and what action had been taken. The minister said that he was aware of it and that mine 
inspectors had inspected the Cape Preston mining operation on several occasions and had met with the 
employees and health and safety representatives, which is good. The minister also said that the mine inspectors 
had reviewed the CITIC Pacific Mining Management’s occupational health monitoring program and asbestos 
management plan. That sounds good, but it is starting to get concerning. He further said that CITIC Pacific had 
put in place strategies to minimise the exposure of its employees to asbestos. I would have thought that the 
correct answer would be that strategies were in place to eliminate the employees’ exposure to asbestos. Bear in 
mind that when we find a handful of white asbestos in a school’s roof, we shut down the school and clean it out. 
I would like to think that if there is asbestos in the quantities and size that is being claimed, we would try to 
eliminate people’s exposure to it. Maybe we cannot do that, but a few questions must be answered. The 
strategies to minimise the employee’s exposure to asbestos also include the supply and use of respiratory 
protection in asbestos-designated areas. That raises another question. I do not know what magic wand the 
government will have to protect the employees when there is an asbestos-designated area in a mining operation. 
There might be special filtration for the crib room, but the people who walk around could get exposed. When I 
worked in Tom Price, people who lived up to four or five miles out of town would not hang out their washing on 
blast days because the dust would settle across the town, making the bedsheets pink. That gives members an idea 
about these types of operations and how to mitigate that type of exposure. I will ask a few questions over the 
coming weeks about what those mitigation strategies are.  

What is an acceptable level of exposure to asbestos? Through my work at Wittenoom, I know that smoking has a 
huge multiplier effect on a person’s chances of getting cancer. It might be 100 or 200 times. The health 
authorities do not know why some people get cancer from asbestos and others do not but they know that the 
more a person is exposed to it, the greater the risk. It would be handy to know who is monitoring the health of 
the workers, what sort of medical checks are being done and who is responsible for them. A couple of things 
need to be clarified. The main reason that I have raised this issue tonight and tabled the paper is to give the 
minister a chance to look at it and perhaps let the house know the results of his inquiry. Dealing with asbestos is 
part of the day-to-day mining operations in many mines in the north west. There could be asbestos running 
through one section of an ore seam and it might be possible to not mine that seam. The mining companies can 
keep an eye out for other areas that might lead to asbestos exposure. It would be nice to have some clarification 
about this matter. I thank members for the opportunity to bring this matter to their attention. 

The PRESIDENT: I will give the Leader of the House the call because it is a convention that either the Leader 
of the House or the Leader of the Opposition will get the call if they wish. 

CAPE PRESTON MINING OPERATION — ASBESTOS CONTAMINATION 

Statement 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [9.55 pm]: I will be very brief. I 
have taken on board Hon Jon Ford’s comments. If he believes that I should close down CITIC Pacific Mining 
Management’s mine altogether until the asbestos is gotten rid of, he should say so. He correctly said at the end of 
his comments that most iron ore mines in the north west contain asbestos in the ore body. That has been a fact of 
life ever since iron ore has been mined in the Pilbara. If it is the member’s view that all mining operations that 
have any asbestos should be closed down, he should say that and we will see what the consequences of that will 
be. I will look at the information that the member has provided and I will respond to him in due course. I 
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answered his question today on the basis of advice provided to me by the Department of Mines and Petroleum. If 
people believe that that is not adequate, I will raise that with the mines safety division. I should conclude by 
saying that because of Mr Rudd’s intention to heavily tax Western Australia’s mining industry, maybe I do not 
need to close down CITIC Pacific’s operation because CITIC Pacific might close it on its own account. 

ABORIGINAL AND TORRES STRAIT ISLANDERS — CONTRIBUTION TO MILITARY FORCES 

Statement 

HON ALISON XAMON (East Metropolitan) [9.57 pm]: Anzac Day occurred since we last sat, and I want to 
raise some issues specific to Anzac Day. I went to quite a number of services, as I am sure nearly all members 
did in their electorates. I went to the march and saw my grandfather march for probably the last time in his life. 
There are many stories that we could tell about Anzac Day, but I want to talk about our Indigenous veterans 
because I was surprised to discover that although this issue has been raised in federal Parliament, apparently no-
one from this house has put anything about this on the record. That is why I am taking the opportunity to say a 
few words about it. 

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders have contributed to Australia’s military forces for many years and are 
under-recognised for the important part they have played in Australia’s military history. We do not know the 
exact number of Indigenous Australians who have served in the forces. The Australian War Memorial has kept 
some records of Indigenous war service. Aboriginal trackers have served in the Australian military as far back as 
the Boer War. Approximately 400 to 500 Indigenous Australians served in the First World War and as many as 
6 000 Indigenous Australians served in the Second World War. They served as either enlisted servicemen or 
members of regular units or in support units. During the Second World War, the Torres Strait Light Infantry 
Battalion had around 745 Indigenous Australians in 1943, and the Northern Territory Special Reconnaissance 
Unit was one of several irregular forces raised. There is now an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander memorial 
at the Australian War Memorial in Canberra. The Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander memorial was raised in 
1994 as part of the International Year for Indigenous Peoples. It now holds regular services on Anzac Day and 
also during NAIDOC Week. 

In the First World War it was illegal for Aborigines to serve in the armed forces. Do not forget that these were 
times when, much to Australia’s historical shame, Indigenous Australians were counted as fauna and were not 
even recognised as human beings. Nevertheless, Indigenous Australians did enlist as heavily suntanned white 
people if their skin colour was considered light enough. Otherwise they found themselves enlisted as New 
Zealand Maori or even African Americans if they were considered to be too dark to legally pass as white 
Australians. They were paid the same as white Australian servicemen; the conditions were the same; and the 
expectations were the same as those for the other soldiers. For many of these Indigenous Australians this was the 
first taste of equality they had ever had. Restrictions on Aboriginal service were eased in October 1917 after a 
referendum on conscription had been lost. If an Aboriginal person could prove he had a white parent, he could 
enlist. However, again, much to the shame of our history, these servicemen returned from that war to an 
intensely discriminatory Australia. They did not receive the education and employment opportunities of their 
white colleagues, nor did they receive the civil liberties or the government assistance that other returned soldiers 
enjoyed, despite the fact that they made the same sacrifices and put their lives on the line in exactly the same 
way. They could not join the Returned and Services League. The soldier settlement scheme, which gave 
farmland to returned soldiers, did not automatically apply. In fact, only one Indigenous soldier received land 
under this scheme. Of course, the irony of it is that some of the best farming land in Aboriginal reserves was 
confiscated for this same scheme. Let us not forget that often many of them came back and their children were 
subsequently stolen.  

By the Second World War, Indigenous Australians could enlist. At least they were certainly able to do so at the 
start. This was an interesting time for a lot of Indigenous civil liberty groups because they were quite divided 
over whether they should do so. On the one hand it obviously meant that they were visibly contributing to the 
protection of Australia and they recognised that this was an important move. On the other hand, the shoddy 
treatment they were experiencing and that they knew was likely to come after their service time raised the 
obvious question of why they would bother. In any event, by 1940 they were told that they could not enlist any 
more anyway because it might upset the white Australians. It was not until war broke out in the Pacific that it 
was agreed that they could join again. Again, as occurred for World War I, once they did come back from World 
War II they came back to similar conditions. This lack of recognition of service by our Indigenous Australians 
continued until after the Vietnam War.  

I would like to turn the attention of the house to an organisation I am a member of called Honouring Indigenous 
War Graves. This organisation was founded by an Indigenous Vietnam War veteran, who was determined to set 
right the lack of acknowledgement given to our Indigenous servicemen during Australia’s war history. This 
organisation was founded in 2005. Its objective is to acknowledge the services of our Indigenous veterans 
throughout Australia who were not appropriately recognised upon their return from conflict or for services 
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provided for Australia and the peoples of Australia. Basically the work of Honouring Indigenous War Graves is 
to provide a sense of pride and closure to families of Indigenous war veterans and to raise awareness among the 
general public—which I hope I am also able to assist with in some way through this statement—through the 
ceremonial laying of headstones for Aboriginal veterans who have not been honoured. The organisation also 
assists Indigenous families to research documents and access information about veterans’ lives. This is really 
important to Indigenous veterans’ families. It is a source of great acknowledgement and pride. It is important for 
both the elders of those Indigenous communities and for the younger generation to learn the truth about their 
family connections and involvement in Australia’s history. The organisation is now enjoying a large degree of 
support from people in the defence forces who are playing very particular roles within the ceremonies 
themselves. I will read from my notes a quote from Honouring Indigenous War Graves —  

Their participation in these ceremonies provides the families with a sense of pride in the 
acknowledgement that their family members have indeed played a pivotal role in the ongoing defence 
of Australia, and that their contributions are highly regarded and respected by all within the Australian 
Defence Forces and various government organisations throughout the country.  

This recognition is vitally important to the families. I think, despite the sadness and shame of this history, it is 
quite a positive story that a small group of veterans recognised that there was an injustice and worked to fix it. 
These people are providing-voluntarily I will add-closure, recognition and pride for the families of WA’s 
Indigenous veterans. They rely on small grants and donations and I think it plays a very important role in 
furthering the cause of reconciliation as well as long-awaited recognition of the service that Indigenous veterans 
have given to this country. I am really pleased that so much has been done by this group in such a short period. I 
encourage all members, if they do not know about this organisation, to find out about it and lend their support to 
it. I know that this is just one of the many stories we could tell, but I thought it was timely to at least bring 
members’ attention to this particular group. 

DANIEL LEU 

Statement 

HON WENDY DUNCAN (Mining and Pastoral — Parliamentary Secretary) [10.06 pm]: I draw the 
attention of the house to an unfortunate accident that occurred just after Easter resulting in the death of a young 
teacher who was returning to the Warburton remote community school by road—a 1 200 kilometre trip. Daniel 
Leu, aged 28, a teacher at the school, was travelling back to Warburton after the Easter break. His wife, Judy 
Chao, was also in the vehicle with another friend of theirs, Leeanne Fong. I would like to pass on my 
condolences and those, I am sure, of the house to Daniel’s family on their sad loss.  

Something we should all consider when we think about these young teachers who take up these appointments in 
remote areas is the drives such as the one to Warburton along a very long gravel road. Young teachers, 
particularly those who are inexperienced at driving on outback roads, place themselves at risk as they go to and 
from their places of work. Perhaps something we as a government should consider is how we can make the 
journey safer for them. In the Ngaanyatjarra lands group of schools there are 10 schools, according to an article 
in the Kalgoorlie Miner of January 2007. At that time there were 350 students and 80 teachers and support staff 
spread over 160 square kilometres. They are doing a great job out there servicing our remote communities and 
working hard to ensure that our Indigenous people in those areas have every opportunity to gain a good 
education to give them the best chance in life. In fact, Minister Constable was there last year and noted the 
willingness of the teaching staff and community members to try new ideas to ensure that there is an 
improvement in literacy and attendance at these schools. She congratulated the teachers on the initiatives they 
take trying new ways to deliver education. I believe we need to give those young teachers every support we can. 
I was in Broome on the weekend when I discussed this situation with an officer from the Department of 
Corrective Services, who was talking to me about the West Kimberley Regional Prison in Derby and the 
proposed work camp at Warburton. 

She said that they fly to Warburton regularly to conduct their business. We should try to make sure that, if flights 
are going backwards and forwards, our young teachers are given the opportunity to undertake that mode of travel 
rather than drive if that is what they want to do. 

I just wanted to note this sad accident, and to record the thanks of Parliament for the work that these young 
people are doing in delivering teaching to our remote areas. I trust that we will do everything we can to ensure 
that these people are given safe passage to and from their work.  

OLDER WOMEN’S NETWORK 

Statement 

HON LINDA SAVAGE (East Metropolitan) [10.10 pm]: I have recently had the opportunity to meet with 
Ruth Kershaw. Ruth Kershaw is, and was, the driving force behind the Older Women’s Network in Western 
Australia. The group started in Gosnells in 1992, and there are now four groups in the metropolitan area.  
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The reason I want to speak about the Older Women’s Network tonight, and about Ruth in particular, is that that 
group is a finalist for an award that will be presented on 13 May to volunteer organisations. It is important to 
speak about women like Ruth Kershaw, and about a group such as the older Women’s Network, because, as 
Ruth pointed out to me when I met her, one of the worst things about being an older woman in our community is 
that older women are virtually invisible. Ruth is now in her late seventies. She said that when she started her 
group, she was in her sixties and had retired, and she suddenly felt that there was nowhere in society for her to 
go. She felt that she was not really wanted or needed, and she had no visibility. She described to me that the 
women whom she and her volunteers encourage into their organisation often are called “the silent generation”. 
They are no longer working; they have got wrinkles and baggy skin, and grey hair; and they feel that they are 
deemed by society to be no longer desirable. Of course, many of these older women have outlived their spouses 
and are finding themselves isolated and very lonely.  

The award for which the Older Women’s Network is a finalist is the WA Community Services Excellence 
Awards. These awards pay tribute to the crucial role that not-for-profit community organisations play. Just 
recently in this place, Hon Robyn McSweeney talked about volunteering and referred to some data that shows 
that in Western Australia alone, volunteering was estimated as being worth $2.7 billion in 1992. It was worth 
well over $6 billion in 2006. I am sure more recent figures will show that it is now worth far more than that.  

Volunteering is not just about helping others. For many volunteers like Ruth Kershaw and the women in her 
group, volunteering gives them a sense of purpose that is very sustaining for them. Even more importantly than 
that sense of purpose, Ruth Kershaw and many of the women involved in the Older Women’s Network are also 
actively advocating on behalf of older women at state and national level and are talking about the issues that 
affect them, particularly health issues, issues of public transport, and issues of loneliness and isolation. Ruth 
Kershaw said in her discussion with me that she would like to see an extension of the women’s health centre 
networks to incorporate wellness centres that could address a range of issues that older women face.  

I would like to talk in particular about one initiative that has been taken by Ruth Kershaw and her volunteers. 
That was the establishment of a theatre group in 1995. Interestingly, this followed a trip that Ruth took to Sydney 
to meet with other women in the network. Following the inspiration that she received on that trip, she moved to 
set up a theatre group. This theatre group, which performs in Gosnells and a range of other places, has put on a 
number of productions. It did a production during Seniors’ Week. It also did a production for the anniversary of 
the founding of Western Australia and the centennial anniversary of women’s suffrage. One very interesting 
project that it did was inspired by something that Ruth had read about Edith Cowan. Ruth Kershaw wrote a play 
that traced the life of Edith Cowan. In fact, the play was even performed in Geraldton, where Edith Cowan was 
born. Ruth said that that was a great highlight for the group, and also for them as women, because they could see 
as part of their own history the progression of women from a situation in which they were not an influential part 
of society, through to being women who led the way for other women.   

I will not say much more about that now. However, opportunities such as this, when we can talk about women 
such as Ruth Kershaw, and their organisations, are very important. It is very rarely that women who contribute 
so much to society and so much to keeping older women active and integrated get any recognition. Of course I 
wish them all the best of luck for the awards on 13 May.   

APPRENTICESHIPS — CANCELLATIONS 

Statement 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan) [10.16 pm]: It is a bit of a shame that the Leader of the 
House is not here at this point, because I want to start my speech by saying that I do not want to be a moaner, but 
on this occasion I must be. So it is a shame that he is not here. I want to have a moan about an answer that I was 
given today. More importantly, I want to have a moan about the training agenda in general and about what I see 
as an emerging crisis in the training area. This is certainly something that has been substantiated by the people I 
am meeting with in the industry, who share my concerns about what is happening in the training area.   

Today I asked a very simple question about the cancellation of apprenticeships in 2008 and 2009, and up to 
February 2010. Specifically, for those periods what I was after was information about the number of apprentices 
who had been suspended due to a lack of work prior to the cancellation. Clearly, what happens in an 
apprenticeship is that young—or not so young—people are indentured, either to an employer directly, or to a 
group training scheme. When they are indentured directly to an employer, they will go out with the employer, 
they will learn on the job, and they will attend technical and further education one day a week. Under a group 
training scheme, it is quite a different provision. Basically, the group training scheme will hire out an apprentice. 
That is how the group training scheme makes its money. That is how the apprentice gets on-the-job training.  

What happened during the global financial crisis was that there was a downturn in the number of apprentices 
required, because there had been a decline in the number of industry sectors across the board. Consequently, we 
know from first-hand evidence that thousands of apprentices were put on significant down time; that is, 
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apprentices were in a group training scheme but were not being hired out because the prospective employers 
were not in a position to hire them. Consequently, many of these young people, after weeks and weeks of not 
being hired out, got very frustrated, and many of them decided that it was not worth being an apprentice because 
they were not getting the training that they required, and they could not see how they were going to complete 
their training. Therefore, it is not surprising that we had cancellations in the order of 2 500 in 2008, and 2 500, or 
thereabouts, in 2009. We have now found out that there have been nearly 3 000 cancellations in the 2010 period. 
As the Minister for Education—sorry, that was a faux pas; that is the ministry he wanted but it is not the one he 
got. I am amazed that the Minister for Training and Workforce Development is so relaxed about the fact that 
these cancellations are occurring in such huge numbers. This minister just sits by and allows them to occur 
without giving any due consideration to how this issue can be averted. This is the same minister who, when he 
produced his $47.3 billion package to deal with the global financial crisis, took $4 million of that money to pay 
for a television campaign promoting apprenticeships. 

Hon Peter Collier: You said that it was to promote the department. You got it wrong, didn’t you? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: It was to promote the department but it also said that people might like to do an 
apprenticeship. After they got the spiel on the department, the ad said that people might want to do an 
apprenticeship. We know for a fact that the number of people who now want to do an apprenticeship simply 
exceeds the number of places that are available. That is so because this government and this minister have failed 
to fund apprenticeship places. They have traded off apprenticeship places, which happen to cost considerably 
more per place than traineeships, particularly certificate I and certificate II traineeships and recognition of prior 
learning processes. The government traded off the apprenticeship places, the highest cost end of training courses, 
for lower cost end training courses. The minister needs to come into this house and explain what he is going to 
do about the level of cancellations. 

Hon Peter Collier: I did that last Thursday and you left. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: No, he did not. I asked him a simple question. 

Hon Peter Collier: You didn’t give me the courtesy of listening.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The minister did not put on the public record that there have been nearly 3 000 
apprenticeship cancellations. 

Hon Peter Collier: That was from February 2009 to 2010.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The minister’s figures are very rubbery. He will not answer a straight question 
when it is put to him. He needs to come into this place and explain these figures. He needs to explain what he 
intends to do about these figures rather than trying to avoid the questions.  

Hon Peter Collier interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I am moaning because I am sick and tired of asking straightforward questions 
and not getting a reply from this minister.  

I also want to say that a report was put out by the Australian Education Union — 

Hon Peter Collier: From 2003 to 2008. Who was in government?  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I know the minister gets worked up. 

Hon Peter Collier: Who was in government at that time? That’s what the report was on.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The minister has got himself all worked up. He needs to stop getting himself 
worked up; it is very bad for his health. The survey was open for three weeks, between Monday, 8 February and 
Monday, 1 March 2010. I do not know what the minister is referring to. It shows us how out of date this minister 
is. I will not get much time to go through this survey. I want to take the opportunity to go through some of the 
findings that relate to Western Australia. This survey, which was carried out between Monday, 8 February and 
Monday, 1 March, is very, very revealing. If the minister is telling me that he has put out something in response 
to a survey in 2003, he clearly has no idea what is going on. 

The Australian Education Union survey, which surveyed TAFE colleges online, produced some very, very 
interesting findings. It asked a series of questions about all manner of things on TAFE colleges. It provides an 
excellent comparative analysis of where Western Australia lines up in relation to other states and territories. 
Because I have only one minute and five seconds left, I will not have enough time to go through the survey. That 
will give me an opportunity to get up tomorrow night and go through it. Maybe by tomorrow the minister may be 
more amenable to answering some of the questions that I have put to him. 

Tabling of Paper 

Hon PETER COLLIER: On a point of order, I ask the member to table the document.  



2198 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 4 May 2010] 

 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I am happy to table the document. It is a public document. It is called “AEU 
State of our TAFEs Survey Report”. I seek leave to table the document. 

Leave granted. [See paper 1990.] 

The PRESIDENT: Forty minutes having elapsed, I am aware that one other member indicated a wish to make a 
contribution. I will try to give that member priority tomorrow night.  

REVENUE LAWS AMENDMENT AND REPEAL BILL 2010 

Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon Helen Morton (Parliamentary Secretary), read a 
first time. 

Second Reading 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [10.26 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

This bill seeks to make amendments to the Duties Act 2008, the First Home Owner Grant Act 2000, the State 
Trading Concerns Act 1916 and the Taxation Administration Act 2003 to put in place simplified arrangements 
for the lodgement of documents and payment of transfer duty under the Duties Act; improve the operation of the 
partnership provisions of the Duties Act; clarify the timing of lodging an application for an entity restructuring 
exemption under the Duties Act; allow a fee to be charged to offset the merchant fees incurred when payments 
are made to government by credit card; improve the operation of the confidentiality provisions of the Taxation 
Administration Act and the First Home Owner Grant Act; and make other minor amendments to the Taxation 
Administration Act to improve the administration of the revenue statutes. The bill also seeks to repeal the Debits 
Tax Act 2002 and the Debits Tax Assessment Act 2002 and make minor consequential amendments. 

I will now provide some information in relation to each of these amendments and note that further detail is 
contained in the explanatory memorandum associated with this bill. 

Part 2 of the bill contains some eagerly awaited amendments to change the manner in which the lodgement and 
payment provisions of the Duties Act operate. The arrangements for the payment of both stamp duty under the 
Stamp Act 1921 and transfer duty under the Duties Act 2008 in relation to conditional contracts and agreements 
have caused considerable angst in the conveyancing industry over a long period. Various attempts have been 
made to improve the provisions in recent years. The current conditional agreement provisions in the Duties Act, 
which were carried over from the Stamp Act, were designed to deal with the varied requirements of industry 
groups and taxpayers while adequately protecting the revenue. In attempting to solve the problems of everyone 
concerned and to classify the various types of arrangements, the provisions require that certain types of contracts 
be distinguished from others. However, the provisions have proven to be too complicated for some industry 
participants to administer. There have also been concerns over the timing of the payment of duty, which in some 
cases requires purchasers to obtain funds to meet their duty obligations prior to funds being released from their 
financial institution as part of the settlement process. 

When the Duties Bill was introduced into Parliament in November 2007 by the previous government, the 
Australian Institute of Conveyancers WA sought to have the bill amended so that a duty liability did not arise 
until the time of settlement of the transaction. This option was considered as part of the state tax review process, 
and was not supported at that time because of concerns that it would create avoidance opportunities. 
Nonetheless, the Commissioner of State Revenue gave a commitment to work with the Australian Institute of 
Conveyancers to design a solution that would meet the needs of industry and the government. This process has 
taken some time; however, with some innovative thinking and extensive consultation with industry participants, 
a suitable model has been designed, and I am pleased to be able to present that to Parliament today. 

The most significant advantage of the new arrangements is that the majority of taxpayers will be able to pay duty 
at settlement, providing that the conveyancer appointed to act on their behalf is approved to assess and pay duty 
using Revenue Online, the Office of State Revenue’s electronic assessment system. From the conveyancers’ 
point of view, the proposed model removes the need to distinguish which type of transaction they are dealing 
with to ascertain when it should be lodged. Instead, the model has a single lodgement requirement for all 
transactions, which is within two months of the date the relevant document is executed. A simplified cancellation 
process has also been designed to apply to certain agreements that are terminated because a standard condition 
on the agreement, such as the provision of finance, has not been met. 

In order to protect the revenue in the event that settlement is indefinitely deferred or avoided altogether, 
maximum payment time periods of 12 months or three years will apply if a transaction has not settled before the 
expiry of the relevant period. The three-year payment period has been extended from the current maximum two-
year period that applies to certain off-the-plan agreements and subdivision agreements, to recognise the longer 
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settlement time generally associated with these types of agreements. This extended payment period will also now 
apply to transactions that are conditional upon the issue of a title.  

To ensure that the necessary system changes and customer education associated with this proposal are completed 
prior to its commencement, these amendments have been designed to commence on a date to be proclaimed. It is 
anticipated that the commencement date will be during 2010–11; however, the actual date will be driven by 
completion of extensive system changes at the Office of State Revenue. 

Part 2 of the bill also seeks to make two amendments that clarify the operation of the Duties Act provisions 
dealing with partnerships. The first amendment relates to a partner retiring from a partnership and receiving 
some of the dutiable property of the partnership. The provisions should operate to reduce the duty payable on the 
dutiable transaction by the dutiable value of the interest the partner already has in the partnership property they 
are receiving. However, this does not operate correctly where the partner is receiving property other than land 
and chattels. An amendment is proposed so that a partner retiring from a partnership who receives a right or 
business asset is given a reduction in their duty assessment that reflects their interest in the partnership which 
includes rights and business assets. At this point in time, no cases have been identified in which taxpayers have 
been adversely affected by this anomaly. It is proposed that the amendment commence retrospectively from 
1 July 2008 to ensure that no taxpayers are disadvantaged in the event that any transactions that have occurred 
since 1 July 2008 are subsequently identified. 

The second amendment relates to the application of the partnership provisions to the formation of a partnership. 
This amendment clarifies that a partnership acquisition occurs on the formation of a partnership and duty is 
charged in respect of land that is contributed to a partnership on its formation. The act has been administered on 
that basis since 1 July 2008; however, these amendments will ensure the provisions more clearly reflect the 
intended outcome. 

This bill also proposes a minor amendment to clarify the time period in which an application for an entity 
restructuring exemption can be made. This is necessary to ensure that applications in relation to the transfer of a 
motor vehicle licence can be dealt with prior to the licence actually being transferred. This amendment will 
commence from the date of royal assent. 

Part 3 of the bill proposes an amendment to the First Home Owner Grant Act to strengthen the confidentiality 
provisions of that act. A similar amendment to the confidentiality provisions of the Taxation Administration Act 
is also contained in part 5 of the bill. These amendments are necessary as a result of objection matters and a 
recent Victorian court case, which has highlighted the potential for confidential taxpayer information to be 
disclosed in legal proceedings not involving the grant recipient or taxpayer, or not involving the Commissioner 
of State Revenue. These amendments will correct the potential deficiencies in the confidentiality provisions of 
these acts to ensure the information of taxpayers and grant applicants cannot be accessed by unrelated 
third parties.  

Part 4 of the bill proposes an amendment to the State Trading Concerns Act that will enable agencies to charge 
an administration fee to offset the cost of merchant fees when government charges are paid by credit card. At 
present, where a government agency offers credit card payment facilities, those using the facility enjoy the 
benefit of the loyalty points associated with a payment of this kind. However, the costs are borne by all taxpayers 
through the merchant fee incurred on the transaction by the agency involved. The proposed administration fee 
will allow that cost to be offset, should the agency choose to do so. The administration fee will be limited to cost 
recovery, and the amount will be calculated in accordance with guidelines approved by the Treasurer. Details of 
the fee will be presented on the invoice, enabling payees to make an informed choice as to their method of 
payment. It is anticipated that this facility will be employed in the first instance by the Department of Treasury 
and Finance to offset the merchant fees associated with payments of land tax by credit card. At present, due to 
the cost of the merchant fee, that facility is limited to land tax bills of $5 000 or less. However, with the 
introduction of the administration fee, that facility will now be able to be made available for all land tax 
payments. Furthermore, it is anticipated that payment by credit card may be progressively made available for the 
payment of other tax types. There is an expectation that other government agencies may also avail themselves of 
this ability to improve credit card payment access in the future.  

Part 5 of the bill contains a number of minor amendments to the Taxation Administration Act. The Taxation 
Administration Act contains the administrative provisions that apply to the majority of taxation statutes 
administered by the Commissioner of State Revenue. These provisions include standard assessment, review, 
recovery and investigation powers. The Taxation Administration Act does not, however, apply to the First Home 
Owner Grant Act. When the First Home Owner Grant Act was introduced, specific administrative provisions 
were included in that act. The First Home Owner Grant Act administrative provisions were largely consistent 
with the provisions Labor enacted in the Taxation Administration Act. In 2004, a first home owner stamp duty 
concession was introduced into the Stamp Act and has been continued in the Duties Act. Availability of the 
concession is linked to eligibility to the first home owner grant. This link between the acts has highlighted a 
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number of small differences in the manner in which interest is calculated when a taxpayer successfully 
challenges a decision of the commissioner in an objection or State Administrative Tribunal review. Amendments 
are proposed to align these provisions to ensure that interest is calculated consistently. The bill also proposes 
amendments to allow memorial lodgement fees to be refunded to a taxpayer where an objection or review 
application is allowed. Further amendments are proposed to the memorial provisions of the Taxation 
Administration Act to enable the commissioner to lodge a memorial to secure a potential transfer duty debt when 
he first becomes aware that a person is intending to sell his or her home without complying with the residence 
requirements of the First Home Owner Grant Act.  

Currently, a memorial can only be lodged when an assessment has been made for the outstanding duty. The time 
taken to process the grant recovery and duty assessment may result in the property being sold before a memorial 
can be lodged. The proposed power will allow a memorial to be lodged at the time the commissioner becomes 
aware of the intended sale, which is usually at the time the settlement agent seeks a land tax clearance certificate 
in the lead-up to settlement. Corresponding amendments were recently made to the interest and memorial 
provisions of the First Home Owner Grant Act. The Taxation Administration Act also currently provides the 
commissioner with the ability to reach agreement with the taxpayer in relation to the assessment of a taxpayer’s 
tax liability in limited circumstances, and to make a compromise assessment in accordance with that agreement. 
However, that power only applies to the amount of tax payable and does not extend to any interest that may be 
payable either to or by the taxpayer in relation to the assessment. An amendment is proposed to allow a 
compromise agreement to extend to the payment of interest either to or by the taxpayer, and to any other 
conditions that are considered appropriate. 

Part 6 of the bill relates to the repeal of the debits tax legislation; the imposition and collection of debits tax 
ceased on 1 July 2005. The debits tax legislation is no longer required, as no new liabilities have been incurred 
and all follow-up activities have been completed. Accordingly, it is proposed to repeal the Debits Tax Act 2002, 
the Debits Tax Assessment Act 2002, and the Debits Tax Assessment Regulations 2003. This bill proposes 
minor amendments to other statutes to remove references to debits tax legislation. 

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

[See paper 1991.] 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

House adjourned at 10.41 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

BROWSE BASIN LNG PROJECT, BROOME — COMMUNITY QUESTIONNAIRE 

1447. Hon Robin Chapple to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

With reference to the LNG precinct for the Browse Basin Gas Development, ‘Community Social Impact 
Assessment (SIA) Questionnaire January 2010’, (000098V04.andrea.jardine-orr.doc – DSD), I ask — 

(1) What is meant by the Background statement at the top of the survey form (their development of a LNG 
precinct situated some 60 km north of Broome for the onshore processing of Browse Basin gas)? 

(2) For how many days was the display operating in Broome and at what locations? 

(3) How were the Broome community advised of the ‘Community Social Impact’, stall at the Boulevard 
Shopping Centre and on what days? 

(4) Who were staffing the display and on what days? 

(5) Who is the, ‘The Social Impact Assessment team’, and were their officers in attendance at the display? 

(6) If the social impact team are different from the Department of State Development (DSD) Project 
Management team, why was the survey form developed by DSD? 

(7) If the social impact assessment team is from DSD is this is not a conflict of interest given that DSD are 
the project managers and are promoting the development of a LNG precinct? 

(8) If yes to (7), how will the Minister rectify the process? 

(9) If no to (7), can the Minister identify why this is not a conflict? 

(10) Is it not inappropriate for the DSD Project Manager of the Kimberley LNG Precinct to be conducting 
stalls seeking public input into Community Social Impact effects? 

(11) How many Community Social Impact Assessment (SIA) Questionnaires were collected on each day the 
stall was in operation? 

(12) Will the Minister table copies of these forms? 

(13) If no to (10), why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of State Development advises: 

(1) It was a typographical error. The word 'their' should have read 'the'. 

(2)-(13) Information days were held at the two major shopping centres in Broome in December 2009 and 
January 2010 to keep the public informed of the progress being made in the strategic assessment 
process being undertaken by the Department of State Development. 

These information days are one component of the community consultation process being undertaken by 
the Department of State Development. As with other consultation events in Broome, the public was 
invited to complete questionnaires to identify areas of particular concern to them. The information 
gathered will feed into the Social Impact Assessment Report and in turn will help inform the draft 
Strategic Assessment Report which is planned to be released for public comment in mid-2010. 

The Department of State Development is the lead agency in this strategic assessment process as well as 
the project proponent and as such it has a role in coordinating community input. The project will be 
subject to a comprehensive assessment by the State and Commonwealth environmental regulators.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
COMMUNITY HUB DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS 

1451. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (10) to ‘Conduct six demonstration 
projects of community hubs in metropolitan, regional and remote areas. These community hubs will bring 
together State and local Government service brokers (public servants and community providers) and provide 
them with devolved responsibility and authority to make decisions across a range of agency services at the local 
level’, and I ask — 

(1) Where will the six community hub demonstration projects be located? 
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(2) How will the six community hub demonstration projects be conducted? 

(3) When will the six community hub demonstration projects commence and when will each be completed? 

(4) What plans, are there to implement community hub projects in other remaining metropolitan, regional 
and remote areas? 

(5) Has there been any discussion or liaison with local Governments in order to ascertain their involvement 
in the planned community hubs? 

(6) If no to (5), when will such discussion or liaison occur? 

(7) How will savings be achieved from the community hub initiative and what are the projected savings 
from the six demonstration projects? 

(8) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number ten 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)-(8) The Economic Audit Committee's (EAC) Final Report, Putting the Public First, was publicly released 
by the Premier and the Treasurer on 15 December 2009. In doing so, the Liberal-National Government 
fulfilled an election commitment to conduct a wide-ranging review of the financial and operational 
performance of the Western Australian public sector.  The Report makes 43 recommendations for 
reform across a diverse range of public sector functions and activities.  

The Government is broadly supportive of the EAC's Report and its key reform directions. This year, the 
Government will start implementing recommendations contained in the EAC's report, particularly those 
that seek to drive reform in the social and community sector to ensure more effective delivery of 
support services. Proposals to implement recommendations will be individually considered on their 
merits by the Government, in the context of its broader policy objectives and priorities. As such, it is 
not possible to answer the specific questions asked by the Honourable Member in relation to each 
recommendation at this time.  

Proposals to implement EAC recommendations will be developed in partnership with key people and 
organisations from across the public, community and private sectors as appropriate, as well as other 
levels of government. This approach is entirely consistent with the key themes arising from the Report 
regarding collaboration and working in true partnership with people and organisations external to the 
public sector, drawing upon the expertise, ideas and knowledge they possess. The Departments of the 
Premier and Cabinet, Treasury and Finance and the Public Sector Commission are driving this approach 
across government. 

Timelines, cost estimates and the allocation of responsibility for progressing specific recommendations 
will be considered during the development of implementation proposals. 

The EAC's recommendations were designed for the purposes of achieving the best possible outcome for 
the community and achieving maximum value for taxpayers' money. This is applicable across the range 
of recommendations made by the EAC, including those relating to the development of policy and 
performance information, the design of services, the management of funding arrangements with non-
government service providers, the delivery of major infrastructure projects and the public sector's 
participation in key markets. The focus on improved outcomes and value for money inherent in the 
EAC's recommendations aligns with the Government's commitment to ensuring that the whole 
community can share in the State's economic prosperity. 

It is acknowledged that the potential for efficiencies is implicit in several recommendations made by the 
EAC, particularly those relating to the streamlining of administration and process. The extent to which 
that is possible will be assessed on a case-by-case basis when implementation proposals are submitted 
to Government. The potential for efficiency notwithstanding, the EAC's recommendations were not 
designed to shift costs or cut jobs from the public sector. 

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION — SELF-DIRECTED SERVICE DESIGN 

1452. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (11), ‘Progressively implement pilots of 
self-directed service design and delivery for: 

(a) individuals, families and carers, for example: adapting individualised funding approaches used 
in the disability service sector to areas such as mental health, aged care, long term health 
conditions, palliative care, job training and homelessness; and 
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(b) communities, for example: enabling greater community control over public schools, childcare 
centres, regional and remote communities, and social housing’, and I ask — 

(1) When and where will the first pilot for self-directed service design and delivery for individuals take 
place? 

(2) When and where will the first pilot for self-directed service design and delivery be implemented for 
communities? 

(3) Does the Government have a model for — 

(a) self-directed service design and delivery for individuals families and carers, for example: 
adapting individualised funding approaches used in the disability service sector to areas such 
as mental health, aged care, long term health conditions, palliative care, job training and 
homelessness communities; and 

(b) communities, for example: enabling greater community control over public schools, childcare 
centres, regional and remote communities, and social housing? 

(4) If yes to (3), will the Leader of the House table it? 

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

(6) If the Government does not have a model, then on what basis was recommendation number 11 made? 

(7) In total how many self-directed service design and delivery projects will there be across the state and 
where will they be located? 

(8) Who will be responsible for conducting the formal evaluation of each area? 

(9) How will savings be achieved from the community hub initiative and what are the projected savings 
from the six demonstration projects? 

(10) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 11 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION — COMMUNITY NEGOTIATION 

1453. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (12), ‘Negotiate with the community 
sector a set of principles to facilitate the Government/community sector partnership in delivering human services 
in order to: 

(a) build trust; 

(b) foster collaboration; 

(c) drive social innovation; and 

(d) ensure sustainable service delivery.’ 

and I ask — 

(1) What are the set of principles to be negotiated with the community sector to facilitate the 
Government/community sector partnership in delivering human services? 

(2) Who decided the set of principles? 

(3) Who will be responsible for these negotiations? 

(4) Which community organisations will be partnering with the Government to facilitate the delivery of 
human services? 

(5) Will the community organisations have the use of the Government’s purchasing power to optimise 
outcomes in procurement? 

(6) When will the decision be made on who will be the independent chair of the Partnership Forum and 
who will make that decision? 

(7) Who will be in charge of the small central secretariat? 

(8) How many people (or FTEs) will be employed in the central secretariat? 

(9) Have any costings been done on the establishment of a central secretariat? 

(10) If yes to (9), what are they? 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION — COMMUNITY COLLABORATION 

1454. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (13), ‘Replace the existing Funding and 
Purchasing Community Services Policy, with a new ‘Collaboration for Community’ policy that: 

(a) clearly articulates the distinction between grants and service agreements; 

(b) outlines a range of different contractual and funding relationships including individualised 
funding delivery and low interest community loans; and 

(c) provides guidance to Agencies and community sector organisations on the application and 
management of these different contractual and funding relationships.’ 

and I ask — 

(1) What impact will the replacement of the existing Funding and Purchasing Community Services Policy 
with a new ‘Collaboration for Community’ policy have on community service groups who currently 
receive funding? 

(2) Can these community service groups expect to receive less funding under the new ‘Collaboration for 
Community’ policy? 

(3) Will  the community service groups who currently receive funding, either by way of grants or service 
agreements, be expected to obtain that funding in the future via low interest community loans? 

(4) If yes to (3), what will the situation be if a community service group does not wish to, or is not in a 
position to, obtain funding via a low interest community loan?  

(5) Who will be responsible for providing guidance to Agencies and community sector organisations on the 
application and management of these different contractual and funding relationships? 

(6) How will the range of different contractual and funding relationships differ from what is already in 
place? 

(7) When will the taskforce reporting to the Partnership Forum be established? 

(8) Who will decide the membership of the taskforce? 

(9) Have any appointments already been made to the taskforce and if so, who are they? 

(10) How will savings be achieved by replacing the existing Funding and Purchasing Community Services 
Policy, with a new ‘Collaboration for Community’ policy? 

(11) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 13 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
SUBCONTRACT OR CONSORTIA ARRANGEMENTS 

1455. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (14), ‘Reduce the administrative burden 
on Government Agencies and community sector organisations associated with service agreements by: 

(a) permitting subcontract or consortia arrangements; 

(b) implementing a single three-year pre-qualification process for community sector organisations, 
to be utilised by all Government Agencies; 

(c) developing standard core contractual conditions, documentation and reporting to be utilised by 
Government Agencies; and 

(d) moving to longer term contractual arrangements where appropriate.’ 

and I ask — 

(1) Who will be responsible for overseeing the subcontract or consortia arrangements? 

(2) Will these subcontracts go through the normal tender arrangements? 
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(3) What is the process involved in the single three-year pre-qualification? 

(4) When will the single three-year pre-qualification process be implemented? 

(5) Who will be responsible for the development of standard core contractual conditions, documentation 
and reporting to be utilised by Government Agencies? 

(6) Will the compliance by community sector organisations to meet obligations under these new contractual 
conditions and documentation require more work to be undertaken than is presently the case? 

(7) What are the conditions that would need to exist for a community sector organisation to have a long 
term contractual arrangement? 

(8) How long is considered to be a ‘longer term’? 

(9) Have any costings been done on the implementation of this recommendation and if so, what are they? 

(10) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 14? 

(11) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 14 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION — GRANTS ADMINISTRATION 

1456. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (15), ‘Streamline the administration of 
grants (not necessarily reducing the number of Agencies administering them) by: 

(a) replacing the existing range of grants and grant programs with a smaller number of ‘broad-
banded’ grant programs; and 

(b) developing centralised systems and support for grants administration to facilitate online 
applications, monitoring and reporting.’ 

and I ask — 

(1) Who will be deciding which grants will be replaced? 

(2) Will the current criteria under existing arrangements be the same when the present range of grants is 
replaced. 

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

(4) Will any of the grant funding amounts be reduced as an outcome of this recommendation? 

(5) What is the cost involved to develop centralised systems and support for grants administration? 

(6) What is the time-frame for the implementation of this recommendation? 

(7) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 15? 

(8) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 15 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT INVESTMENT FUND 

1457. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (16), ‘Establish a Community 
Development Investment Fund, to support, through low-interest loans, community sector organisations that wish 
to develop as community employers or social enterprises, run along business lines with the intention of 
becoming financially sustainable. In establishing this Fund, partnerships with private sector financial institutions 
should be explored,’ and I ask — 

(1) What is the timeline for the establishment of the Community Development Investment Fund (CDIF)? 

(2) Who will be responsible for the administration of the CDIF? 

(3) What are the criteria for community sector organisations to be eligible to access low-interest loans? 
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(4) Where will funding be sourced from? 

(5) What impact will this recommendation have on community sector organisations that do not wish to 
develop as community employers or social enterprises, or access low-interest loans? 

(6) Will they still be able to access grants or service agreements? 

(7) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 16? 

(8) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 16 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION — INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING 

1459. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (18), ‘Reinvigorate the Infrastructure 
Coordinating Committee and task it with, and hold it accountable for, facilitation of coordinated strategic 
infrastructure planning within the Western Australian Government. This body should: 

(a) be reconstituted to include major infrastructure Agencies including the Department of the 
Premier and Cabinet, the Department of Treasury and Finance (DTF), major Government 
Trading Enterprises and departments with significant infrastructure programs, chaired by DTF; 

(b) oversee the development of a long-term (up to 20 years) whole of State land use and 
infrastructure investment plan; 

(c) play a key role in ensuring coordinated infrastructure planning between Agencies over this 
timeframe; and 

(d) advise the Government on infrastructure prioritisation over a long-term timeframe’, 

and I ask — 

(1) What Departments and/or Government trading enterprises will be included on the reinvigorated 
committee apart from the addition of the Department of Premier and Cabinet? 

(2) When will the committee be formed and what are the set tasks for the committee? 

(3) Who will have the overall responsibility for this committee? 

(4) How will the committee ensure coordinated infrastructure planning between Agencies? 

(5) How will prioritisation of infrastructure be determined? 

(6) What is the timeframe for the development of a long-term (up to 20 years) whole of State land use and 
infrastructure investment plan? 

(7) Within what timeframe can we expect the Government to be advised on infrastructure priorities? 

(8) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 17? 

(9) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 17 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION — MARKET TESTING 

1466. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (25), ‘In addition to its policy (land-use 
planning) and regulatory (development approval) functions, the Government’s role in land development be 
driven by the following principles: 

(a) it should be limited to circumstances of demonstrable market failure through market testing 
that proves that the private sector cannot deliver at an appropriate price; 

(b) in addressing market failure, contestability should be pursued, along with transparency of 
resourcing by Government; and 

(c) where appropriate, Government should maximise the benefit from the development and 
disposal of surplus public land assets’, 
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and I ask — 

(1) How will market testing be carried out to prove market failure? 

(2) Who will be responsible for carrying out market testing? 

(3) How will it be determined that the private sector cannot deliver at an appropriate price? 

(4) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 25? 

(5) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 25 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION — UTILITIES POLICY OFFICE 

1473. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (32), ‘Establish a Utilities Policy Office 
with responsibility for providing advice and overseeing the implementation of Government policy, particularly 
with respect to the State’s water and energy markets’, and I ask — 

(1) How much will it cost to establish a Utilities Policy Office with responsibility for providing advice and 
overseeing the implementation of Government policy, particularly with respect to the State’s water and 
energy markets? 

(2) How will it be funded? 

(3) When will it be established? 

(4) Where will it be located? 

(5) How many staff will it require? 

(6) Who will be responsible for the Utilities Policy Office? 

(7) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 32? 

(8) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 32 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION — PUBLIC SECTOR WORKFORCE 

1474. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (33), ‘Better equip the public sector to 
meet workforce challenges by actively supporting the implementation of Strategic Directions for the Public 
Sector Workforce 2009-2014 at both a sector and agency level. Implementation priority should be given to: 

(a) improving the quality and effectiveness of agency workforce planning in addressing projected 
skill and labour requirements, including the application of labour supply and demand side 
management strategies, service redesign and productivity improvement initiatives; and  

(b) implementing new and innovative approaches to attracting, developing and retaining a skilled 
regional workforce’, 

and I ask — 

(1) How will the implementation of Strategic Directions for the Public Sector Workforce 2009-2014 at both 
a sector and agency level be actively supported to meet workforce challenges? 

(2) How is it planned to improve the quality and effectiveness of agency workforce planning in addressing 
projected skill and labour requirements, including the application of labour supply and demand side 
management strategies, service redesign and productivity improvement initiatives? 

(3) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 33? 

(4) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 33 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) The Public Sector Commission (PSC) is progressing strategies aimed at improving workforce data 
collection, improving workforce modelling and forecasting, and improving workforce planning at the 
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sector and agency level. This will be supported by creating opportunities for knowledge and 
information sharing across agencies and through running training programs on workforce planning 
issues.  

(2) PSC is working collaboratively with other central departments and agencies across the sector to 
implement strategies described in part (1). 

(3)-(4) The EAC's recommendations were designed for the purposes of achieving the best possible outcome for 
the community and achieving maximum value for taxpayers' money. The primary outcomes being 
targeted in the recommendation are not cost savings but improved workforce sustainability through the 
development and implementation of innovative approaches to current and future workforce challenges 
in the public sector. 

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION — PUBLIC SECTOR SKILLS 

1475. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (34), ‘Enhance public sector skills and 
capacity by: 

(a) supporting Agencies to develop capability gap analyses that enable the targeting of training 
and development investment; 

(b) developing programs designed to give senior officers skills and experience in different 
strategic and operational environments; and  

(c) implementing sector wide programs designed to address identified gaps’, 

and I ask — 

(1) How will Agencies be supported to develop capability gap analyses that enable the targeting of training 
and development investment? 

(2) When will capability gap analyses be developed? 

(3) Who will be responsible for carrying out capability gap analyses? 

(4) Who will develop the programs designed to give senior officers skills and experience in different 
strategic and operational environments? 

(5) Who will conduct these programs and when will they commence? 

(6) How will sector wide programs designed to address identified gaps be implemented and when will they 
be implemented? 

(7) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 34? 

(8) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 34 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) Capability gap analyses will be undertaken by agencies with assistance provided from relevant 
agencies, including the Public Sector Commission.  

(2) They will be developed as part of the ongoing workforce planning process undertaken jointly by 
agencies and the Public Sector Commission. 

(3) Responsibility for carrying out capability gap analyses will be shared by agencies and the Public Sector 
Commission. 

(4) The Public Sector Commission, together with Public Sector Agencies. 

(5) The Public Sector Commission and Public Sector Agencies. Implementation will depend on program 
development and broader public sector reform priorities. 

(6) The Public Sector Commission will identify appropriate programs to address capability gaps. This will 
be undertaken as part of the Commission's role in identifying and developing leadership talent across 
the sector. Some programs have already commenced and others will be developed on an ongoing basis.  

(7)-(8) The EAC's recommendations were designed for the purposes of achieving the best possible outcome for 
the community and achieving maximum value for taxpayers' money, rather than the delivery of savings 
for Government. Potential savings for this initiative have not yet been determined. If appropriate, they 
will be assessed on a case-by-case basis when implementation proposals are submitted to Government. 
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ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
UTILITY POLICY CAPACITY 

1476. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (35), ‘Mitigate the negative impacts of 
competition for utility policy capacity between the general Government sector and Government Trading 
Enterprises (GTEs) by benchmarking and linking the remuneration of Utilities Policy Office employees to those 
in the GTEs’, and I ask — 

(1) What are the negative impacts of competition for utility policy capacity between the general 
Government sector and GTEs? 

(2) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 35? 

(3) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 35 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
ATTRACTION AND RETENTION BENEFITS 

1477. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (36), ‘Lift the freeze on Attraction and 
Retention Benefits (ARBs) while maintaining and enhancing the current controls and the high level of scrutiny 
being applied to decisions concerning ARBs’, and I ask — 

(1) Is there any indication of the number of ARBs that might be given? 

(2) Have any estimates been done to ascertain costings of lifting the freeze on ARBs? 

(3) If yes to (2), what is the cost? 

(4) How many ARBs are there presently? 

(5) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 36? 

(6) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 36 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) No. ARBs are considered on a case-by-case basis as and when requests are received. 

(2) No. ARBs are considered on a case-by-case basis as and when requests are received. 

(3) Not applicable. 

(4) Presently, 23 ARBs have been approved by the Public Sector Commission for Officers in the Senior 
Executive Service (SES) and there are 382 non-SES positions for which ARBs have been approved by 
the Executive Director of the Labour Relations Division of the Department of Commerce.  

(5)-(6) The EAC's recommendations were designed for the purposes of achieving the best possible outcome for 
the community and achieving maximum value for taxpayers' money. 

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
PUBLIC SECTOR MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK 

1480. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (38), ‘Strengthen and simplify the 
public sector management framework by streamlining public sector oversight structures and removing 
unnecessary prescription, including through: 

(a) merging the role of the Public Sector Standards Commissioner and the Public Sector 
Commissioner; 

(b) streamlining discipline provisions and arrangements for the regulation of conduct; and 

(c) removing unnecessary prescription from those instruments that regulate the recruitment, 
management, performance management and discipline of public sector employees’, 

and I ask — 

(1) Who will be responsible for strengthening and simplifying the public sector management framework? 
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(2) What is the timeframe for this recommendation? 

(3) How is it planned to streamline discipline provisions and arrangements for the regulation of conduct? 

(4) Who will decide what unnecessary prescription is in instruments that regulate the management, 
performance management and discipline of public sector employees? 

(5) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 38? 

(6) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 38 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)-(2) The Public Sector Reform Bill 2009, currently before Parliament, provides for an independent Public 
Sector Commissioner to have responsibility for the administrative arrangements that apply to the public 
sector.  

(3) The Public Sector Reform Bill proposes that the current three stage process be rationalised into a single 
process governed by Commissioner's Instructions. 

(4) The Government would take advice from the Public Sector Commissioner on these issues. 

(5)-(6) The EAC's recommendations were designed for the purposes of achieving the best possible outcome for 
the community and achieving maximum value for taxpayers' money. It is expected that efficiencies will 
be achieved across the sector as a result of the streamlined discipline investigation processes. 

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
ACCOUNTABLE AUTHORITIES 

1481. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (40), ‘Expand the range of powers 
devolved to accountable authorities by giving Agencies greater control over administrative processes that are 
currently managed centrally, based on a mechanism that recognises administrative capability and performance’, 
and I ask — 

(1) What are the accountable authorities? 

(2) What is the mechanism that will recognise administrative capability and performance? 

(3) What are the administrative processes that accountable authorities will have greater control over? 

(4) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 39? 

(5) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 39 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) An accountable authority is as defined under the Financial Management Act2006.  

(2) Appropriate guidelines, measures and procedures will be developed. 

(3) Processes primarily relating to accountable authorities existing powers relating to management, 
employment and public administration. This continues an ongoing process of devolving responsibility 
from central agencies to line agencies. 

(4)-(5) Not applicable as the issue is under consideration by the Government and, as yet, no decision has been 
reached. 

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION — SES OFFICERS 

1482. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (41), ‘Increase the mobility of Senior 
Executive Service (SES) officers to foster a whole of Government rather than an individual agency perspective 
by: 

a) adopting employment arrangements that encourage mobility of SES officers between 
Agencies; 

b) introducing alternative arrangements for senior executive remuneration setting by amending 
relevant legislation to allow the responsible employer to set individual remuneration for senior 
executive employees within established bands; and 

c) reviewing the recruitment criteria of SES positions to ensure broad exposure to a range of 
strategic and operational environments’, 
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and I ask — 

(1) What are the employment arrangements that will be adopted to encourage mobility of SES officers 
between Agencies? 

(2) What are the current arrangements for senior executive remuneration setting? 

(3) What are the alternative arrangements for senior executive remuneration setting? 

(4) Will there be a cap for the setting of individual remuneration for senior executive employees within 
established bands? 

(5) What costings have been done to allow for the setting of individual remuneration for senior executive 
employees within established bands? 

(6) What is the current recruitment criteria in place for SES positions? 

(7) Who will review the recruitment criteria of SES positions to ensure broad exposure to a range of 
strategic and operational environments? 

(8) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 41? 

(9) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 41 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) Issues associated with SES mobility are currently under consideration and no decision has, as yet, been 
reached on employment arrangements. 

(2) Current arrangements are in line with the act. 

(3)-(5) Issues associated with SES are currently under consideration and no decision has, as yet, been reached. 

(6) Recruitment criteria are per the requirements of Approved Procedure 2. 

(7) The classification and recruitment of SES Officers is the subject of an Approved Procedure (Approved 
Procedure 2). This procedure will be reviewed by the Public Sector Commissioner. 

(8)-(9) Issues associated with SES are currently under consideration and no decision has, as yet, been reached. 

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION — CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER ROLE 

1483. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (42), ‘Establish a Chief Information 
Officer role to: 

a) identify opportunities for harnessing information and communication technology (ICT), 
including social media, to promote collaboration and more citizen focused service design and 
delivery; and 

b) sponsor innovative and collaborative ICT initiatives through the provision of seed capital’, 

and I ask — 

(1) When will the Chief Information Officer role be established? 

(2) Who will the Chief Information Officer report to? 

(3) How much funding is involved in the seed capital and how will this be funded? 

(4) Who will decide which ICT initiatives will be provided with seed capital? 

(5) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 42? 

(6) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 42 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICERS 

1485. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (1) to, ‘Strengthen the communication 
of Government’s priorities to ensure clear accountability for the achievement of outcomes by Agencies, through 
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streamlining existing processes to provide more explicit directions to Chief Executive Officers (CEOs)’, and I 
ask — 

(1) How will the communication of Government’s priorities be strengthened to ensure clear accountability 
for the achievement of outcomes by Agencies? 

(2) By what means will existing processes be streamlined to provide more explicit directions to Chief 
Executive Officers (CEOs)? 

(3) What is the timeline for the implementation of this recommendation? 

(4) Who is responsible for implementation of this recommendation? 

(5) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation one? 

(6) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number one 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
EXECUTIVE COORDINATING COMMITTEE OF CEOS 

1486. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (2) that, ‘The Executive Coordinating 
Committee of Chief Executive Officers (CEOs) is tasked with: 

(a) leading the implementation of change in matters of whole of Government significance; 

(b) providing advice to Government on emerging issues and directions for Agencies in relation to 
the implementation of Government policy and planning priorities; and 

(c) enhancing and promoting collaborative approaches to problem solving’, 

and I ask — 

(1) Has the Executive Coordinating Committee of CEOs been established and if so who is on it? 

(2) If no to (1), when will it be established? 

(3) What are the matters of whole of Government significance that this group will lead the implementation 
of change in? 

(4) Will the Executive Coordinating Committee of CEOs receive additional remuneration or any other 
benefits for undertaking this additional responsibility? 

(5) If yes to (4) what is it? 

(6) What is the timeline for the implementation of this recommendation? 

(7) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation two? 

(8) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number two 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
PUBLIC SECTOR MANAGEMENT 

1487. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (3) that, ‘To support the strategic 
management of the public sector, adopt an ‘Outcome Area’ approach by: 

(a) grouping related areas of service delivery (for example, health, child protection) that are 
focused on ongoing citizen expectations of Government for core services; 

(b) identifying matters that cross traditional agency boundaries; 

(c) designating lead roles and accountabilities in policy development across each Outcome Area; 

(d) reporting (at least annually) to Cabinet within each Outcome Area to facilitate planning, 
decision making and accountability; and 



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 4 May 2010] 2213 

 

(e) establishing groups of senior executives from across Agencies to provide leadership across 
each Outcome Area’, 

and I ask — 

(1) What grouping of related areas of service delivery (for example, health, child protection) are currently 
under active consideration by Government?  

(2) What is the timeframe for the grouping of related areas of service delivery? 

(3) Where groupings of related areas of service delivery do occur, can the Government give an undertaking 
that no public sector jobs will be lost? 

(4) Has the Economic Audit Committee or another body identified matters that cross traditional agency 
boundaries? 

(5) If yes to (4), what are they? 

(6) Has the Economic Audit Committee or another body, designated lead roles and accountabilities in 
policy development across each Outcome Area? 

(7) If yes to (6), what are they? 

(8) Will the Minister advise the Outcome Areas established to date? 

(9) If no to (8), why not? 

(10) How many groups of senior executives will be established from across Agencies to provide leadership 
across each Outcome Area?  

(11) Have these groups been established yet and if so, who heads up each of the groups? 

(12) If no to (11), when will they be established? 

(13) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation three? 

(14) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 
three of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
POLICY FORMULATION 

1488. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (4) to, ‘Improve policy formulation in 
the public sector by: 

(a) flexibly deploying policy capacity across the sector to areas of greatest need; 

(b) reviewing the policy capacity of central Agencies and major departments; 

(c) widening the experience of staff in central Agencies and service delivery Agencies through 
greater mobility; 

(d) using taskforces, including expertise from the community and private sectors; 

(e) encouraging policy advisors from other public sector jurisdictions, the private sector, academia 
and community organisations to work in the Western Australian public sector; and 

(f) increasing the depth of policy advice available to Ministers by rotation of more experienced 
policy staff through their offices’, 

and I ask — 

(1) Has modelling been done on how best to flexibly deploy policy capacity across the sector to areas of 
greatest need? 

(2) If no to (1), when will it be done and will the model be made public? 

(3) Has a review of the policy capacity of central Agencies and major departments commenced? 

(4) If yes to (3), when will it be completed? 

(5) If no to (3), when will the review commence? 

(6) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation four? 
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(7) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 
four  of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
PUBLIC SECTOR COLLABORATION 

1490. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (6) to, ‘Strengthen the capacity of the 
public sector to work collaboratively by: 

(a) adopting a common set of principles for Agencies and Chief Executive Officers (CEOs) to 
break down silos; and 

(b) including in the terms of reference of relevant projects, particularly those which relate to 
outcome areas, a requirement that they operate in accordance with the principles of 
collaborative Government’, 

and I ask — 

(1) Has a common set of principles been developed for Agencies to break down silos?  

(2) If yes to (1), will the Minister make them public? 

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

(4) Has a common set of principles been developed for CEOs to break down silos?  

(5) If yes to (4), will the Minister make them public? 

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

(7) If the common set of principles has not yet been developed for Agencies and CEO’s to break down silos 
can the Minister advise the timeframe for their development? 

(8) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation six? 

(9) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number six 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

ECONOMIC AUDIT COMMITTEE — RECOMMENDATION —  
GOVERNMENT TRADING ENTERPRISES 

1497. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Economic Audit Committee Final Report Recommendation (30), ‘Review GTEs to ensure that the 
governance and ownership of each business is appropriate for delivering Government’s policy objectives. The 
review should address the following issues: 

(a) Does the Government need to be an active participant in the markets (due to market failure) or 
is it simply replicating something the private sector can do (with appropriate regulation)? 

(b) Can the GTE operate independently of Government?  What policy outcomes is Government 
seeking from the GTE (for example, fully commercial provider of specific outputs, a source of 
revenue, industry and/or social policy)? 

(c) What is Government’s broader policy for the market in which the GTE operates and does the 
policy have implications for the appropriate ownership and governance of a GTE participating 
in the market? 

(d) The relative merits of outsourcing, rationalising or decorporatising the GTE and the impact of 
these options on its governance’, 

and I ask — 

(1) When will the review of GTEs commence to ensure that the governance and ownership of each 
business is appropriate for delivering Government’s policy objectives and when will it be completed? 

(2) How often will GTEs be reviewed to ensure that the governance and ownership of each business is 
appropriate for delivering the Government’s policy objectives? 
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(3) Who will conduct the reviews? 

(4) How much is it anticipated that the review would cost? 

(5) Can the Premier give an undertaking that no GTE will be privatised? 

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

(7) How will savings be achieved by implementing recommendation 30? 

(8) What is the total expected savings to Government on an annual basis from recommendation number 30 
of the Economic Audit Committee? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1451.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
TENDER PROCESS OUTSIDE OF PUBLIC SECTOR 

1511. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

For all tenders requested by each Department and Agency within the Premier’s portfolios - 

(1) What tender processes were managed by an entity outside of the public sector? 

(2) Of those managed outside of the public sector — 

(a) who managed the tender process; 

(b) what was the description of the tender; 

(c) what was the value of the tender; 

(d) what fee was paid for the management of the tender process; and 

(e) who was the tender awarded to? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Government agencies in the Premier's portfolio advise: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet: 

(1)-(2) During the term of this Government, no Department of the Premier and Cabinet public tender processes 
have been managed by an entity outside of the public sector. 

Public Sector Commissioner; Department of State Development; Acting Commissioner of the Public Sector 
Standard; Lotterywest; Gold Corporation: 

(1) Nil 

(2) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
TENDER PROCESS OUTSIDE OF PUBLIC SECTOR 

1512. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

For all tenders requested by each Department and Agency within the Minister’s portfolios - 

(1) What tender processes were managed by an entity outside of the public sector? 

(2) Of those managed outside of the public sector — 

(a) who managed the tender process; 

(b) what was the description of the tender; 

(c) what was the value of the tender; 

(d) what fee was paid for the management of the tender process; and 

(e) who was the tender awarded to? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1511.. 

MINISTERS — CONTACT WITH LOBBYISTS 

1557. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

(1) Since 13 August 2009, how many times have you or a member of your staff had contact with a 
lobbyist? 
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(2) Was the nature of that contact — 

(a) telephone contact; 

(b) electronic mail contact; 

(c) written mail contact; and/or 

(d) face to face meetings? 

(3) For those occasions that you had face to face meetings with the lobbyists can you please advise — 

(a) the name of lobbyist; 

(b) the date of meeting; 

(c) the name of the third party for whom the lobbyist has provided paid or unpaid services; and 

(d) the nature of that third party's issue? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Office of the Premier advises: 

(1)-(2) 17 September 2009 to 28 February 2010.  

Telephone Contact Email Contact Mail Contact Meetings 

 14 33 1 12 

(3) (a)-(d) 17 September 2009 to 28 February 2010  
 

Lobbyist Name Date Third Party Issue 
Anthony Hasluck, 
Clarity Communications 

10.12.2009 Quantum Minerals Ravensthorpe Nickel 
Mine 

CPR 22.09.2009 Rugby WA State of Rugby in WA 
Hawker-Britton 19.10.2009 AXIA NG Networks 

Australia 
Tender for National 
Broadband Network 

Australian Public 
Affairs 

30.11.2009 Tenix Alliance Relationships with 
GTEs 

GRA Everingham 29.12.2009 Worley Parsons Pilbara Cities 
GRA Everingham 12.01.2010 Pew Environment 

Group 
Camden Sound Marine 
Park 

GRA Everingham 19.01.2010 Worley Parsons Pilbara Cities 
GRA Everingham 22.02.2010 North West Iron Ore 

Alliance, Perdaman 
and; Worley Parsons 

Rail Haulage 
(NWIOA); Coal Supply 
(Perdaman); Pilbara 
Cities (Worley Parsons) 

GRA Everingham 03.03.2010 Murdoch University Murdoch University 
Act 

GRA Everingham 08.03.2010 Forum of Regional 
Councils 

Waste Services 

Gary Snook 07.01.2010 Pacific Group Western 
Resources 

Bentley Waste Facility 

Amanda Reid 06.01.2010 Conoco Phillips Operations in Australia 

MINISTERS — CONTACT WITH LOBBYISTS 

1558. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

(1) Since 13 August 2009, how many times have you or a member of your staff had contact with a 
lobbyist? 

(2) Was the nature of that contact — 

(a) telephone contact; 

(b) electronic mail contact; 

(c) written mail contact; and/or 

(d) face to face meetings? 

(3) For those occasions that you had face to face meetings with the lobbyists can you please advise — 

(a) the name of lobbyist; 
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(b) the date of meeting; 

(c) the name of the third party for whom the lobbyist has provided paid or unpaid services; and 

(d) the nature of that third party's issue? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1557. . 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STAFF ON TEMPORARY CONTRACTS 

1649. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

For each Department and Agency within the Premier’s portfolios - 

(1) How many staff were employed on temporary contracts as at 1 March 2010? 

(2) What is the number expressed as a percentage of total staff as at 1 March 2010? 

(3) How many staff were employed on a temporary contract for a period of less than 12 months as 
at 1 March 2010? 

(4) What is this number expressed as a percentage of total staff as at 1 March 2010? 

(5) How many staff were employed on temporary contract as at 1 March 2009? 

(6) What is this number expressed as a percentage of total staff as at 1 March 2009? 

(7) How many staff were employed on a temporary contract for a period of less than 12 months as 
at 1 March 2009? 

(8) What is this number expressed as a percentage of total staff as at 1 March 2009? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Government agencies in the Premier's portfolio advise: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet: 

(1) 191 

(2) 37.75% 

(3) 51 

(4) 10.08% 

(5) 186 

(6) 36.40% 

(7) 90 

(8) 17.61% 

Public Sector Commissioner: 

The following responses have been formulated based on HRMIS reports relating to S.45 (1), S56 (4) and S64 (1) 
(b) of the Public Sector Management Act 1994. 

(1) The number of staff employed on temporary contracts as at 1 March 2010 is 20. 

(2) The number expressed as a percentage of total staff as at 1 March 2010 is 17.7%. 

(3) The number of staff employed on temporary contract for a period of less than 12 months as at 1 March 
2010 is 9. 

(4) The number expressed as a percentage of total staff as at 1 March 2010 is 7.9%. 

(5) The number of staff employed on temporary contract as at 1 March 2009 is 12. 

(6) The number expressed as a percentage of total staff as at 1 March 2009 is 11%. 

(7) The number of staff employed on a temporary contract for a period of less than 12 months as at 
1 March 2009 is 3. 

(8) The number expressed as a percentage of total staff as at 1 March 2009 is 2.7%. 

Department of State Development: 

(1) 27 

(2) 14.7% 
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(3) 8 

(4) 4.3% 

(5) 20 

(6) 11.8% 

(7) 5 

(8) 2.9% 

Acting Commissioner of the Public Sector Standard: 

The following responses have been formulated based on HRMIS reports relating to S.45(1), S56(4) and S64(1) 
(b) of the Public Sector Management Act 1994. 

(1) Three 

(2) 9.09% 

(3) Two 

(4) 6.06% 

(5) 5 

(6) 13.51% 

(7) Three 

(8) 8.10% 

Gold Corporation: 

(1) Nil 

(2)-(8) Not applicable 

Lotterywest: 

(1) 39 

(2) 18% 

(3) 15 

(4) 7% 

(5) 41 

(6) 20% 

(7) 29 

(8) 14% 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STAFF ON TEMPORARY CONTRACTS 

1650. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

For each Department and Agency within the Minister’s portfolios - 

(1) How many staff were employed on temporary contracts as at 1 March 2010? 

(2) What is the number expressed as a percentage of total staff as at 1 March 2010? 

(3) How many staff were employed on a temporary contract for a period of less than 12 months as 
at 1 March 2010? 

(4) What is this number expressed as a percentage of total staff as at 1 March 2010? 

(5) How many staff were employed on temporary contract as at 1 March 2009? 

(6) What is this number expressed as a percentage of total staff as at 1 March 2009? 

(7) How many staff were employed on a temporary contract for a period of less than 12 months as 
at 1 March 2009? 

(8) What is this number expressed as a percentage of total staff as at 1 March 2009? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1649.. 
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GOVERNMENT BOARDS AND COMMITTEES 

1696. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Premier’s statement in March 2009 in relation to the reduction in the number of boards and 
committees, and I ask — 

(1) How many Government boards and committees are operating as at 1 March 2010? 

(2) How many boards and committees were operating as at 1 March 2009? 

(3) How many Government boards and committees have been eliminated since 1 March 2009 and which 
ones are they? 

(4) Has the Government established any new boards or committees since 23 September 2008? 

(5) If yes to (4) — 

(a) how many; and 

(b) what are they? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

The Premier will be making a Brief Ministerial Statement in due course which will answer all parts of this 
question after making a commitment to reduce by half the number of operating Western Australian Government 
Boards and Committees. 

PUBLIC SECTOR EMPLOYEES — FRAUD CASES 

1698. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

(1) How many cases of employees engaged in fraud or corruption have been reported to the Public Sector 
Commission since the Commission was established? 

(2) Has the Public Sector Commission undertaken an investigation of these cases and if so, which ones? 

(3) Which cases have been referred by the Public Sector Commission to the Corruption and Crime 
Commission and when? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Public Sector Commissioner advises as at 12 April 2010: 

(1) One 

(2) Yes — alleged misuse of a government purchasing card by an officer in the Pilbara Development 
Commission 

(3) The Public Sector Commission did not refer this case to the Corruption and Crime Commission as the 
Pilbara Development Commission had already done so. The Public Sector Commission did, however, 
alert the Corruption and Crime Commission to the apparent seriousness and extent of the allegations. 

PUBLIC SECTOR EMPLOYEES — FRAUD PREVENTION PLAN 

1699. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

(1) Have Agencies been instructed by the Commission to develop a Fraud and Corruption Prevention Plan, 
using guidance materials developed by the Corruption and Crime Commission; 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) when was this instruction given; and 

(b) by whom? 

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

(4) Have Agencies been instructed by the Commission to develop Risk Management Plans to minimise the 
likelihood of fraudulent and corrupt behaviour? 

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

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Public Sector Commissioner advises: 

(1)-(5) In line with the Public Sector Commissioner's Circular 2009-03, "Training on Accountable and Ethical 
Decision Making in the Western Australian Public Sector", all Chief Executive Officers are expected to 
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provide such training to their employees using the training materials developed by the Public Sector 
Commission. 

Module 3 of this training considers fraudulent and corrupt behaviour. The materials for this module 
provide suggestions as to what actions agencies can do and include the actions stated in (1) and (4). It is 
up to each agency to decide upon the appropriate action(s) to take for that particular agency. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — EMPLOYMENT OF FORMER LIBERAL MPS 

1740. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the Premier’s Office and the Agencies or Departments under each portfolio held by the Premier, and 
ask — 

(1) Have any former Liberal Party Members of Parliament been engaged since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), what role have they been engaged in? 

(3) Under what conditions of employment are they engaged? 

(4) When does their contract/term of employment cease? 

(5) Are they employed directly by — 

(a) the Ministerial Office; 

(b) Agency or Department; or 

(c) by a third party? 

(6) If engaged by a third party who is the third party? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Government agencies in the Premier's portfolio advise: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet (including the Office of the Premier): 

(1)-(6) The member is referred to a series of questions asked in the range Legislative Assembly Question on 
Notice 2244 — 2264 on the same subject. Specifically, the member is referred to the answers for 
Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 2247, 2255 and 2263. 

Public Sector Commissioner: 

The Public Sector Commission does not collect such information regarding its employees. However, the 
Commission is not aware of any of its employees being a former Liberal Party (WA) Member of Parliament. 

Department of State Development; Gold Corporation; Acting Commissioner of the Public Sector Standard; 
Lotterywest: 

(1) Nil 

(2)-(6) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — EMPLOYMENT OF FORMER LIBERAL MPS 

1741. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

I refer to the Ministerial Office and the Agencies or Departments under each portfolio held by the Minister, and 
ask — 

(1) Have any former Liberal Party Members of Parliament been engaged since 23 September 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), what role have they been engaged in? 

(3) Under what conditions of employment are they engaged? 

(4) When does their contract/term of employment cease? 

(5) Are they employed directly by — 

(a) the Ministerial Office; 

(b) Agency or Department; or 

(c) by a third party? 

(6) If engaged by a third party who is the third party? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1740. . 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND TASK FORCES 

1786. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 13 August 2009? 

(2) Will the Premier list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Premier list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, inquiries 
and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Premier list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Premier list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

The recent Cabinet approved definition of boards and committees is "those entities that have one or more 
external members who receive remuneration for their services (other than reimbursements or travel). The term 
'external members' excludes anyone on the public payroll, all State Commonwealth and local government 
employees, current and retired judicial officers and employees of public academic institutions".  

Government agencies in the Premier's portfolio advise:  Period: 13 August 2009 — 3 March 2010 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet; Public Sector Commissioner; Department of State Development; Acting 
Commissioner of the Public Sector Standard; Gold Corporation; Lotterywest: 

(1) Nil 

(2)-(6) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
REVIEWS, COMMITTEES, INQUIRIES AND TASK FORCES 

1787. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

(1) How many reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces have been established since 13 August 2009? 

(2) Will the Minister list all the reviews, committees, inquiries and taskforces that have been established in 
that period? 

(3) What is the name and qualification of each person who heads each review, committee, inquiry and 
taskforce that has been established? 

(4) Will the Minister list the commencement date and completion date for all reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(5) Will the Minister list the total cost of sitting fees and the total cost for each of the reviews, committees, 
inquiries and taskforces that have been established? 

(6) Will the Minister list the cost of sitting fees to date and estimated total final cost of each review, 
committee, inquiry and taskforce that is still current? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1786.. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
INVESTIGATIONS INTO ALLEGED MISCONDUCT 

1832. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

For those Agencies under the Premier’s control, for the 2008-09 financial years can the Premier advise — 

(1) How many ‘appropriate authority investigations’ into alleged misconduct were conducted by Agencies 
under your control? 

(2) Of the total, how many are complete? 

(3) What was the finding from the investigation? 

(4) Was a report done on each of those investigations? 
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(5) If no to (4), why not? 

(6) Were these reports made public? 

(7) If no to (6), why not? 

(8) How many investigations are still ongoing/outstanding? 

(9) What is the nature of the investigations? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Government agencies in the Premier's portfolio advise: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet: 

(1)  One 

(2) One  

(3) Serious breach of discipline 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not applicable  

(6) No 

(7) Internal disciplinary matter 

(8) None 

(9) Not applicable 

Public Sector Commissioner; Gold Corporation; Department of State Development; Lotterywest: 

(1) None 

(2)-(9) Not applicable 

Acting Commissioner of the Public Sector Standard: 

(1) OPSSC is not an "appropriate authority " within the meaning of Section 3(1) of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission Act 2003 and therefore does not undertake any "appropriate authority 
investigations". 

(2)-(9) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
INVESTIGATIONS INTO ALLEGED MISCONDUCT 

1833. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

For those Agencies under the Minister’s control, for the 2008-09 financial years can the Minister advise — 

(1) How many ‘appropriate authority investigations’ into alleged misconduct were conducted by Agencies 
under your control? 

(2) Of the total, how many are complete? 

(3) What was the finding from the investigation? 

(4) Was a report done on each of those investigations? 

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

(6) Were these reports made public? 

(7) If no to (6), why not? 

(8) How many investigations are still ongoing/outstanding? 

(9) What is the nature of the investigations? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 1832.. 

PROPERTY RIGHTS BILL — PROPOSAL 

1929. Hon Ken Travers to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

(1) Has or is the Government considering a Property Rights Bill? 
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(2) If yes to (1), what is the intention of the Bill? 

(3) Has the Government made a final decision on whether to proceed with a Property Rights Bill? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)-(3) Property rights is an important issue for the Liberal National Government. The government is 
considering its options.  

SPORT STADIA — BRIEFINGS 

1930. Hon Ken Travers to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

(1) Have you received any briefings regarding — 

(a) a new multi-purpose stadium for Perth; 

(b) the Major Stadia Taskforce; or 

(c) a redevelopment of Subiaco Oval? 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) what was the purpose of the briefing; 

(b) when was the briefing held; 

(c) who provided the briefing; and 

(d) who else was present at the briefing? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

I have, since being elected to Government had a number of discussions and briefings in respect to the issues the 
Member has alluded to. Many of these have occurred during the course of conversations, I have had with a range 
of key stakeholders at various times. 

ALCOA AND WORSLEY CORPORATIONS — TENEMENTS HELD 

1975. Hon Robin Chapple to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

For each of Alcoa World Alumina and Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd — 

(1) How many tenements are held by each company by type, number and hectare size? 

(2) How many hectares are currently mined each year? 

(3) How many hectares will be mined each year when the company expands to its full approved rate of 
production? 

(4) What is the total area mined to date? 

(5) How much of the total area mined required the clearing of native forest? 

(6) How many hectares have been rehabilitated to date? 

(7) How much of this area has been rehabilitated with jarrah forest species? 

(8) What is the area of the company’s bauxite mining lease(s) in the South-West? 

(9) What is the current annual production of — 

(a) bauxite; and 

(b) alumina? 

(10) When the company expands to its full approved rate of production, what will be the annual production 
of — 

(a) bauxite; and 

(b) alumina? 

(11) How many hectares are currently used as Residue Disposal Areas each year? 

(12) What is the total area of Residue Disposal Areas to date? 

(13) How many hectares will be used as Residue Disposal Areas each year when the company expands to its 
full approved rate of production? 

(14) How much residue is currently produced each year? 

(15) What is the total amount of residue produced to date? 
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(16) How much residue will be produced each year when the company expands to its full approved rate of 
production? 

(17) For how much longer does its mining lease extend? 

(18) Will the Minister please table a map showing — 

(a) the mining lease; 

(b) the area mined to date; and 

(c) the area rehabilitated to date? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of State Development advises: 

(1) The attached two "tenement enquiry reports" tabulate the live and pending leases for Alcoa World 
Alumina Australia (Alcoa) and the BHP Billiton Worsley Joint Venture (Worsley). The latter comprises 
the companies BHP Billiton Aluminium (Worsley) Pty Ltd et al. [See paper 1979.] 

(2) Worsley — the area cleared for mining and associated development in 2009 was 306 hectares. This area 
includes the expansion associated with the development of the Marradong Mine. In 2007 and 2008, the 
areas cleared were 217 hectares and 143 hectares respectively. 

Alcoa — the area to be cleared for mining for the next five years will be approximately 630 hectares per 
year. 

(3) Worsley — During the expansion phase into Marradong Mine the rate of clearing for mining and 
associated development will be elevated above the historical average. Once the expansion development 
is complete, it is expected that Worsley will be clearing approximately 240 hectares per year to meet its 
higher production capacity. 

Alcoa — the rate of clearing for mining is not expected to change in the foreseeable future. 

(4) Worsley — the total area cleared for mining and associated development from 1980 to 2009 
is 3,173 hectares. 

Alcoa — has cleared approximately 18,200 hectares for mining purposes from 1966 to the present. 

(5) Worsley — of the area cleared from 1980 to 2009, 2,712 hectares were native forest. 

Alcoa — all of the area cleared was native forest. 

(6) Worsley — the total area rehabilitated from 1980 to 2009 is 1,847 hectares. 

Alcoa — the total area rehabilitated from 1966 to the present is 14,945 hectares. 

(7) Worsley — A total of 1,410 hectares of Crown land has been rehabilitated to date with jarrah forest 
species. The early rehabilitation (1986-1990) included jarrah, marri and some Eastern States eucalypt 
tree species. The individual tree seedlings from these Eastern States eucalypt tree species have since 
been identified and removed from the rehabilitation. 

Alcoa — Non-native eucalypt species were used up until 1988 in accordance with prescriptions agreed 
with State government agencies. Only jarrah forest species have been used in rehabilitation 
since 1988. Approximately 4,000 hectares of rehabilitation were completed up to 1988 and 
approximately 11,000 hectares since. 

(8) The areas of the Alcoa (ML1SA) and Worsley (ML258SA) bauxite mineral leases can be found in the 
two attached "tenement enquiry reports" — see answer to part (1). 

(9) (a) Worsley — 12.2 Mtpa (million tonnes per annum) 
Alcoa — 34 Mtpa 

(b) Worsley — 3.4 Mtpa 
Alcoa — 8.9 Mtpa 

(10) (a) Worsley — 16.5 Mtpa 
Alcoa — no expansion planned 

(b) Worsley — 4.7 Mtpa 
Alcoa — no expansion planned 

(11) Residue disposal areas are expanded once every few years to accommodate increases in production or 
closure of older disposal areas. As such, there is not a specific area used per year. See answer to part 
(12) for the total area currently being utilised for residue disposal by each company. 
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(12) Worsley — 633 hectares (includes rehabilitated areas) 

Alcoa — Kwinana 409 hectares; Pinjarra 597 hectares; and Wagerup 363 hectares 

(13) See answer to part (11). 

(14) Worsley — approximately 7.4 Mtpa (varies with production grades and throughput) 

Alcoa — approximately 17 Mtpa (varies with production grades and throughput) 

(15) Worsley — 110 Mt to the end of financial year 2009 

Alcoa — 416 Mt to the end of 2009 

(16) Worsley — approximately 10.3 Mtpa 

Alcoa — no expansion planned 

(17) Worsley — Potentially the leases (for mining, alumina production and residue storage) will extend 
until 2046. 

Alcoa — The lease currently expires in 2045, but an option exists for Alcoa to apply to extend the lease 
for another 21 years. 

(18) (a) For Alcoa and Worsley see attached map provided by the Department of Mines and 
Petroleum. The area denoted as AM70/1 represents the current Alcoa bauxite lease, while the 
area denoted as AM70/258 represents the current Worsley bauxite lease. [See paper 1979.] 

(b)-(c) Alcoa — see attached map titled "Alcoa World Alumina WA". Key: Main bauxite lease area 
(ML1SA) shown outlined in red, rehabilitation areas in yellow, and the current area cleared in 
pale green. [See paper 1979.] 

Worsley — see attached map titled "Drilling, Clearing and Rehabilitation July 2008 — 
June 2009" provided by Worsley. The current mine operational (cleared) areas are outlined in 
solid black lines, the areas cleared in 2009 in pink and areas rehabilitated to date in pale and 
mid green. The latter represents rehabilitation performed in the 2009 financial year. [See paper 
1979.] 

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES — EXPLORATION OPERATIONS 

2002. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to photographs taken on 21 January 2010 depicting clearing of vegetation and construction of bores 
undertaken with exploration equipment available for viewing at www.mp.wa.gov.au/rchapple/Kaltails, a 
document dated 3 December 2009 titled, ‘KCGM Mining Proposal and Works Approval Application’, and an 
article which appeared in The Kalgoorlie Miner newspaper on Friday, 15 January 2010 on page two titled, 
‘KCGM faces two charges’ — 

(1) Can the Minister state the name of the person whom was the registered mine manager or nominated 
exploration manager with the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) for the exploration, mining 
activities carried out and depicted in the photographs dated, 21 January 2010? 

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

(3) Can the Minister state what is the importance of any mining company nominating and advising the 
DMP of the registered mine manager, or exploration manager on mining tenements within the state of 
Western Australia? 

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

(5) Is it correct that a hydrogen peroxide dosing plant is going to be constructed and operated as part of the 
proposal dated 3 December 2009? 

(6) If yes to (5), what is the purpose of this plant and why is it needed? 

(7) Will the Kaltails dam itself be required by the DMP to have half a metre of topsoil placed on the entire 
surface of the dam to encourage regrowth and vegetation at the completion of operations? 

(8) If no to (7), why not? 

(9) Will all the seepage be fully recovered and intercepted by the recovery system planned thereby 
preventing a seepage mound expanding and spreading over time below four to six metres from the 
surface downstream from the facility? 

(10) If no to (9), why not? 
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(11) Can the Minister table a more clear detailed photograph than Figure 22 on page 81 of the document 
dated 3 December 2009, showing tenement boundaries and the position of the KCGM TSF capping 
stockpile in relation to the super pit open cut operations and other surrounding infrastructure? 

(12) If no to (11), why not? 

(13) Can the Minister indicate the amount of tonnage of waste rock including the height above the ground in 
metres that will be stockpiled for the KCGM TSF capping stockpile location? 

(14) If no to (13), why not? 

(15) Will any vegetation clearing and topsoil stripping be undertaken in the area shown as figure 22 in the 
document dated, 3 December 2009, KCGM TSF capping stockpile location, prior to the deposition of 
suitable waste rock? 

(16) If no to (15), why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

1)  On 21 January 2010, Mr Russell Cole was the Registered Manager for KCGM and Mr Mark Reynolds 
was the Registered Manager for the Kaltails Facility. 

2)  Not applicable. 

3)  Apart from being a requirement of Section 33 of the Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1994, the 
importance is to have a point of contact, someone who is accountable for the health and safety of 
employees on site. 

4)  Not applicable. 

5)  Yes. 

6)  The hydrogen peroxide storage and dosing facility is used to reduce the level of residual cyanide in 
water prior to it being re-used as process water. This process is carried out for metallurgical reasons at 
the process plant. 

7)  No. 

8)  Application of 0.5 meter topsoils to the surface of the TSF would cause the topsoil to become unusable 
(not suitable for plant growth) via capillary action of salt water from the TSF surface. The surface and 
slopes of the TSF would become unstable and lead to erosion issues as there would be very little 
protection from rain-splash erosion. 

9)  The nominated seepage recovery system is designed to contain 100% seepage from the TSF.  However, 
all TSF designs allow for some seepage to occur without any unacceptable impact to the receiving 
environment, particularly in the long term. 

10)   See Answer No 9 

11)   No. 

12)   This image is generated by a software program owned and utilised by KCGM. A request should be 
made directly to KCGM for an updated image. 

13)   The details regarding the size of the proposed TSF capping stockpile are included on page 57 of the 
Golden Pike Mining Proposal. The volume of the stockpiled rock will be approximately 6000bcm 
(11,400 tonnes) and it will be stockpiled to a height of approximately 40m above ground level. 

14)   Not applicable 

15)   Yes. 

16)   Not Applicable. 

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES — BORES CONSTRUCTION 

2003. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Water 

I refer to photographs taken on 21 January 2010, depicting clearing of vegetation and construction of bores 
undertaken with exploration equipment available for viewing at www.mp.wa.gov.au/rchapple/Kaltails, a 
document dated 3 December 2009 titled, ‘KCGM Mining Proposal and Works Approval Application’ — 

(1) Does the Minister consider that Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines Pty Ltd has misled Government 
Agencies and the wider public  in relation to proposed monitoring bores shown on page 44 in the 
document dated 3 December 2009 referred to above given these cannot be proposed bores when they 
have already been constructed? 



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 4 May 2010] 2227 

 

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

(3) Can the Minister provide the specific date and table a copy of the letter of approval from the 
Department of Water, which gave the prior written permission to construct the bores shown on page 44 
of the document dated 3 December 2009, referred to above? 

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

(5) Has KCGM breached any section of various acts, administered by the Department of Water, in not 
obtaining the prior written permission to construct the bores shown on page 44 of the document dated 3 
December 2009 referred to above? 

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

(7) If yes to (5), will KCGM be prosecuted? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) I understand that the application referred to is made under the Environmental Protection Act 1986.This 
Act is administrated by the Department of Environment and Conservation. The Department of Water 
(DoW) has advised me that it does not consider it has been misled by Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold 
Mines Pty Ltd regarding the bores. 

(2) The DoW has an operational policy which does not require mining companies to licence bores in 
mining tenements that are not linked to managing groundwater abstraction. Such bores include those 
used for ore exploration, contaminated site investigation, for environmental purposes or to determine 
the extent and quality of an ore deposit.  

(3)-(4) Not applicable 

(5) Answered by (2). 

(6)-(7) Not applicable 

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES — TENEMENT CONDITIONS 

2004. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to Mining tenement conditions on Mining lease 26/83, 26/383, M26/353, General Purpose Leases 26/53, 
G26,46, G26,44, G26,45, and others for tenements owned by Barrick Gold of Australia Limited and Newmont 
Mining covering the Fimiston Super Pit Operations, the Consultative Environmental Review Mine and Waste 
Dumps, dated August 1990 — 

(1) Have the owners of these tenements submitted a closure and rehabilitation cost estimate and a 
rehabilitation management plan by 31 January 2008, in accordance with tenement conditions with 
auditable timelines of progressive rehabilitation, detailing landform design, waste characterisation and 
vegetation/rehabilitation outcomes? 

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

(3) If yes to (1), will the Minister table a copy? 

(4) Is it correct that many of the tenements with conditions referred to above, requires that topsoil be placed 
on waste dumps including the Fimiston 1 and Fimiston 2 tailings dams as part of the rehabilitation 
requirements, for the Department of Mines and Petroleum? 

(5) If yes to (4), can the Minister identify by stating which tenements, and the specific text of those 
conditions which require topsoil as part of the rehabilitation requirements? 

(6) Was the opportunity for supplementing topsoil reserves from other sources including the Kaltails 
project investigated from 1990 to the year 2010, in relation to conducting rehabilitation for the KCGM 
waste dumps, and tailings dams? 

(7) If yes to (6), when were these investigations undertaken and what were the results? 

(8) If no to (6), why not? 

(9) Can the Minister explain why has the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP)allowed KCGM to 
mislead the Department and wider public over many years that, progressive rehabilitation of waste 
dumps would take place, with topsoil as far back as 1990, and that they could meet tenement conditions 
placed on their operations, given that taxpayers are now faced with an environmental liability to prevent 
dust problems with KCGM recently stating in a document titled news, and views dated November 2009, 
‘But there isn’t enough topsoil available to cover all the disturbed areas, so there will be some bare rock 
landforms left’? 
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(10) If no to (9), why not? 

(11) Will the Department of Mines and Petroleum expediently increase the total amount of bonds held for 
the super pit operations given that KCGM has made it clear that they don’t have enough topsoil 
available to cover all disturbed areas in order that KCGM is able to comply with existing tenement 
conditions which require topsoil to be placed on the waste dumps and the Fimiston 1 and Fimiston 2 
tailings dams? 

(12) If no to (11), why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) The owners of the tenements submitted a closure plan on 5 June 2008 against the requirements of the 
tenement conditions. The plan was not approved by the Department of Mines and Petroleum as it was 
considered deficient.  

Since the imposition of these conditions on the tenements the mine closure aspect of the operations has 
been subject to assessment by the Environmental Protection Authority (Assessment Number 1581).  

On 29 January 2009, and in accordance with the Environmental Protection Act 1986, the Minister for 
Environment released Ministerial Statement  No. 782 which includes Rehabilitation and Closure 
Management Plan conditions 11-1 to 11-5 for the Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines Pty Ltd 
(KCGM) operations.  

The manner in which KCGM will conduct rehabilitation and mine closure for its entire Fimiston Gold 
Mine Operations will be subject to the Rehabilitation and Closure Management Plan conditions 11-1 
to 11-5, which required KCGM to prepare and submit a Rehabilitation and Closure Management Plan 
to the Minister for Environment and to me by 30 April 2010 for approval. This Plan will be reviewed 
every two years and be made available publicly. Once approved, this plan will prevail over any 
tenement condition relating to rehabilitation and mine closure previously imposed under the Mining 
Act 1978. 

Once approved, the Department of Mines and Petroleum will review the conditions imposed on these 
tenements requiring KCGM to meet the site specific closure and rehabilitation program. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) No. Once it has been approved the Rehabilitation and Closure Management Plan, and each approved 
revision, will be made publicly available in accordance with condition 11-5 of Ministerial 
Statement 782. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Those tenements are: 

M26/83 — Condition 4 — "All topsoil being removed ahead of mining operations and stockpiled for 
replacement in accordance with the directions of the District Mining Engineer." 

M26/353 — Condition 20 "All topsoil being removed ahead of all mining operations from sites such as 
pit areas, waste disposal areas, ore stockpile areas, pipeline, haul roads and new access roads and being 
stockpiled for later respreading or immediately respread as rehabilitation progresses." 

M26/383 — Condition 13 "All topsoil being removed ahead of all mining operations from sites such as 
pit areas, waste disposal areas, ore stockpile areas, pipeline, haul roads and new access roads and being 
stockpiled for later respreading or immediately respread as rehabilitation progresses." 

M26/383 -- Condition 24 "The outslopes of the tailings dam being progressively covered with topsoil 
and revegetated with local native grasses, shrubs and trees to the satisfaction of the Environmental 
Officer, Department of Industry and Resources or his nominee." 

G26/44 -Condition 12 "All topsoil being removed ahead of all mining operations from sites such as pit 
areas, waste disposal areas, ore stockpile areas, pipeline, haul roads and new access roads and being 
stockpiled for later respreading or immediately respread as rehabilitation progresses." 

G26/45 -Condition 12  — as above. 

G26/46 -Condition 12 — as above. 

G26/53 — Condition 12 — as above. 

(6) The Department of Mines and Petroleum has been unable to locate any reference in its records relating 
to an investigation into supplementing topsoil reserves from other sources. 

(7) Not applicable. 
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(8)-(9)  Progressive rehabilitation has been undertaken on the site by KCGM. The Department of Mines and 
Petroleum has advised me that there may not be sufficient topsoil to enable traditional rehabilitation 
methods for the KCGM site. KCGM will however still be required through its closure plan to 
implement adequate environmental protection measures at the site.  

(10) Not applicable. 

(11) No.  

(12) The bond amounts will be reviewed after assessment of the Rehabilitation and Closure Management 
Plan. 

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES — CONTAMINATION CONCERNS 

2006. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Environment 

I refer to a document dated 3 December 2009 titled, ‘KCGM Mining Proposal and Works Approval 
Application’, for the Kaltails tailings dam owned by Barrick Gold of Australia and Newmont Asia Pacific Ltd — 

(1) Can the Minister identify with a scaled map the four specific areas clearly showing the suspected 
known or contaminated areas reported under the Contaminated sites Act 2003? 

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

(3) Can the Minister indicate the depth in metres below ground level that has been contaminated with soils 
and groundwater around the old Kaltails process plant? 

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

(5) Can the Minister indicate for each of the four sites reported, why the Department of Environment and 
Conservation considers each to be a contaminated site? 

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

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1)-(2)  I table the attached figure showing the Kaltails Area. [See paper 1987.] I have been advised that the 
areas reported as known or suspected contaminated sites under the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 are 
marked G26/165, G26/166, P26/2373 and P26/2386. 

(3)-(4)  The Department of Environment and Conservation has advised me that contaminants have been 
detected in groundwater. The top of the groundwater table is between 3 and 15 metres below the ground 
surface. 

(5)-(6)  I have been advised that the four areas reported are treated as a single site under the Contaminated Sites 
Act and are classified possibly contaminated — investigation required. The areas were reported due to 
seepage from the tailings storage facility, the presence of exposed mineral tailings at the surface, and 
possible spillage or seepage of process water from the process plant during the period of active 
processing.  

Soil and further groundwater investigations are required to determine the nature and extent of soil and 
groundwater impact and to assess the potential risk to human health, the environment and 
environmental values. 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY — SMALL ENTERPRISE NETWORK 

2009. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the minister representing the Minister for Commerce 

I refer to the recently formed Small Enterprise Network launched by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry, 
and ask — 

(1) Did the Minister or any of his staff meet with the CCIWA in relation to the Small Enterprise Network 
prior to its official launch on 17 February 2010? 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) when; 

(b) where were the meeting or meetings held; and 

(c) who attended the meeting or meetings? 

(3) Has the CCIWA applied for State Government funding in relation to the Small Enterprise Network? 

(4) If yes to (3) — 

(a) what form of funding; and 



2230 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 4 May 2010] 

 

(b) will the Government be providing that funding? 

(5) Has the Minister or any of his staff received advice as to what effect the Small Enterprise Network will 
have on the Small Business Development Corporation or Western Australia’s Small Business Centres? 

(6) If yes to (5), will the Minister table that advice? 

(7) Will the Minister assure Western Australia’s small businesses that the CCIWA will not be taking over 
any or all of the functions of the Small Business Development Corporation or the Western Australian 
Small Business Centres? 

(8) If no to (7), why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2011 as the Member has asked the same question twice.. 

TOURISM — FEDERAL FUNDING FOR MARKETING 

2012. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Tourism 

I refer to the Minister’s media statement of 27 January 2010 in relation to federal funding for tourism marketing, 
and ask — 

(1) Did Tourism WA apply for only $450 000 in federal funding from this particular scheme? 

(2) If yes to (1), why only this amount? 

(3) If no to (1), what amount did Tourism WA apply for and what reasons were given by the Federal 
Government for restricting Western Australia’s allocation to $450 000? 

(4) In making its submission for a share of the federal funding, was Tourism WA limited to the $450 000 in 
State funding it was able to produce to match federal funding? 

(5) If no to (4), what was the limit of matching state funding, Tourism WA was authorised to provide? 

(6) If yes to (4), why was this amount chosen as the limit of state funding available? 

(7) Will the Minister table the submission made to the Federal Government to secure this funding? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) $1.1 million; Tourism Australia matched Tourism WA's funds on a dollar-for-dollar basis. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not applicable. 

(6) This amount was available within the budget in the international markets specified by Tourism 
Australia as targets of this program. 

(7) Tourism Western Australia has advised that this information is commercially sensitive and that the 
release of such information would have a significant adverse effect on its business, professional, 
commercial and financial affairs, as well as those of third parties. Therefore, as a matter of procedural 
fairness to those third parties, it would be necessary for this information to be obtained through the 
Freedom of Information process.  

RED BULL AIR RACE — ADMISSION CHARGE 

2013. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Tourism 

I refer to the report in The West Australian Newspaper of 24 October 2009, about admission charges to 
spectators of the Red Bull Air Race, and the Minister’s subsequent announcement on 14 December 2009 in 
relation to this matter, and ask — 

(1) Did the State Government pay any extra money or provide any extra in-kind services to the organisers 
of the Red Bull Air Race to secure the return to free general admission? 

(2) If yes to (1), what is the value of this extra funding? 

(3) Did the Minister or Eventscorp know of the plan to charge admission in October 2008 when the 
agreement with Red Bull Air Race organisers was signed? 

(4) If yes to (3), why was the Western Australian public not informed when the Minister announced the 
agreement? 
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Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Tourism Western Australia has advised that this information is commercially sensitive and that the 
release of such information would have a significant adverse effect on its business, professional, 
commercial and financial affairs, as well as those of third parties. Therefore, as a matter of procedural 
fairness to those third parties, it would be necessary for this information to be obtained through the 
Freedom of Information process. Furthermore, I am advised that Tourism WA is contractually barred 
from disclosing the information you seek. 

(3) Tourism WA was aware that the event holder planned to charge admission to certain areas of the event. 
An in-principle agreement (Letter of Intent) was signed by Red Bull Air Race and Tourism WA in 
August 2008. 

(4) The location, size and scope of the ticketed area was not finalised and was subject to ongoing 
discussions at that time.  

CRICKET TEST MATCHES IN PERTH — HOSTING RIGHTS 

2014. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Tourism 

I refer to the Minister’s announcement of 15 December 2009 that the State Government had secured a cricket 
test match per year for Perth for the next three years, and ask — 

Was Perth in any danger of losing the hosting rights to a test match each year or was it more likely that, as for 
the past 33 years, Perth would host a test match each year? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

No, Perth was not in danger of losing the hosting rights to a test match each year. However Perth was in danger 
of being awarded the least desirable test matches in terms of timing, which would have had a negative impact on 
international visitor numbers. 

WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT PLAN / ISSUES PAPER 

2015. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the Minister’s comment in The West Australian newspaper of 13 January 2010, that the Government 
had ‘launched a workforce development plan with industry six weeks ago’, and ask — 

(1) Is this document referred to an issues paper and not a workforce development plan? 

(2) Will the Minister admit that his issues paper sets out a timeline to produce a final report in 
October 2010 at the earliest? 

(3) Given that the business community expect skills shortages well within this year, will the Minister admit 
that his leisurely approach to producing a workforce development plan is inadequate and will be too late 
to assist industry when it most needs it? 

(4) Will the Minister apologise to readers of The West Australian newspaper, and the Western Australian 
public, for misrepresenting his issues paper as a workforce development plan? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(4) I announced a comprehensive approach to workforce development including the creation of the 
Department of Training and Workforce Development.  

The final report was due in October 2010 however the process has been fast tracked and I expect the 
report significantly sooner. 

TRAINING PROVIDERS — REGULATION AND ACCREDITATION 

2016. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to this Government’s boycott of the Council of Australian Government’s plan, to establish a national body 
to register and audit training providers and accredit courses, and ask — 

(1) Will the Minister admit that there is a danger that Western Australian training providers and their 
students will not have their courses recognised nationally if our State is not part of a national regulation 
and accreditation scheme? 

(2) Has the Government determined that this boycott is its final position on this matter, or will the Minister 
commit to on-going negotiations with the Commonwealth, in an effort to resolve whatever sticking 
points have blocked Western Australia’s agreement to the national body? 
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(3) If there is to be no further negotiation and if, as reported, this Government proposes to amend or enact 
legislation to mirror the Commonwealth legislation; will the Minister admit that he and his government 
are simply engaged in a petty State versus Federal political game? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(3) Western Australia has agreed to participate, as a non-referring State, in the national regulation and 
accreditation scheme. All training delivered by providers regulated by the Western Australian 
regulatory body will be nationally recognised. All qualifications issued to students will continue to be 
nationally recognised. 

The government has committed to ensuring national consistency in the regulation of vocational 
education and training (VET). It is intended that Western Australia will implement legislation that 
mirrors the Commonwealth legislation to ensure consistency is achieved.  

LABOUR SKILLS SHORTAGE — WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT PLAN 

2017. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the survey released in January 2010 by the Small Business Development Corporation, that showed 
most small and medium enterprises did not believe there will be a skills shortage later this year, and ask — 

(1) Does the Minister believe there will be a skills shortage later this year? 

(2) If no to (1), will the Minister produce data to back up this belief? 

(3) If yes to (1), why has the Minister failed to fast track the production of his workforce development 
plan? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Yes. There is expected to be skill shortages in certain sectors of the economy. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) I have fast tracked the workforce development plan. 

CHALLENGER INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY – MURDOCH UNIVERSITY —  
APPLIED DEGREE PATHWAYS PARTNERSHIP 

2018. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to Minister’s media statement of 15 December 2009 announcing a partnership between Murdoch 
University and Challenger TAFE, now known as Challenger Institute of Technology, and ask — 

(1) What procedures have been put in place to ensure that the ‘seamless pathways’ referred to in the 
Minister’s statement, are not jeopardised by the Government’s boycott of the COAG-initiated national 
regulation and accreditation system for training providers? 

(2) Will the Minister admit that attempting to create these ‘seamless pathways’ between Murdoch 
University and Challenger Institute of Technology, would be easier if both bodies were nationally 
regulated and accredited, rather than just Murdoch University? 

(3) Has the Minister received, in writing, a guarantee that the new diploma-degree courses will be 
nationally accredited and recognised, the same as any other Murdoch University degree? 

(4) If yes to (3), will the Minister table that document? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) The new applied degree pathways between Challenger Institute of Technology and Murdoch University 
are based on nationally-recognised vocational diploma qualifications delivered by Challenger Institute, 
providing first year advanced standing in new Murdoch accredited degrees. National regulation and 
accreditation of training providers would have no impact on this arrangement as the qualifications are 
already nationally accredited. 

(2) As mentioned in (1), the pathways are based on already nationally-recognised and accredited vocational 
diploma qualifications. National regulation and accreditation of training providers would have no 
impact on this arrangement. 

(3) The new applied degree courses have the same recognition at a national level as any other Murdoch 
University degree.  

(4) Not applicable.  
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WORKFORCE TRAINING — INDIGENOUS YOUTH IN MID-WEST  

2019. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the Government’s ‘Training together-working together’ forum in Geraldton in December 2009, and 
ask — 

(1) Has the Minister met with the Midwest Mining and Aboriginal Development Partnership (MMAEDP) 
in 2010 to discuss funding for a project to establish training and accommodation facilities for young 
indigenous people in the region? 

(2) If no to (1), has the Minister received a request to meet and when will he be meeting with the 
MMAEDP? 

(3) If yes to (1), what were the outcomes of that meeting? 

(4) Will the Minister commit to State Government funding for this worthy project to increase Indigenous 
participation in the Midwest resources boom? 

(5) If no to (4), will the Minister admit that his ‘Training together-working together’ forums are just 
window-dressing and a substitute for real, sincere and funded action on Indigenous workforce 
development? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Yes I met with representatives from the MMAEDP on 4 February 2010. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3)-(5) The meeting went very well. The Geraldton Iron Ore Alliance has since written to me confirming the 
assistance the MMAEDP is seeking and my Department will be in contact with them to discuss areas 
where the Department may be able to assist. 

SMALL BUSINESS ADVOCATE — ESTABLISHMENT 

2020. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the minister representing the Minister for Commerce 

I refer to the Minister’s announcement on 7 August 2009 that the Government would be establishing a Small 
Business Advocate, and ask — 

(1) Has the Small Business Advocate been established? 

(2) If yes to (1), who has been appointed to that role? 

(3) If no to (1), why has there been a seven-month delay in establishing this office, the dedicated website 
and the Freecall service that was announced by the Minister? 

(4) If this advocacy service was not in place, why did the Government go ahead with its actions to extend 
retail trading hours prior to Christmas? 

(5) Will the Minister apologise to the small business community for neglecting to establish this advocacy 
service prior to the start of extended retail trading hours as promised? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) No. Following approaches by small business representatives the previous Minister agreed to give 
further consideration to the role, functions and powers of the Small Business Advocate which will delay 
the commencement of this service.  

As part of this exercise, the previous Minister met with the Small Business Commissioner in Victoria to 
gain further insights into the operations of his office and have invited a number of small business 
representatives to participate in an Advisory Group that will report back to me on this matter. 

(2) Not Applicable. 

(3) Refer to Question (1). 

(4)-(5)  The State Government will establish a Small Business Advocate to support small business in the 
transition to extended trading hours across the metropolitan area. This change to Western Australia's 
trading hours environment, which was foreshadowed when the Government announced its plans for a 
Small Business Advocate, has yet to be implemented due to a lack of support in Parliament.  



2234 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 4 May 2010] 

 

DANNY GREEN AND “EXTRAORDINARY TAXI RIDE” — GOVERNMENT FUNDING PRIORITIES 

2022. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Tourism 

Why did the Government not agree to pay the $100 000 requested for the Danny Green v Roy Jones Junior event 
(which netted approximately $5 million, 5 000 interstate visitors and 20 000 spectators and an untold amount of 
televised publicity) and yet spend $5.8 million on a taxi ride which will only directly affect 22 tourists? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

Eventscorp was not approached by Green Machine Promotions to support the Danny Green v Roy Jones Junior 
event. It is not possible to directly compare the value of a marketing campaign with a one-off sporting event held 
in another State. Tourism Western Australia's previous marketing campaigns have delivered strong returns on 
investment and The Extraordinary Taxi Ride campaign is expected to do the same. 

"EXTRAORDINARY TAXI RIDE" WEBSITE — SELECTION OF TOURISM PROVIDERS 

2023. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Tourism 

I refer to the ‘Extraordinary Taxi Ride’ website and in particular, the Western Australia Special Deals section 
and I ask — 

(1) How were these particular tourist providers chosen to be part of the website campaign? 

(2) Do these providers pay to advertise on this site? 

(3) If yes to (2), how much? 

(4) Did any providers miss out on the opportunity to advertise on the site? 

(5) If yes to (3), why? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1) Tourism Western Australia's major co-operative campaign partners were offered the opportunity to list 
a "travel deal" on the 'Extraordinary Taxi Ride' campaign website. 

(2) No. 

(3) Not applicable. 

(4) All of Tourism Western Australia's major co-operative campaign partners were offered the opportunity.  

(5) Not applicable. 

STATE TRAINING BOARD — GOVERNMENT SUPPORT 

2024. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

(1) Has the State concluded the funding negotiations with the Commonwealth, which were due for 
completion in March 2009, in respect of the submission for additional resources to support the State 
Training Board’s draft strategy for overall growth in training participation? 

(2) If yes to (1), how much funding has been allocated to Western Australia to support the State Training 
Board’s draft strategy for overall growth in training participation? 

(3) What training targets have been set by the Commonwealth and within what timeframes? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) The Commonwealth has allocated $132 million to Western Australia through the National Partnership 
Agreement on Productivity Places Program. The State has committed $63 million and a non-
government contribution of $16 million is anticipated. 

(3) Under the National Partnership Agreement on Productivity Places Program Western Australia has a 
training target of 75,481 course enrolments to be achieved over the life of the Agreement from 2009 
to 2012. 

STATE TRAINING BOARD — IDENTIFICATION OF INDUSTRY DEMAND 

2025. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

(1) Has the State Training Board and the Department undertaken a review the State Training Profile 2009-
2011, to identify shifts in industry demand for labour? 

(2) If yes to (1), can the Minister advise when this work will be made public? 

(3) If no (1), when will this work be completed? 



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 4 May 2010] 2235 

 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(2) Yes. It is expected that the State Training Plan 2010-2012 will be released in the next couple of months. 

(2) Not applicable.  

PRODUCTIVITY PLACES PROGRAM — ALLOCATION FOR WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

2026. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

(1) Which of the Commonwealth Government’s Productivity Places Program (PPP) will provide 700,000 
additional places nationally over the period to 2012? 

(2) Have negotiations between the State and Commonwealth Government concluded on Western 
Australia’s allocation of places? 

(3) If yes to (2) — 

(a) how many places will Western Australia get in total; 

(b) what is the value of total places; 

(c) how many of these places will be for existing workers at Certificate III and above; 

(d) what is the value of these places; 

(e) how many of these places will be for job seekers at Certificate II and III; and 

(f) what is the value of these places? 

(4) What other places were funded if any under the PPP programme? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Western Australia administers one overall program within the National Partnership Agreement on 
Productivity Places Program. 

(2) Yes. 

(3) (a)  75,481 course enrolments. 

(b) $211 million. 

(c) 52,010 course enrolments. 

(d) $157 million. 

(e) 15,617 course enrolments. 

(f) $36 million (approximately). 

(4) No other places were funded by the State under the Productivity Places Program. 

PRIORITY START BUILDING PROGRAM — STAKEHOLDER PARTICIPATION 

2027. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

(1) How many employers were registered under Component A of the Priority Start Building Program 
(PSBP) in the following years — 

(a) 2006; 
(b) 2007; 
(c) 2008; 
(d) 2009; and 
(e) as at 19 March 2010? 

(2) How many apprentices were employed under the PSBP in the following years — 

(a) 2006; 
(b) 2007; 
(c) 2008; 
(d) 2009; and 
(e) as at 19 March 2010? 

(3) How many trainees were employed under the PSBP in the following years — 

(a) 2006; 
(b) 2007; 
(c) 2008; 
(d) 2009; and 
(e) as at 19 March 2010? 
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(4) How many contractors applied for provisional certification under the PSBP in the following years — 

(a) 2006; 
(b) 2007; 
(c) 2008; 
(d) 2009; and 
(e) as at 19 March 2010? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) (a)  21. 
(b) 519. 
(c) 507. 
(d) 495. 
(e) 253. 

(2) (a)  0. 
(b) 12. 
(c) 145. 
(d) 144. 
(e) 57. 

(3) (a)  0. 
(b) 26. 
(c) 55. 
(d) 54. 
(e) 4. 

(4) (a)  0. 
(b) 47. 
(c) 39. 
(d) 33. 
(e) 16. 

PRIORITY START BUILDING PROGRAM — TENDER DOCUMENTATION 

2028. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the Priority Start Building Program, and I ask — 

(1) Is the number of apprentices or trainees to be employed as determined by the Government Works 
Agency still specified in all tender documentation? 

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

(3) When did this change in policy take place and why? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Yes, the policy requires Government Works Agencies to specify the number of apprentices or trainees 
in their tender documentation. 

(2)-(3) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2035. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Department of Training and Workforce Development 

(1) Nil.  
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(2) 21.  

(3)-(6) As part of the strategic and operational planning of the new Department of Training and Workforce 
Development, the Department will be reviewing future trainee staffing requirements. 

Department of Education Services 

(1) Nil 
(2) One. 
(3) No. 
(4) Not Applicable. 
(5) Nil. 
(6) Office accommodation is at capacity. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2040. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Environment 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

Department of Environment and Conservation including the Office of the Appeals Convenor 

(1) The Department of Environment and Conservation currently employs 2 apprentices 

(2) The Department of Environment and Conservation currently employs 40 trainees 

(3) Yes. 

(4) There are plans to promote the placement of Aboriginal school-based trainees to support the 
involvement of indigenous traditional owners in land management. 

(5) No specific funds have been allocated in the 2009-10 budget to recruit more participants for 
apprenticeships and traineeships. The on-the-job component of school-based traineeships does not 
require funding by DEC. 

(6) Existing funds are sufficient for apprenticeships and traineeships that can be managed within the 
existing DEC structure. 

Office of the Environmental Protection Authority 

(1) There are NIL apprentices currently employed by the Office of the Environmental Protection Agency 
(OEPA) 

(2) There are NIL trainees currently employed by the Office of the Environmental Protection Agency 
(OEPA) 

(3)-(6)  The Office of the Environmental Protection Authority, was established on 27 November 2009 and will 
be considering the role of potential trainee and apprenticeships within the Department. 

Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority 

(1) There are NIL apprentices currently employed by the Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority  
(2) Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority currently employs 11 trainees 
(3) Yes 
(4) One (1) 
(5) $54,735.41 
(6) N/A 

Swan River Trust 
(1) There are NIL apprentices currently employed by the Swan River Trust.  
(2) Swan River Trust currently employs 1 trainee 
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(3)-(6)  The existing funds are sufficient for the current trainee and would be reviewed should it be determined 
that there should be an increase in the number of trainees or apprentices within the agency.  

Perth Zoo 

(1) The Zoological Parks Authority currently employs 1 apprentice. 

(2) The Zoological Parks Authority currently employs 1 trainee. 

(3) The Zoological Parks Authority does not have any immediate plans to increase the number of 
apprenticeships and traineeships. 

(4) N/A 

(5) $2,500. 

(6) N/A 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2041. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Youth 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1) There are Nil apprentices currently employed by the Department for Communities, Office for Youth. 

(2) There are Nil trainees currently employed by the Department for Communities, Office for Youth. 

(3)-(6) The Department for Communities does not have any immediate plans to increase the number of 
apprenticeships and traineeships within the Office for Youth. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2042. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Premier has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Government agencies in the Premier's portfolio advise: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet: 

(1) Nil as at 23 March 2010. 

(2) Three as at 23 March 2010. 

(3) Yes 

(4) As at the 7 April 2010 the Department will employ another two school based trainees. 

(5) $11,307 

(6) Not applicable 

Public Sector Commissioner: 

(1) Nil as at 23 March 2010. 
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(2) As at 23 March 2010, the Public Sector Commission employed two (2) part-time, School Based 
Trainees and one (1) full-time, Business Trainee. 

(3) Yes. 

(4) The Public Sector Commission proposes to employee one (1) extra full-time, Business Trainee and one 
(1) extra part-time, School Based Trainee. 

(5) $68,000 

(6) Not applicable. 

Department of State Development: 

(1) Nil as at 23 March 2010. 

(2) One as at 23 March 2010. 

(3) No 

(4)-(6) Not applicable. 

Acting Commissioner of the Public Sector Standard: 

(1)-(2) Nil as at 23 March 2010. 

(3) No 

(4) Not Applicable 

(5) None 

(6) The anticipated amalgamation of the Office of Public Sector Standards Commission with the Public 
Sector Commission, as proposed in the Public Sector Reform Bill 2009, will result in any future 
traineeships being funded under the Public Sector Commission. 

Gold Corporation: 

(1) Four as at 23 March 2010 

(2) Zero as at 23 March 2010 

(3) Yes 

(4) Trainee-Indigenous Program 

(5) Nil 

(6) Still doing budgets so none as at 25 March 2010. 

Lotterywest: 

(1)-(2) None as at 23 March 2010. 

(3) Not at this time — limited opportunity for such positions at Lotterywest. 

(4) Not applicable. 

(51) None. 

(6) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2043. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2042. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2044. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport representing the Deputy Premier 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Deputy Premier has 
responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 
 

 Department 
of 
Indigenous 
Affairs 

Department of 
Health 

Nurses and 
Midwives Board of 
Western Australia  

Office of 
Health 
Review  

Healthway 

(1) Nil. 11 Nil. Nil. Nil. 
(2) Nil. 106 Nil. Nil. Nil. 
(3) Yes. Yes. No. No. No. 
(4) 2 

traineeships. 
This is currently 
under 
consideration. 

Not applicable. Not 
applicable. 

Not applicable. 

(5) $50 000 Nil. Nil. Nil. Nil. 
(6) Not 

applicable. 
Apprenticeships 
and traineeships 
will be funded 
from within current 
budget settings. 

NMBWA will be 
transitioning to the 
Australian Health 
Profession 
Regulation Agency 
and it is unclear at 
this stage what 
funding will be 
available. 

Extra 
funding has 
not been 
applied for. 

The ability to appoint trainees at 
Healthway is carefully planned around the 
capacity to do so (as Healthway is a small 
organisation with only 14.0FTE) and the 
type of project work being 
undertaken. Historically, Healthway has 
welcomed health promotion students to 
assist with finite projects which has in 
some instances led to further employment 
in the health promotion field. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2045. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for Health 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice LC 2044 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2046. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for Indigenous Affairs 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 
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(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice LC 2044 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2047. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Regional 
Development 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

The Department of Regional Development and Lands 

(1)-(2) Nil 
(3) Yes 

(4) The Department of Regional Development and Lands is developing an Aboriginal Development 
Program which will include a traineeship component. 

(5) Nil 
(6) As a new Agency, the Department of Regional Development and Lands is presently in the process of 

establishing a number of Human Resource programs, including this program. Funding will be sourced 
through the Department's recurrent funds. 

Gascoyne Development Commission 

(1) Nil 
(2) 1 
(3) No 
(4) Not Applicable 
(5) $30,000 
(6) Not Applicable 

Goldfields Esperance Development Commission 

(1)-(2) Nil 
(3) No 

(4) Not applicable 

(5) Nil 
(6) Agency has no requirement for trainees or apprentices. 

Great Southern Development Commission 

(1)-(2) Nil 
(3) No 

(4) Not applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) The GSDC is a small organisation with limited capacity to employ and manage apprentices and 
trainees. However the GSDC has a track record of employing young graduates and developing them 
into well rounded public sector officers. 
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Landgate 

(1) Nil 

(2) Two 

(3) No 

(4) Not Applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) Landgate is focusing on its Graduate and Cadet programs rather than apprenticeships and traineeships. 

Landcorp  

(1) Nil 

(2) Two 

(3) There are plans to increase the number of traineeships in the next few years. 

(4) The proposed increase is dependent on the success of current traineeships and the ability of the business 
to support these employees. 

(5) No additional funds at this stage. 

(6) Allocation of funds is dependent on the success of current traineeships and the ability of the business to 
support these employees. 

Mid West Development Commission 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3) No 

(4) Not applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) Apprentices are not applicable to our organisation.  

Traineeships — MWDC is currently unable to allocate space to accommodate additional corporate staff, and 
does not currently have the capacity to train a trainee due to a number of part time positions (loss of continuity 
for trainee). As the situation changes, MWDC will consider putting on a trainee. 

Peel Development Commission 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3) Yes 

(4) 1 

(5) Nil 

(6) Trainees are supported by an external organisation so no budget is required. 

South West Development Commission 

(1)-(2)  Nil 

(3)  Yes. 

(4)  A trainee will be provided on a fee for service basis by The Apprentice and Traineeship Company. 

(5)  Nil 

(6) Due to the small size of the office, it is only possible to provide 1 traineeship position. 

Wheatbelt Development Commission  

(1)  Nil 
(2) Not applicable 
(3) No 
(4) Not applicable 
(5) No 
(6) The Wheatbelt Development Commission is not actively seeking new employees.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2048. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Lands 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 
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(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

(1)-(6)  Refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2047 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2049. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister Assisting the Minister 
for State Development 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

(1)-(6)  Refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2047 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2050. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister Assisting the Minister 
for Transport 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

(1)-(6)  Refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2047 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2051. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Education 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

For the Department of Education 

(1) Nil. 

(2) One. 

(3) No. 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) Nil. 

(6) Any funds are retained by the newly created Department of Training and Workforce Development. 

For the Country High School Hostels Authority 

(1)-(2)  Nil. 

(3) No. 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) Nil. 

(6) The Country High School Hostels Authority supports secondary school students with work experience 
at its residential colleges. It also provides a boarding and transport service to enable boarders to 
participate in work experience with businesses in the regional centres where its boarding facilities are 
located.  

For the Public Education Endowment Trust 

(1)-(2)  Nil. 

(3) No. 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) Nil. 

(6) The Public Education Endowment Trust has a staff of one, and its core business is grant funding. The 
Trustees do not have the infrastructure or funding to employ apprentices or trainees. 

For the Curriculum Council 

(1)-(2)  Nil 

(3) No 

(4) Not applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) There were no roles, suited to trainees or apprentices, in 2009/10.  

For the Department of Education Services 

(1) Nil. 

(2) One. 

(3) No. 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) Nil. 

(6) Office accommodation is at capacity. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2052. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Tourism 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 
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Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

For Tourism WA 

(1) Nil. 
(2) One. 
(3) No. 
(4) Not applicable. 
(5)-(6)  No cost for recruitment as trainees are sourced through industry newsletters, word of mouth and job 

network referrals. 

For the Rottnest Island Authority 

(1)-(2)  Nil. 
(3) No. 
(4) Not applicable. 
(5) Nil. 
(6) The Rottnest Island Authority has a requirement for an experienced and already skilled workforce. 

Work functions on the Island, where there might be employment opportunities for apprentices and 
trainees, are currently outsourced to contracted providers e.g. Programmed Facility Management & ISS. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2054. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the minister representing the Minister for Commerce 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission 

(1) Nil 
(2) One 
(3) No 
(4) Not applicable 
(5) Nil 
(6) The Department is not recruiting additional staff. 

Department of Commerce 

The Department of Commerce advises: 

(1) Nil. 
(2) 1. 

(3) Yes. 

(4) 1 School Based Trainee commenced on 6 April 2010. 

(5) Specific funding not identified. 

(6) The Department of Commerce does not employ apprentices, but trainees could be engaged on a case by 
case basis.  

WorkCover 

(1) Nil 
(2) Two 

(3)-(6) WorkCover WA will continue to maintain its existing arrangement of engaging two trainees each 
financial year at a cost of $40 000 per annum. 
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SBDC 

(1) No apprentices are currently employed. 

(2) No trainees are currently employed. 

(3) No. 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) Nil. 

(6) There are currently no plans to recruit participants for apprenticeships or traineeships 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2055. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the minister representing the Minister for Science and Innovation 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

ChemCentre 

(1)-(2) None 

(3) No 

(4)-(5) N/A 

(6) ChemCentre is a specialist professional area requiring qualified personnel with university or TAFE 
qualifications. It contributes to the State's training needs through supervising students from these 
institutions or employing them as vacation staff within exisiting budgets. 

The Science, Innovation and Business Division of the Department of Commerce: 

(1) (6)  Refer to Legislative Question on Notice 2054. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2057. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Police 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

WA Police 

Western Australia Police does not employ apprentices but does have trainees under the Police Cadet program. 

(1) Nil 

(2) 40 — Police Cadet Trainees  

(3) No 

(4) Not applicable 

(5) WA Police is currently funded to maintain 40 Police Cadet Trainees per annum.  

(6) Not applicable 
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FESA 

(1) 1 

(2) Nil 

(3) Yes 

(4) 6, by 30 June 2011. 

(5) $164,000 

(6) Not applicable 

Office of Road Safety 

The Office of Road Safety is administratively supported as part of Main Roads WA and as such the response will 
be included in the MRWA response under the Minister for Transport. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2058. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Emergency Services 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(6) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2057.. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2059. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Road Safety 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(6) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2057.. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2060. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Sport and Recreation 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

DEPARTMENT OF SPORT AND RECREATION 

(1) Nil 

(2) One 

(3) Yes 

(4) One additional trainee. 

(5) Nil funding increase as within existing budget. 

(6) DSR is a small agency with limited resources. 

VENUESWEST 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3) No 

(4) Not Applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) The opportunity for engagement of Apprentices/Trainees during the 2009-10 year did not present. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN INSTITUTE OF SPORT 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3) No 

(4) Not Applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) Traineeships and apprenticeships are not relevant to WAIS operations. We do allocate funds for PhD 
scholars 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2061. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

DEPARTMENT OF RACING, GAMING AND LIQUOR 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3) No 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) Nil 

(6) Not included in budget 

BURSWOOD PARK BOARD 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3) No 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) Nil 

(6) The Burswood Park Board has a full time equivalent of only five staff 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN GREYHOUND RACING ASSOCIATION 

(1)-(2) Nil 
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(3) No 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) Nil 

(6) No apprenticeships or traineeships are offered by Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2062. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Health 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

Response will be forthcoming from the Minister for Health. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2063. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Planning 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Department of Planning 

(1)-(2)  Nil 

(3)  No 

(4) Not applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) The Department currently has a large Graduate intake and is moving towards Cadetships.  

Armadale Redevelopment  

(1)-(2)  Nil 

(3)  No 

(4) Not applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) Armadale Redevelopment Authority is a small agency which outsources much of its work. 

East Perth Redevelopment 

(1)-(2)  Nil 
(3)  No 
(4) Not applicable 
(5) Nil 
(6) EPRA does not have a trainee/apprentice scheme as it is not in a position to offer traineeships or 

apprentices.  
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Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 

(1)-(6) Not applicable. Under its Act, the SRA Board is precluded from directly employing staff, apart from the 
Chief Executive Officer. EPRA delivers human resource services to the SRA in accordance with a 
Service Agreement between the two Boards.  

Midland Redevelopment 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3) No 

(4)-(6) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2064. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Culture and the 
Arts 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Department of Culture and the Arts  

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3)  No 

(4) Not Applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) Not applicable. 

Art Gallery of Western Australia 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3)  No 

(4) Not Applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) At present, the Art Gallery does not have the funding capacity to appoint a trainee. 

State Library of Western Australia 

(1) None. 

(2) One. 

(3) No. 

(4) Not Applicable 

(5) None. 

(6) Budget constraints. 

Western Australian Museum 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3)  No 

(4) Not Applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) Apprenticeships — no trade positions to employ apprentices 

Traineeships — little opportunity for traineeships within the Museum, although training exists for youth 
in other forms. 
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State Records Office 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3)  No. Would consider if funding became available. 

(4) Not Applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) Not applicable 

ScreenWest 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3)  No 
(4) Not Applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) Not applicable 

Perth Theatre Trust 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3)  No 
(4) Not Applicable 

(5) Nil 
(6) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2067. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Water 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Department of Water advises as at 23 March 2010: 

(1)-(2) Nil 
(3)  No 
(4) Not Applicable 
(5) Nil 
(6) The required capabilities for the Department of Water (DoW) are at University graduate 

level. Therefore, traineeships are not a core employment category for this agency.  

The DoW does not employ tradespeople. 

Aqwest advises as at 23 March 2010: 

(1)-(2) Nil  

(3) Yes, there are plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships during the period 1st 
May, 2010 and February 2012. 

(4) 1 
(5) Nil 
(6) Funds have been allocated for 2010 — 2011. 

Busselton Water advises as at 23 March 2010: 

(1)-(2) Nil  
(3) Yes, there are plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships during the period 1st 

May, 2010 and February 2012. 
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(4) 1 

(5) Nil 

(6) Funds have been allocated for 2010 — 2011. 

Water Corporation advises as at 23 March 2010: 

(1) 38  

(2) 115 

(3) Yes, there are plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships during the period 1st 
May, 2010 and June 2014. 

(4) 16 

(5) $296 900 

(6) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2068. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

The Drug and Alcohol Office and the Mental Health Commission advise 

(1)-(2) Nil 
(3) No 
(4) Not applicable 
(5) Nil 

(6) Funding for front line services takes priority in the allocation of available resources within the Drug and 
Alcohol Office while the Mental Health Commission is responsible for the strategic planning, policy 
setting and purchasing of mental health services in Western Australia. The Commission does not 
provide direct services. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2069. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Local Government 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Department of Local Government including the Office of Multicultural Interests  

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3) No 

(4) Not applicable 

(5) Nil 
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(6) There are no funds allocated for apprenticeships and traineeships. Traineeships are a possibility in the 
future, and the Department is considering options in its current review and restructure process.  

Metropolitan Cemeteries Board  

(1) One (1) 

(2) Two (2) 

(3) No 

(4)-(5) Not applicable 

(6) Beyond internal funding budget. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2070. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Heritage 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Heritage Council of Western Australia 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3) No 

(4) Not applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) The work of the Heritage Council, through the Office of Heritage, does not lend itself to the 
employment of apprentices or trainees. 

National Trust of Australia (WA) 

(1)-(2) Nil 

(3) No 

(4) Not applicable 

(5) Nil 

(6) The work of the National Trust of Australia (WA) does not lend itself to the employment of apprentices 
or trainees.. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES 

2071. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Citizenship and 
Multicultural Interests 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many apprentices are currently employed? 

(2) How many trainees are currently employed? 

(3) Are there currently any plans to increase the number of apprenticeships and traineeships immediately? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the proposed increases? 

(5) What funds have been allocated in 2009-10 to recruit more participants for apprenticeships and 
traineeships? 

(6) If no funds have been allocated, why not? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(6) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2069.. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2079. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

Public Transport Authority 

(1) Vehicle totals are based on PTA's leased and owned vehicles weighing less than 4.5 tonne including 
light commercial vehicles. PTA's owned vehicles weighing greater than 4.5 tonne, such as Transwa 
road coaches and the Transperth bus fleet have been excluded. 

At 30 April 2009, number of vehicles in the fleet totalled 185. 
At 19 March 2010, number of vehicles in the fleet totalled 172. 

(2) PTA's fleet has been reduced by 13 leased vehicles as at 19 March 2010. 

(3) The target for fleet reduction in 2009-10 was six vehicles. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not applicable. 

Main Roads 

(1) At 30 April 2009, number of vehicles in the fleet totalled 411. 
At 19 March 2010, number of vehicles in the fleet totalled 416. 

(2) The number of vehicles in the fleet has not reduced.  

(3) The target for reduction in 2009-10 was three vehicles. 

(4) No. 

(5) Current vehicle numbers are 416. These numbers include three Office of Road Safety vehicles 
transitioning to Main Roads from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet in July 2009. The State 
Government's 2009-10 target of 411 vehicles will be achieved by 30 June 2010.  

Department of Transport 

(1) At 30 April 2009, number of vehicles in the fleet totalled 142. 
At 19 March 2010, number of vehicles in the fleet totalled 132. 

(2) The fleet has been reduced by 10 vehicles. 

(3) The target for fleet reduction was five vehicles. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2080. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Disability Services 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1) At 30 April 2009, 403 vehicles. 
At 19 March 2010, 391 vehicles 
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(2) The fleet has been reduced by 12 vehicles. 

(3) The target for fleet reduction was 15 vehicles. 

(4) No, the target has not been reached. 

(5) The remaining three vehicles are scheduled to be relinquished by 30 June 2010 as their lease 
agreements expire. Given the timeframe, it is more cost effective to let the leases run their agreed terms 
than to break the lease agreements. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2081. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Office of Energy 

(1) Office of Energy had a fleet of 9 vehicles at April 2009. 

(2) Office of Energy has a fleet of 6 vehicles at 19 March 2010. 

(3) 1. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not applicable. 

Synergy 

(1) Synergy had a fleet of 34 vehicles at April 2009.  

(2) Synergy had a fleet of 21 vehicles at 19 March 2010. 

(3) No reduction target was set. 

(4)-(5) Not Applicable.   

Verve 

(1) Verve had a fleet of 75 vehicles at April 2009. 

(2) Verve had a fleet of 75 vehicles at 19 March 2010.  

(3) No reduction target was set. 

(4)-(5) Not applicable.  

Western Power 

(1) Western Power had a fleet of 1544 vehicles at April 2009. This is excluding vehicles maintained and 
operated by Western Power on behalf of the other electricity corporations.  

(2) Western Power had a fleet of 1540 vehicles at 19 March 2010.  

(3) No reduction target was set. 

(4)-(5) Not applicable.  

Horizon Power 

(1) Horizon Power had a fleet of 159 vehicles at April 2009.  

(2) Horizon Power had a fleet of 146 vehicles at 19 March 2010. 

(3) No reduction target was set. 

(4)-(5) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2082. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 
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(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Department of Training and Workforce Development 

(1) As at April 2009, the functions of the Department of Training and Workforce Development 
(Department) were part of the then Department of Education and Training (DET). The total fleet for 
DET was 627 of which 62 vehicles were allocated specifically to training related cost centres as well as 
a proportion of pool vehicles which was not specified. 

(2) The Department of Training and Workforce Development had a fleet of 66 vehicles at 19 March 2009.  

(3) The target reduction for the former DET was 24 vehicles which was exceeded. The training proportion 
of this would have notionally been two vehicles. This target was achieved as part of the DET reduction. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not applicable. 

Department of Education Services 

(1) The Department of Education Services had a fleet of 7 vehicles at April 2009.  19 March 2010: Eight 

(2) The Department of Education Services had a fleet of 8 vehicles at 19 March 2010. There was no 
reduction — the number was increased by one due to transfer to the Department of an SES employee 
with vehicle from Department of Education 

(3) 0, because the required 10 per cent reduction resulted in less than one vehicle due to the low number in 
the fleet. 

(4)-(5) Not applicable.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2089. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Premier has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Government agencies in the Premier's portfolio advise: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet: 

(1)-(2) As at 30 April 2009 the Department vehicle fleet was 194 of which 64 were administered for Members 
of Parliament.  

On the 19 March 2010 the vehicle fleet was 172 of which 65 were administered for Members of 
Parliament by the Department.  

(3)-(5) The target set by the Department of Treasury and Finance for all State Government agencies was 10% 
reduction in 2009-10. This has been achieved by the Department. The Department is unable to reduce 
the number of vehicles allocated to Members of Parliament unless a member indicates they no longer 
wish to access their entitlement to a leased vehicle provided by government under the Salaries and 
Allowances Tribunal determination. 

Public Sector Commissioner: 

(1)-(2) As at 30 April 2009 — Public Sector Commission: 14 
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal: One 
As at 19 March 2010 — Public Sector Commission: 11 
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal: One 
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(3) Public Sector Commission: 10% (1.3 cars) 
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal: Not applicable 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

Department of State Development: 

(1)-(2) 30 April 2009: 29 and as at 19 March 2010: 29  

(3) One 

(4) Yes  

(5) Not applicable 

Acting Commissioner of the Public Sector Standard: 

(1)-(2) As at 30 April 2009: 8 and as at 19 March 2010: 4 

(3) Office of the Public Sector Standards Commissioner 10% 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

Gold Corporation: 

(1)-(2) 30 April 2009 — One Ute; 19 March 2010 — One Ute. Please note that the ute is kept on the premises 
to be used for maintenance purposes only. 

(3) None 

(4)-(5) Not applicable 

Lotterywest: 

(1)-(2) As at 30 April 2009: 25 and as at 19 March 2010: 25 

(3) One 

(4) No 

(5) Lease only concludes 4 July 2010.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2090. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2089. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2091. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport representing the Deputy Premier 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Deputy Premier has 
responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

(5) If no to (4), why not? 
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Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 
 

 

 Department of Health Department of 
Indigenous 
Affairs  

Nurses and 
Midwives 
Board of 
Western 
Australia  

Office of 
Health 
Review  

Healthway 

(1) 
30/04/09 
19/03/10 

 
2 220  
2 112 

 
42  
40 

 
2  
2 

 
1  
1 

 
6  
6 

(2) 108 2 Nil. Nil. Nil. 
(3) Based on the target 

reduction of 10% over 
the 2009-10 to 2012-13 
years, the target for 
reduction in 2010 was 3.78% 
or 84 vehicles. 

2 Not applicable. Not 
applicable. 

Nil. Treasury has not 
required Healthway to 
reduce its fleet but has 
required Healthway to 
reduce the operating cost 
of its fleet. 

(4) Yes. Yes. Not applicable. Not 
applicable. 

Not applicable. 

(5) Not applicable. Not 
applicable. 

Not applicable. Not 
applicable. 

Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2092. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for Health 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1)-(5) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice LC 2091. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2093. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for Indigenous Affairs 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1)-(5) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice LC 2091. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2094. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Regional 
Development 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

(5) If no to (4), why not? 
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Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

Gascoyne Development Commission 

(1) 30 April 2009: 5 
19 March 2010: 5 

(2)-(3) Nil  

(4)-(5) Not applicable  

Goldfields–Esperance Development Commission 

(1) 30 April 2009: 2 
19 March 2010: 2 

(2) Nil 

(3) Nil — no reduction required 

(4)-(5) Not applicable 

Kimberley Development Commission 

(1) 30 April 2009: 5  
19 March 2010: 5 

(3) The target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10 was to reduce vehicle numbers subject to minimum 
operational requirements. 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

Landcorp 

(1)  30 April 2009: 33 
19 March 2010: 33 

(2) New arrangements have effectively reduced the fleet by two vehicles. As LandCorp's scope of 
operations has grown, without the new arrangements, fleet numbers would total 35 but have been 
maintained at 33. 

(3) 10% 

(4) Effectively yes if the growth is included (from 33 to 35). LandCorp will also be returning two vehicles 
in April 2010, when leases expire, reducing the fleet to 31. 

(5) Not applicable 

Landgate 

(1) 30 April 2009: 74 
19 March 2010: 71  

(2) Three 

(3) Three 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not Applicable 

Mid West Development Commission 

(1) 30 April 2009: 3 
19 March 2010: 4 (Bought new vehicle and in the process of disposing of old one) 

(2)-(3) Nil 

(5) Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

Peel Development Commission 

(1) 30 April 2009: 6 
19 March: 6 

(2) Nil 

(3) Nil (target reduction of vehicles is 2011/12) 
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(5) Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

Department of Regional Development and Lands 

(1) 30 April 2009: Not applicable 
19 March 2010: 27 

(2)-(5) Not applicable 

South West Development Commission 

(1) 30 April 2009: 12 
19 March 2010: 12 

(2)-(3)  Nil 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

Pilbara Development Commission 

(1) 30 April 2009:5  
19 March 2010: 4 

(2) –(3) 1 

(4)  Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2095. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Lands 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

(1)-(5)  Refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2094 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2096. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister Assisting the Minister 
for State Development 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

(1)-(5)  Refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2094 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2097. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister Assisting the Minister 
for Transport 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 
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(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

(1)-(5)  Refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2094 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2098. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Education 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

For the Department of Education 

(1) 30 April 2009: 627  
19 March 2010: 514 

(2) Reduced by 113 vehicles, of which 62 have been transferred to the Department of Training and 
Workforce Development. 

(3) The vehicle reduction target was 42 by 30 June 2010. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not applicable. 

For the Country High School Hostels Authority 

(1) 30 April 2009: 3 
19 March 2010: 2 

(2) 30 April 2009: 1 
19 March 2010: Nil 

(3) 1. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not applicable. 

For the Public Education Endowment Trust 

(1) 30 April 2009: Nil 
19 March 2010: Nil 

(2) Nil. 

(3)- (5)  Not applicable. 

For the Curriculum Council  

(1) 30 April 2009: 13 
19 March 2010: 12 

(2) 1 

(3) 1.3 

(4) Yes  

(5) Not applicable. 

For the Department of Education Services 

(1) 30 April 2009: 7 
19 March 2010: 8 

(2) No reduction — number was increased by one due to transfer to the Department of an SES employee 
with vehicle from Department of Education. 
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(3) Zero- because the required 10 per cent reduction resulted in less than one vehicle due to the low number 
in the fleet. 

(4)-(5)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2099. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Tourism 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

For Tourism WA 

(1) 30 April 2009: 30  
19 March 2010: 28 

(2) Please refer to part (1). 

(3) 1. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not applicable. 

For the Rottnest Island Authority 

(1) 30 April 2009: 34 
19 March 2010: 32 

(2) Please refer to part (1). 

(3) 1. 

(4) Yes. 

(5)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2101. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the minister representing the Minister for Commerce 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

SBDC 

(1) 30 April 2009: 7 
19 March 2010: 7 

(2)-(3) Nil. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not applicable 

WorkCover WA 

(1) 30 April 2009: 15 
19 March 2010: 15 

(2)-(3) Nil 

(4) Not applicable 
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(5) WorkCover WA is not funded from the Consolidated Revenue Fund.  

The Department of Commerce: 

(1) 30 April 2009: 237 
19 March 2010: 228 

(2) 9. 
(3) 9. 
(4) Yes. 
(5) Not applicable. 

WA Industrial Relations Commission 

(1) 30 April 2009: 1 
19 March 2010: 1 

(2)-(3) Nil 
(4)-(5) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2102. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the minister representing the Minister for Science and Innovation 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

ChemCentre 

(1)  30 April 2009: 7  
19 March 2010: 7 

(2)-(3) None 

(4)  N/A 

(5)  One vehicle lease will expire in May 2010, and will not be renewed. However a vehicle for the newly 
appointed permanent CEO was acquired in August 2009 to meet his statuatory employment conditions. 

Science Department Of Commerce 

Refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2101. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2103. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the minister representing the Minister for Housing and Works 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

The Department of Housing advises: 

(1) April 2009 — 205 vehicles 
March 2010 — 195 vehicles 

(2) 10 
(3) 7 vehicles 
(4) Yes 
(5) Not applicable. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2104. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Police 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

WA Police 

(1) WA Police's baseline for both owned (73) and leased (1484) vehicles as at 30 April 2009: 1557. 
WA Police's baseline for both owned (75) and leased (1447) vehicles as at 19 March 2010: 1522. 

The total fleet number includes patrol motor cycles, light and heavy commercial vehicles and purpose 
built vehicles. It also includes leased vehicles in transit, ie, commissioning and decommissioning 
stages. It excludes quad-bikes, trail bikes, trailers, caravans, tractor / tow-motors and ride-on-mowers. 

(2) Please refer to part (1) 

(3) The target for reduction in 2009/10 was 50 leased vehicles. 

(4) Not as yet. 

(5) The timeframe for achieving the target reduction is 30 June 2010.  

FESA 

(1) Number of Vehicles as at 30 April 2009: 185 (excluding emergency appliances). 
Number of Vehicles as at 19 March 2010: 178 (excluding emergency appliances). 

(2) Please refer to part (1) 

(3)  7 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

Office of Road Safety 

The Office of Road Safety is administratively supported as part of Main Roads WA and as such the response will 
be included in the MRWA response under the Minister for Transport. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2105. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Emergency Services 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(5) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2104. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2106. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Road Safety 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

(5) If no to (4), why not? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(5) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2104. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2110. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Planning 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Department of Planning 

(1) 30 April 2009: 58 
19 March 2010: 55 

(2)   3 

(3) 2 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

Western Australian Planning Commission 

(1) 30 April 2009: 28 
19 March 2010: 22 

(2)  6 

(3) 1 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

Armadale Redevelopment Authority 

(1)  6 

(2)-(3) Nil 

(4)  Not Applicable 

(5) Already a small number of vehicles. Each vehicle represents 17% of the fleet. 

East Perth Redevelopment Authority 

(1)  5  

(2) 1 — EPRA reduced its fleet from 6 to 5 vehicles in February 2009. 

(3) Nil 

(4)-(5) Not applicable 

Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 

(1) Nil 

(2)-(5) Not applicable 

Midland Redevelopment Authority 

(1) 30 April 2009:7 

(2) 3 

(3) 1 

(4) Yes reduction target has been reached. 

(5) Not applicable. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2111. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Culture and the 
Arts 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

Department of Culture and the Arts 

(1) 9 

(2) 1 

(3) 10 per cent 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not Applicable 

Perth Theatre Trust 

(1) 4   

(2) 0  

(3) 0 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not Applicable 

ScreenWest 

(1) 1 

(2)-(3) 0 

(4)-(5) Not Applicable  

State Library of Western Australia 
(1) 6 

(2) 0 

(3) 0 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not Applicable 

Western Australian Museum 

(1) 17 
(2) 2 
(3) 2 
(4) Yes 
(5) Not applicable 

Art Gallery of Western Australia 

(1) 6  
(2) 0 
(3) 0 
(4)-(5) Not Applicable  

State Records Office 

(1) 2 

(2)-(3) 0 

(4)-(5) Not Applicable 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2112. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Attorney General 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Attorney General has 
responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 

Commissioner for Children and Young People 

(1) 30 APRIL 2009: 3 
19 MARCH 2010: 3 

(2) Please refer to part (1).  

(3) 0 vehicles. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not applicable. 

Corruption and Crime Commission of Western Australia 

(1) 30 APRIL 2009: 18 
19 MARCH 2010: 17 

(2) Please refer to part (1). 

(3) 1 vehicle. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not applicable. 

Department of the Attorney General 

(1) 30 APRIL 2009: 252 
19 MARCH 2010: 251 

(2) Please refer to part (1). 

(3) 25 of 91 eligible vehicles. 

(4) No. 

(5) The vehicles have been returned to the Fleet Manager to be prepared for sale or reallocation within 
Government. The Department's initiative to reduce the fleet has been implemented. 

Equal Opportunity Commission of Western Australia 

(1)-(5)  Not applicable. 

Law Reform Commission of Western Australia 

(1) 30 APRIL 2009: 1 
19 MARCH 2010: 1 

(2) Please refer to part (1).  

(3) As the Commission has only one vehicle in its fleet there was no target for reduction of vehicles 
in 2009-10. 

(4)-(5) Not applicable. 

Legal Aid Commission of Western Australia 

(1) 30 APRIL 2009: 20 
19 MARCH 2010: 20 

(2) Please refer to part (1). 

(3)-(4) No target set. 
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(5) There has been no target reduction set for Legal Aid due to the small fleet and operational requirements 
in 10 offices across Western Australia. 

Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions 

(1) 30 APRIL 2009: 26 
19 MARCH 2010: 25 

(2) Please refer to part (1). 

(3) One. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not applicable. 

Office of the Information Commissioner 

(1) 30 APRIL 2009:  1 
19 MARCH 2010: 1 

(2) Please refer to part (1). 

(3) Nil. 

(4)-(5) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2114. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Water 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Aqwest advises: 

(1) 30 APRIL 2009: 14 
19 MARCH 2010: 14 

(2)-(3) Nil 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not Applicable 

Busselton Water advises: 

(1) 30 APRIL 2009: 11 
19 MARCH 2010: 11 

(2)-(3) Nil 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not Applicable 

Water Corporation advises: 

(1) 30 APRIL 2009: 1 151 
19 MARCH 2010: 1 151 

(2)-(3) Nil 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not Applicable 

Department of Water advises: 

(1) 30 APRIL 2009: 144 
19 MARCH 2010: 126 

(2) 18 

(3) 6 

(4) Yes 
(5) Not Applicable 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2115. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

The Mental Health Commission and Drug and Alcohol Office advise: 

(1) At 30 April 2009: 14 vehicles 
At 19 March 2010: 13 vehicles 

(2)-(3) One vehicle. 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

Note: The above answer is for the Drug and Alcohol Office and the Mental Health Commission (known as 
Mental Health Division as at 30 April 2009) only. 

The mental health services in Area Health Services form part of the Department of Health and of hospitals 
boards which are in the Minister for Health's portfolio. As a consequence, information concerning the mental 
health services (provided by Area Health Services) is included in the answer provided in respect of the 
Department of Health as a whole by the Minister for Health. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2116. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Local Government 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Department of Local Government including the Office of Multicultural Interests 

(1) 30 April 2009: 21 (includes one Regional Development vehicle)  
19 March 2010: 18  

(2) 3 

(3) 2 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

Metropolitan Cemeteries Board 

(1) 30 April 2009: 25 
19 March 2010: 26 

(2) 0 

(3) Nil 

(4)-(5) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2117. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Heritage 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 



2270 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 4 May 2010] 

 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Heritage Council of Western Australia 

(1) As at 30 April 2009: 2 
As at 19 March 2010: 2 

(2)-(3) Nil 

(4)-(5) Not applicable  

National Trust of Australia (WA) 

(1) 30 April 2009: 4 
19 March 2010: 4 

(2)-(3) Nil 

(4)-(5) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE NUMBER 

2118. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Citizenship and 
Multicultural Interests 

For each Department, Agency or Government owned corporation for which the Minister has responsibility — 

(1) How many vehicles did each of the abovementioned have in their fleet as at April 2009? 

(2) By how many vehicles has this been reduced by? 

(3) What was the target for reduction of vehicles in 2009-10? 

(4) Has this target been reached? 

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

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(5) Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2116.. 

BUSHFIRE MANAGEMENT — FESA ROLE 

2124. Hon Nigel Hallett to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Emergency Services 

I thank the Minister for his answers to question No’s 1409 and 1413, and seek further clarification - 

(1) If FESA is not responsible for fuel reduction in Kings Park, who is? 

(2) If FESA does not reject recommendations of Western Australian Royal Commissions, why have 
particular recommendations of the report of the Honorary Royal Commission into the CALM Act 1984 
(41-46 and pages 40-47) not been followed? 

(3) How can the public locate an Incident Controller for a level three bushfire if the names of these 
controllers cannot be made available? 

(4) What are the locations of the two Incident Controllers for level three bushfires in the South West? 

(5) At what locations are the other 25 Incident Controllers for level three bushfires situated? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Please see previous responses to Legislative Council Question Without Notice 828 and Legislative 
Council Question on Notice 1263. 

(2) The Member would be well aware of the plethora of Parliamentary and Ministerial Reviews, Auditor 
General Reports, Coronial Inquests and the COAG Report over the past 26 years that have each 
influenced bush fire management in Western Australia today. If the Member has a specific question 
regarding a particular recommendation of the 1984 Honorary Royal Commission an appropriate 
response can be provided. 

(3) An Incident Controller is appointed by a Hazard Management Agency to control the emergency 
response not to take calls from the public. All public enquiries should be directed to the Bushfire 
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Information Line 1300 657 209. For all life threatening situations, people should call the 000 
emergency number. 

(4) See response to question 3. 

(5) Spread throughout all FESA regions within Western Australia. 

YEARS 11 AND 12 STUDENTS — POLITICS AND LEGAL STUDIES 

2125. Hon Sally Talbot to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Education 

(1) How many students studied Politics and Legal Studies (or the equivalent course) in Year 11 in the 
following years — 

(a) 2009; 
(b) 2008; 
(c) 2007; 
(d) 2006; 
(e) 2005; 
(f) 2004; 
(g) 2003; 
(h) 2002; 
(i) 2001; and 
(j) 2000? 

(2) How many students studied Politics and Legal Studies (or the equivalent course) in Year 12 in the 
following years — 

(a) 2009; 
(b) 2008; 
(c) 2007; 
(d) 2006; 
(e) 2005; 
(f) 2004; 
(g) 2003; 
(h) 2002; 
(i) 2001; and 
(j) 2000? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

The following numbers are students who studied and received a grade in Political and Legal Studies: 

(1) (a) 2009:  1311 students 
(b) 2008:  1229 students 
(c) 2007:  1163 students 
(d) 2006:  1188 students 
(e) 2005:  1342 students 
(f) 2004:  1373 students 
(g) 2003:  1318 students 
(h) 2002:  1387 students 
(i) 2001:  1308 students; and 
(j) 2000:  1255 students. 

(2) (a)  2009:  878 students 
(b) 2008:  879 students 
(c) 2007:  870 students 
(d) 2006:  952 students 
(e) 2005:  1027 students 
(f) 2004:  1035 students 
(g) 2003:  1137 students 
(h) 2002:  1041 students 
(i) 2001:  1095 students; and 
(j) 2000:  934 students. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION — TERTIARY STUDY BY EMPLOYEES 

2126. Hon Sally Talbot to the Minister for Environment 

(1) How many Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) employees are currently undertaking 
tertiary studies? 

(2) What is the current employment position and level of each of these employees (only non-identifying 
information required)? 

(3) What courses are they enrolled in (i.e. area and level of study)? 

(4) At which tertiary institutions are they studying? 

(5) How many of these employees are receiving assistance from the DEC to undertake these studies? 

(6) What form does this assistance take? 

(7) What conditions are attached to this assistance? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1)-(4)  As the decision to study is personal, DEC does not have records of staff who are undertaking tertiary 
study.  

(5) 42 

(6) Staff who receive paid time off to undertake study (study leave) must meet the requirement of the 
Public Service Award 1992 and can receive a maximum of 5 hours study leave per week. Those who 
are successful in receiving a departmental scholarship can receive study leave and limited financial 
assistance towards the cost of studies.  

(7) Access to study leave and limited financial assistance is at the discretion of the employer and subject to 
departmental convenience, satisfactory progress, the course of study being relevant to the officer's 
career or being of value to the State.  

SYNERGY — AVERAGE RESIDENTIAL ELECTRICITY BILL 

2127. Hon Kate Doust to the Minister for Energy 

What was the average residential electricity bill issued by Synergy in the suburbs of — 

(a) Spencer Park; 
(b) Balcatta; 
(c) Dalyellup; 
(d) High Wycombe; 
(e) Kingsley; 
(f) Clarkson; 
(g) Noranda; 
(h) Yokine; 
(i) Currambine; 
(j) Parkwood; 
(k) Innaloo; 
(l) Huntingdale; 
(m) Ellenbrook; 
(n) Darch; and 
(o) Peppermint Grove? 

for each of the following months — 

(i) October 2009; 
(ii) November 2009; 
(iii) December 2009; 
(iv) January 2010; 
(v) February 2010; and 
(vi) March 2010? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(a)-(o) (i-vi)  [See paper 1980.] 

Please note there are different reasons for bill variations from billing period to billing period, which are not 
evident in the data such as individual household consumption habits and the impact of weather conditions.   
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The data is provided on a bimonthly basis as Synergy bills residential customers on a bi-monthly basis. 
Providing data on a monthly basis creates distortions to the overall result as in some months only a relatively 
small number of customers are billed. 

SYNERGY — AVERAGE RESIDENTIAL ELECTRICITY BILL 

2128. Hon Kate Doust to the Minister for Energy 

What was the average residential electricity bill issued by Synergy in the suburbs of — 

(a) Wanneroo; 

(b) Leeming; 

(c) Morley; and 

(d) Canning Vale? 

for each of the following months — 

(i) October 2009; 

(ii) November 2009; 

(iii) December 2009; 

(iv) January 2010; 

(v) February 2010; and 

(vi) March 2010? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(a)-(d) (i)-(vi)  [See paper 1981.] 

Please note there are different reasons for bill variations from billing period to billing period, which are not 
evident in the data such as individual household consumption habits and the impact of weather conditions.   

The data is provided on a bimonthly basis as Synergy bills residential customers on a bi-monthly basis. 
Providing data on a monthly basis creates distortions to the overall result as in some months only a relatively 
small number of customers are billed. 

SYNERGY — AVERAGE RESIDENTIAL ELECTRICITY BILL 

2129. Hon Kate Doust to the Minister for Energy 

What was the average residential electricity bill issued by Horizon in the suburbs of — 

(a) Pegs Creek; 

(b) Nickol; 

(c) Bulgarra; 

(d) Cooke Point; 

(e) Shellborough; and 

(f) South Hedland? 

for each of the following months — 

(i) April 2009; 

(ii) May 2009; 

(iii) June 2009; 

(iv) July 2009; 

(v) August 2009; 

(vi) September 2009; 

(vii) October 2009; 

(viii) November 2009; 

(ix) December 2009; 

(x) January 2010; 

(xi) February 2010; and 

(xii) March 2010? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(a)-(f)  (i-xii)  [See paper 1982.]  

Please note that data for Shellborough is not recorded as it is included as part of the South Hedland data. 
Shellborough is an area in South Hedland.  

Differences in energy consumption between months are driven by seasonal variations.  

Differences in energy consumption between areas may be attributed to the age of the home, housing design, 
energy efficiency measures implemented, efficiency of appliances, number of residents and size of the home.  

Cooke Point had an average monthly bill of $0 in May 2009, July 2009, September 2009 and January 2010 
because no bills were issued in those months.  

SYNERGY — AVERAGE RESIDENTIAL ELECTRICITY BILL 

2130. Hon Kate Doust to the Minister for Energy 

What was the average residential electricity bill issued by Synergy in the suburbs of — 

(a) Bayonet Head; 

(b) Lockyer; 

(c) Spencer Park; 

(d) Lower King; 

(e) Mira Mar; and 

(f) Little Grove? 

for each of the following months — 

(i) April 2009; 

(ii) May 2009; 

(iii) June 2009; 

(iv) July 2009; 

(v) August 2009; 

(vi) September 2009; 

(vii) October 2009; 

(viii) November 2009; 

(ix) December 2009; 

(x) January 2010; 

(xi) February 2010; and 

(xii) March 2010? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(a)-(f) (i)-(xii)  [See paper 1983.]  

Please note there are different reasons for bill variations from billing period to billing period, which are not 
evident in the data such as individual household consumption habits and the impact of weather conditions.   

The data is provided on a bimonthly basis as Synergy bills residential customers on a bi-monthly basis. 
Providing data on a monthly basis creates distortions to the overall result as in some months only a relatively 
small number of customers are billed. 

SYNERGY — AVERAGE RESIDENTIAL ELECTRICITY BILL 

2131. Hon Kate Doust to the Minister for Energy 

What was the average residential electricity bill issued by Synergy in the following suburbs — 

(a) Augusta; 

(b) Australind; 

(c) Bunbury; 

(d) Busselton; 

(e) Capel; 

(f) Collie; 

(g) Donnybrook; 
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(h) Dunsborough; 

(i) Eaton; 

(j) Harvey; 

(k) Margaret River; 

(l) Nannup; and 

(m) Yallingup? 

for each of the following months — 

(i) April 2009; 

(ii) May 2009; 

(iii) June 2009; 

(iv) July 2009; 

(v) August 2009; 

(vi) September 2009; 

(vii) October 2009; 

(viii) November 2009; 

(ix) December 2009; 

(x) January 2010; 

(xi) February 2010; and 

(xii) March 2010? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(a)-(f) (i)-(xii) [See paper 1984.]   

Please note there are different reasons for bill variations from billing period to billing period, which are not 
evident in the data such as individual household consumption habits and the impact of weather conditions.   

The data is provided on a bimonthly basis as Synergy bills residential customers on a bi-monthly basis. 
Providing data on a monthly basis creates distortions to the overall result as in some months only a relatively 
small number of customers are billed. 

SYNERGY — AVERAGE RESIDENTIAL ELECTRICITY BILL 

2132. Hon Kate Doust to the Minister for Energy 

What was the average residential electricity bill issued by Synergy in the following suburbs — 

(a) Rockingham; 

(b) Shoalwater; 

(c) Safety Bay; 

(d) Kwinana; 

(e) Calista; 

(f) Parmelia; and 

(g) Leda? 

for each of the following months — 
(i) April 2009; 
(ii) May 2009; 
(iii) June 2009; 
(iv) July 2009; 
(v) August 2009; 
(vi) September 2009; 
(vii) October 2009; 

(viii) November 2009; 
(ix) December 2009; 
(x) January 2010; 
(xi) February 2010; and 
(xii) March 2010? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(a)-(f) (i)-(xii) [See paper 1985.]   

Please note there are different reasons for bill variations from billing period to billing period, which are not 
evident in the data such as individual household consumption habits and the impact of weather conditions.   

The data is provided on a bimonthly basis as Synergy bills residential customers on a bi-monthly basis. 
Providing data on a monthly basis creates distortions to the overall result as in some months only a relatively 
small number of customers are billed. 

WESTERN POWER — LINES RAISING FOR OVERSIZED VEHICLES 

2140. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Energy 

(1) Is there a contract between Western Power and any private contractors for the lifting of lines to allow 
oversized vehicles to pass under? 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) does it give those contractors exclusive rights to this work; 

(b) is there a capacity to sub-let any of this work; 

(c) does the contract outline any obligation in regards to a method of determining — 

(d) charges; 

(e) quoting invoices; or 

(f) timelines to be met? 

(3) Does the contract set the price that can be charged for this work? 

(4) When did the contract go to tender and when does it expire? 

(5) Is the contract a ‘stand-a-lone’ contract or part of another contract? 

(6) Can this work be separated out of the contract? 

(7) What were the ten top locations which required lines to be lifted last year? 

(8) How many times was lifting required at each location? 

(9) What locations on the following require lines to be lifted for oversized roads — 

(a) Great Northern; 

(b) Albany; 

(c) South West; and 

(d) Great Eastern Highways? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Yes, provisions for escort services are carried by contractors under preferred vendor arrangements. 
Currently Western Power allocates this work to either the internal workforce or contractors where and 
when appropriate. 

(2) (a)  No. Work is not guaranteed or exclusive to any contractor.  

(b) Yes. Work is performed by preferred contractors however, with Western Power's agreement 
work or part work may be sub-contracted. 

(c) (i) Yes. Agreed hourly rates for personnel and equipment form part of the preferred 
vendor arrangements.  

(ii) Yes, in accordance with the hourly rates agreed in the tender.  

(iii) Yes contractors are required to deliver to the timeline for each request as agreed with 
Western Power. 

(3) The contract specifies agreed hourly rates for personnel and equipment.   

(4) Work is awarded via a panel of preferred vendors under a "standing offer" that was first established 
in 2006, with additional vendors added progressively. 

This agreement is due to expire 30th June 2010. Western Power is presently scoping new technical 
specifications and pricing for inclusion in a new contractual model. 
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(5) There is no standalone contract for this work. It is included in Overhead Distribution Construction & 
Inspection WD-P 0128-06 (Tender No: T0064).  

(6) It is assumed that the intent of this question is to determine whether a separate contract could be created 
exclusively for this work type. Western Power could create a stand-alone contract should there be a 
benefit, however it is planned to contract this work in the future under the Distribution Delivery Partner 
framework as mentioned in question 4 to leverage economies of scale.  

(7) The ten most common routes are: 

· Metro routes out to Wubin, on the Great Northern Hwy  

· Great Eastern Hwy from metro through to Kalgoorlie  

· Toodyay Rd, specifically in the Gidgegannup area  

· Wanneroo Rd, specifically between Gnangara Rd & Ocean Reef Rd  

· Neaves Rd/Railway Pde/Rutland Rd Bullsbrook  

· Maddington, specifically Davison Rd, Austin Rd, Alloa Rd and bottom end of Kelvin Rd  

· Maddington, specifically Bickley Rd and Eva St  

· Osborne Park, specifically out or into industrial area, surrounded by King Edward Rd, Hector St & 
Scarborough Beach Rd  

· Curtin Ave, specifically transmission line 100m from Marmion St North Fremantle  

· Embleton Ave, specifically out of Aussie Portables 

(8) For any specific route, the number of lifts at each location is not captured. This varies depending on the 
height of the load. 

(9) Any location where there is insufficient clearance. The requirement for lifting depends on the height of 
the load and what roads are travelled on.  

There are too many locations to list so therefore we have indicated the amount of lines that require 
lifting in the specific frequently travelled routes; 

(a) Great Northern Highway: approximately 11 lines need lifting, to make a 6m high haulage 
route. 

(b) Albany Highway: approximately 90 lines need lifting, to make a 6m high haulage route.  

(c) South West Highway: approximately 64 lines need lifting, to make a 6m high haulage route.  

(d) Great Eastern Highway: approximately 43 lines need lifting, to make a 6m high haulage route.  

SMARTRIDER CARD — VALIDITY WHEN UNACTIVATED 

2144. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Transport 

(1) Is a Smartrider card a valid concession card for purchasing cash tickets even if it has never had any 
value added to it? 

(2) Does a Smartrider card always need to have some added value available for it to be a valid concession 
card? 

(3) How many people were issued infringement notices last year because they did not have a valid 
concession card because the Smartrider card they presented — 

(a) had not been activated, or 

(b) it did not currently have value on it? 

(4) How many of these infringement notices were cancelled following appeals? 

(5) Are there different rules for different groups of concession card holders, such as students and seniors or 
do all concession card holders fall under the same rules? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1) Yes, provided it is encoded as a concessional SmartRider card.   

(2) No. If a SmartRider card is a concession registered card it does not need value added to be proof of 
concession for a concession cash ticket.  

(3) (a) The process for obtaining a concession SmartRider is clearly explained in the SmartRider 
brochure available in hard copy and online. There is no need for a card to be "activated" in 
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order for the concession to be recognised; this term appears to be used occasionally by people 
who have not added value to their card, which is necessary if they wish to use the SmartRider 
card to pay for their fare.  

(b) With regard to added value, value is required on the card and it must have been tagged on if 
the SmartRider itself is being used to pay for a trip. However, if the SmartRider is being used 
as proof of concession entitlement with an appropriate zonal cash concession ticket, then no 
value added is required. For example, Seniors SmartRiders do not have value added when they 
are issued but they can be used for proof of concession on cash ticket travel.  

Infringements may be given if a SmartRider is unable to be read (i.e. cracked card) and 
therefore unable to verify concession. However, if this infringement is subsequently appealed 
with proof of concession, it will be withdrawn. 

(4) Not applicable. See answer provided for (3) (a) and (b). 

(5) All concession card holders are treated the same and appeals are individually viewed and responses to 
appeals are based on individual merit. 

WA BLUEMETAL EXTRACTION SITE — ENCROACHMENT INTO STATE FOREST 

2150. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Environment 

I refer to the Western Australian Blue Metals extraction site in Whitby and ask — 

(1) Is the Minister aware of the encroachment of Western Australian Blue Metals activities into State 
Forest? 

(2) When did the Minister become aware of this encroachment? 

(3) Has the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) reached an accommodation with WA 
Blue Metals regarding the encroachment into State Forest? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the details of this arrangement? 

(5) If no to (3) — 

(a) what actions has the DEC undertaken thus far in regard to this encroachment; and 

(b) what actions will the DEC take in the future regarding this encroachment? 

(6) What are the monitoring and compliance activities the DEC undertakes regarding this site? 

(7) What actions are available to the DEC in instances where quarrying and/or mining and their related 
activities encroach on DEC land? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1)-(2)  I was unaware of this operational breach until advised by the Department of Environment and 
Conservation following receipt of this question. 

(3) Yes. 

(4)-(5)  DEC required the rehabilitation of a firebreak and re-instatement of a pre-existing firebreak/bridle trail 
track. DEC is deferring any further action pending the outcome of an application for a mining lease 
over the subject area.  

(6) I am advised by DEC that it undertakes informal monitoring of private quarry operations adjacent to 
State forest boundaries where risks of encroachment may occur.  

(7) DEC administers a number of statutes including the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984 and 
the Environmental Protection Act 1986.  Both of these Acts have offence provisions which DEC 
administers in accordance with its Enforcement and Prosecution Policy (May 2008). 

WATER CORPORATION — NETWORK OPTIMISATION TRIAL 

2151. Hon Alison Xamon to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Water 

I refer to the answer to my question without notice No.776 of last year in which it was stated that the report of 
the network optimisation trial in Rossmoyne, Shelley and Waterford would be finalised by the end of 2009, and 
ask — 

(1) Will the Minister please now table that report? 

(2) If no to (1) — 

(a) why not; 
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(b) when will the report be ready; and 

(c) will the report be tabled at that time? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) The Water Corporation report on the network optimisation trials in Waterford, Shelley and Rossmoyne 
is available on the Water Corporation's website, under 'What we Do', 'Our Projects', 'Perth and 
Surrounds', 'Waterford, Shelly and Rossmoyne — Network Optimisation'  

(2) Not applicable 

DEPARTMENT OF WATER — SENIOR OFFICER INVESTIGATION 

2152. Hon Alison Xamon to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Water 

I refer to a Ministerial statement of 12 August 2009, regarding some disturbing probity concerns relating to a 
very senior public servant within the Department of Water, following investigations conducted by the Office of 
the Public Sector Standards Commissioner, and ask — 

(1) What investigation has the Director-General for the Department of Water instigated into the conduct of 
the senior public servant? 

(2) Has the investigation been finalised? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the outcomes of the investigations? 

(4) If yes to (2), what disciplinary action, if any, has been taken with regard to the person at the centre of 
the investigation by the Office of the Public Sector Standards Commissioner? 

(5) If no to (2), when does the Minister expect the Director-General for the Department of Water to ‘act 
quickly and responsibly’ in regard to these ‘serious’ issues? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) The Director General instigated an investigation under section 81 of the Public Sector Management 
Act 1994 (the Act). 

(2) This investigation, under section 81 of the Act, was finalised. 

(3) The officer was found to have committed both "minor" and "serious" breaches of discipline in relation 
to some of the allegations raised. 

(4) With respect to the findings of "minor" breaches of discipline, the officer was issued with a 
reprimand. With respect to the findings of "serious" breaches of discipline, the officer resigned prior to 
disciplinary actions being applied. The Act does not provide for action to be taken once an officer has 
resigned. 

(5) Not applicable 

STUDENTS WHO ARE CARERS — GOVERNMENT SUPPORT 

2153. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Education 

I refer to the estimated 40,000 young people in Western Australia who care for a parent, sibling or other family 
member with a disability, mental illness or long-term illness, and the impact this has on their schooling and 
ask — 

(1) Does the Minister have any plans to develop and implement a Departmental policy on students as 
carers? 

(2) Will the Minister develop a range of materials to support students who are carers, including guidelines 
for teachers and other school staff? 

(3) What other support mechanisms are being made available? 

(4) Who is being consulted about the content and provision or materials and services? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) I understand that the figure of 40 000 young people caring for a parent, sibling or other family member 
who has a disability, mental illness or long-term illness is approximate and has been provided by Carers 
WA. The Department of Education's approach is encapsulated in the Students at Educational Risk 
policy. This policy requires schools to develop and implement appropriate educational programs for 
individuals and groups of students at risk such as young carers. These programs must be responsive to 
the individual needs of students and use performance data and outcomes as key elements of school 
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planning. Schools must also collaborate with key stakeholders in the development of educational plans 
for these students. Furthermore, the Department provides support for young carers to minimise the 
impact on their schooling through access to specialist school support staff such as school nurses, 
chaplains and school psychologists. Where appropriate these students can opt to study and be supported 
through Schools of Isolated Distance Education (SIDE). SIDE usually enrols up to three students who 
care for a parent, sibling or other family member per year. There are no carer enrolments this year.  

(2) Since 2007, public secondary schools have been provided with the resource Supporting Young Carers 
in Secondary Schools. This resource was developed by the Department of Family and Community 
Services and Department of Indigenous Affairs and provides the information teachers need to support 
identified young carers. Department staff meet regularly with Carers WA (incorporating Young Carers) 
and ensure relevant information is communicated to schools and school support staff.  

(3) As indicated in (1), support mechanisms through school staff and Student Services' teams that may 
include school nurses, chaplains and school psychologists will continue to be provided for young carers.  

(4) The Department of Education will continue to meet regularly with Carers WA and ensure that relevant 
information is communicated to Student Services' staff in district offices and schools, school support 
staff and other stakeholders such as the Western Australian Secondary School Executives' Association, 
the Western Australian Primary Principals' Association and the Western Australian District High 
Schools Association. 

BUSH FOREVER — TIMEFRAME 

2154. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Planning 

I refer to the answer to my question without notice No.1126 of last year in which it was stated that the MRS 
Amendment 1082/33 Bush Forever and related lands was progressing in a considered and timely fashion, I 
ask — 

(1) Does the Minister have a timeframe in which it is expected that Bush Forever will be presented to 
Parliament? 

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

(3) Can the Minister estimate the number of tasks that still need to be undertaken prior to finalising Bush 
Forever? 

(4) How many staff does the Minister have working on finalising Bush Forever? 

(5) How much funding, outside of salaries, does the Minister have budgeted for acquiring and protecting 
Bush Forever sites this year? 

(6) Will this be sufficient to perform all the work that is needed to finalise Bush Forever? 

(7) Of the $100 million committed for implementation of Bush Forever over a ten year period starting from 
December 2000, how much has been spent on securing Bush Forever sites to date using funds from the 
Metropolitan Region Improvement Fund? 

(8) Have any other Government funds been used for securing Bush Forever sites? 

(9) If yes to (8) — 

(a) what are the sources of those funds: and 

(b) how much has been spent? 

(10) Of the additional 17 800 hectares planned to be protected as Bush Forever sites over the ten year period 
starting from December 2000, how many hectares have been secured by reservation as Parks and 
Recreation reservation under the Metropolitan Region Scheme or by other secure tenure or other 
mechanisms for the purpose of conservation? 

(11) How much was paid into the Metropolitan Region Improvement Fund from the Metropolitan Region 
Improvement Tax in the financial years — 

(a) 1999-2000; 

(b) 2000-2001; 

(c) 2001-2002; 

(d) 2002-2003; 

(e) 2003-2004; 

(f) 2004-2005; 
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(g) 2005-2006; 

(h) 2006-2007; 

(i) 2007-2008; 

(j) 2008-2009; and 

(k) 2009- to the end of February 2010? 

(12) How much was spent by the WAPC in acquiring Bush Forever sites in the financial years — 

(a) 2000-2001; 

(b) 2001-2002; 

(c) 2002-2003; 

(d) 2003-2004; 

(e) 2004-2005; 

(f) 2005-2006; 

(g) 2006-2007; 

(h) 2007-2008; 

(i) 2008-2009; and 

(j) 2009- to date? 

(13) How much was spent by the WAPC on initial capital works (fencing, gates, signage) and interim 
management in the financial years — 

(a) 2000-2001; 

(b) 2001-2002; 

(c) 2002-2003; 

(d) 2003-2004; 

(e) 2004-2005; 

(f) 2005-2006; 

(g) 2006-2007; 

(h) 2007-2008; 

(i) 2008-2009; and 

(j) 2009- to date? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) The Bush Forever MRS Amendment 1082/33 is expected to be tabled in both Houses of Parliament 
during the current Session. It is noted that the previous Government did not finalise this issue over its 2 
forms of 7 years. 

(2)-(3) Not applicable 

(4)  The Bush Forever Amendment is close to finalisation. Department of Planning staff have, and will 
continue to implement the Bush Forever program which is part of an approved(statutory) State Planning 
Policy, as part of the normal planning process.   

(5)  The Bush Forever program was provided $100 million over 10 years for the acquisition ($92 million) 
and interim management of Bush Forever lands ($8 million). This year the budget is $10 million. 

(6) Funding above the $100 million provided will be made by the WAPC in future in line with movements 
in property values to compensate private landowners whose properties are reserved for Parks and 
Recreation under MRS Amendment 1082/33. 

(7) $72.718 million has been spent on purchasing Bush Forever sites not previously reserved for Parks and 
Recreation in the Metropolitan Region Scheme.  

(8) No 

(9) Not applicable 

(10)  Extensive resources would be required to ascertain the answer to this question based on 
vegetation types. However, the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) has purchased 
over 1000ha of land not previously reserved in the Metropolitan Region Scheme.  
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In addition to areas that have been reserved in various omnibus amendments since the Bush Forever 
policy was released in 2000, and proposals in MRS Amendment 1082/33, sites continue to be 
considered in accordance with draft State Planning Policy 2.8 and Planning Bulletin 69 and 
incorporated in regional and local planning strategies such as the Kewdale -Hazelmere integrated 
masterplan; Jandakot Structure Plan and current draft East Wanneroo Structure Plan.  

(11) (a) $32.2 million 

(b) $36.2 million 

(c)  $37.7 million 

(d) $39.9 million 

(e) $43.6million 

(f) $47.1million 

(g) $53.4million 

(h) $65.0million 

(i) $75.9million 

(j) $82.2million 

(k)  $60.6million 

(12) The purchase of Bush Forever lands (originally identified in the draft Bush Plan), for which the 
$100million budget was established, commenced in 1998-99 

(a) $7.348 million 

(b) $6.602 million 

(c) $2.637 million 

(d) $8.814 million 

(e) $7.376 million 

(f) $7.402 million 

(g) $21.512 million 

(h) $1.368 million 

(i) $5.268 million 

(j) $2.600 million 

(13) This information is not recorded separately. Management of Bush Forever sites including fencing, 
revegetation, weed control/removal and minor capital works are part of an overall property management 
budget for WAPC owned property acquired for the metropolitan region scheme pending transfer to end 
managers. I am not prepared to dedicate the necessary resources to attempt to detail the specific 
expenditure requested. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION — WORKPLACE BULLYING POLICY 

2155. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Department of Education’s policy on Workplace Bullying that was in the process of review in the 
middle of last year and ask — 

(1) Has that review been completed? 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) is the policy finalised; 

(b) will the Minister please table a copy of the policy; 

(c) how does the Minister intend to implement the policy; 

(d) what training is being provided to Education Department staff at all levels and locations on this 
policy; and 

(e) in what ways does this policy differ from the previous policy? 

(3) If no to (1) — 

(a) why not; and 

(b) when will the review be complete? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) The Department of Education is in the final stages of developing the Workplace Bullying policy. 

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

(3) (a)  A comprehensive consultation process is being conducted. 

(b)  At the end of the current financial year. 

OFFICE OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY — BUDGET 

2160. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister for Environment 

I refer to the recently opened Office of the Environmental Protection Authority, and ask — 

(1) What is the Office of the EPA’s budget for the time period from its opening to 30 June 2010? 

(2) How does that sum compare to what would have been the budget for the EPA Services Unit during the 
same period? 

(3) If there is a difference between (1) and (2)? 

(4) If yes to (3), why? 

(5) Does the Office of the EPA now have its own assets and liabilities? 

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

(7) If yes to (5), do the EPA’s assets exceed its liabilities? 

(8) What is the Office of the EPA’s budget for each of the forward estimates periods? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1) $6.315 million 

(2) This is the balance of the total budget allocated for the EPA Service Unit for 2009-10 and represents 
seven months operation for 2009-10. 

(3) No 

(4) N/A 

(5) Yes 

(6) N/A 

(7) Yes 

(8) The budget allocation to the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority over the forward 
estimates period will be determined as part of the 2010-2011 budget process. 

"EXPERIENCE EXTRAORDINARY" CAMPAIGN — EXPENDITURE 

2161. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Tourism 

I refer to the development of the ‘Experience Extraordinary’ campaign launched in February 2010 and I ask — 

(1) How much has been spent on marketing the new campaign within Western Australia, and what is the 
breakdown for each region? 

(2) How much has been spent on marketing the new campaign to other states and what is the breakdown 
for each state? 

(3) How much has been spent on marketing the new campaign internationally and what is the breakdown 
for each international market? 

(4) Are there any key performance indicators being applied to the marketing spend to assess the success or 
failure of the campaign? 

(5) If yes to (4), what are they? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

Experience Extraordinary is not a marketing campaign, it is a brand positioning message. The answer provided 
relates to the Extraordinary Taxi Ride Campaign which is the first major campaign to communicate the new 
brand positioning.  

(1) $783 000. The media was purchased on a State-wide basis. 

(2) New South Wales $273 000; Victoria $245 000. 
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(3) New Zealand NZD$51 950; Singapore SGD$193 764; Malaysia MYR$191 403; United Kingdom 
GBP£36 837 and Germany EUR$14 050. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Consumer awareness, intention to travel, value of public relations generated, bookings with industry 
partners and visitor spend. 

"EXPERIENCE EXTRAORDINARY" CAMPAIGN — VALUE ADDING 

2162. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Tourism 

I refer to the ‘Experience Extraordinary’ campaign launched in February 2010, and I ask — 

(1) Does Tourism WA intend value adding to this campaign strategy by promoting local tourism operations 
in regional areas? 

(2) If yes to (2), how is this being carried out? 

(3) Does this include entering into third party arrangements with tourism operators to bring tourists to 
Western Australia? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Regional travel products are being promoted online via the Extraordinary Taxi Ride campaign website, 
extraordinarytaxiride.com.au; on Tourism Western Australia's consumer website, westernaustralia.com; 
and on Regional Tourism Organisation (RTO) websites as part of Tourism WA's partnership with the 
RTOs. Press advertisements featuring regional product offers are also being placed in the Perth, NSW 
and Victorian markets. 

(3) Tourism Western Australia works with a range of distribution partners, many of which have contract 
agreements with WA suppliers (third parties) to include their tourism product in programs promoting 
leisure travel to the State.  While many of these products make up the "travel deals" in Tourism Western 
Australia's cooperative campaigns, these are strictly commercial arrangements between the campaign 
partner (wholesaler, airline, retail travel agent chain or inbound tour operator) and the product supplier. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (KWINANA) (ATMOSPHERIC WASTES) POLICY — REVIEW 

2163. Hon Lynn MacLaren to the Minister for Environment 

(1) Is the Minister aware that the Environmental Protection (Kwinana) (Atmospheric Wastes) Policy 
of 1999, is overdue for its seven year review? 

(2) Does the Minister intend to update this Environmental Protection Policy to make it consistent with the 
National Environmental Protection (Ambient Air Quality) Measure (1998)(NEPM)? 

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

(4) What does the Government intend to do to implement the Ambient Air Quality NEPM for the rest of 
Western Australia? 

(5) What does the Government intend to do to implement the National Environmental (Air Toxics) 
Measure (2004) in WA? 

(6) What time frames has the Minister set for the implementation of the measures mentioned in questions 
(2), (4), and (5) above? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1) The Office of the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) has advised me that the review of 
Environmental Protection (Kwinana) (Atmospheric Wastes) Policy of 1999 was deferred in accordance 
with section 36(1)(b) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986. A notice to this effect was published in 
the Gazette on 27 June 2008. The EPA released a Discussion Paper in June 2009 that invited public 
comment and discussion on the options for the EPA to consider regarding the review. The EPA is 
currently considering submissions and will recommend what changes, if any, should be made to the 
EPP. If changes are proposed, a revised draft will then be prepared for public comment. 

(2)-(3)  I have been advised that this option was included in the Discussion Paper. The EPA is currently 
reviewing submissions and will provide its recommendations accordingly. 

(4) The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) is implementing ambient air monitoring and 
reporting as required under the National Environment Protection (Ambient Air Quality) Measure. The 
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Government is also progressing the State Environmental (Ambient Air) Policy. I released the State 
Environmental (Ambient Air) Policy for comment in June 2009 and the Office of the EPA is currently 
reviewing submissions and will provide me with advice on the policy. 

(5) The National Environment Protection (Air Toxics) Measure aims to improve the information base 
regarding ambient air toxics to support development of air toxic standards. As part of the initial phase 
of the Measure's implementation, DEC conducted a desktop study to identify and prioritise air toxic 
monitoring areas for the five chemicals to which the Measure applies. DEC subsequently conducted air 
monitoring within selected representative priority areas (Duncraig and Perth CBD), and the measured 
air toxics levels were below the Monitoring Investigation Levels specified by the Measure.  

DEC shall continue to re-assess the identification of monitoring sites, undertake monitoring as required 
and report annually on progress to the National Environment Protection Council.  

(6) See the answers to (2), (4) and (5). 

BROWSE BASIN LNG PROJECT — STUDIES AND REPORTS 

2169. Hon Robin Chapple to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

With regards to studies, surveys, reports and other documents associated with the Browse LNG project 
commissioned by the former Northern Development Taskforce, the Department of State Development or 
proponents, I ask — 

(1) Will the Minister table a list of documents from these bodies associated with the Browse LNG project 
commissioned since January 2007? 

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

(3) If yes to (1) will the Minister table the documents themselves? 

(4) If no to (3) — 

(a) why not; and 

(b) are these documents available under the provision of the Freedom of Information Act 1992? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Department of State Development advises: 

(1)-(4) All reports associated with the Browse LNG Precinct Project are and will be made available on the 
website of the Department of State Development as public documents so that they may be examined by 
any party wishing to submit comments on the draft Strategic Assessment Report (draft SAR) during 
the 8-week public comment period scheduled in mid-2010. 

The list of proposed studies is included in the scoping document titled 'Kimberley LNG Precinct — 
Scope of the Strategic Assessment' which is available on the Department of State Development 
website. As studies are completed they will feed into various Impact Assessment Modules which will 
be attached as appendices to the draft SAR. 

These documents will be released for assessment during the public comment period, as is the normal 
practice with any Environmental Impact Study. 

As there are many thousands of pages of other documents it is not possible to comment on their 
availability in the event an application is made under the Freedom of Information Act 1992. 

BARROW ISLAND DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS — QUARANTINE BREACHES 

2170. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Environment 

With regards to quarantining of development projects on Barrow Island, I ask — 

(1) Does the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) maintain a register of quarantine 
breaches (non-conformances) on Barrow Island? 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) how many non-conformances have Chevron or companies contracting to Chevron reported 
since the start of the LNG development; 

(b) how many non-conformances have been rated as not serious; 

(c) how many as serious; and 

(d) how many as critical? 
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(3) If no to (1), is a record of non-conformances kept by Chevron? 

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

(5) If yes to (3), has this record or records been provided to the DEC? 

(6) If yes to (5) — 

(a) how many non-conformances have Chevron or companies contracting to Chevron recorded 
since the start of the LNG development; 

(b) how many non-conformances have been rated as not serious; 

(c) how many as serious; and 

(d) how many as critical? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1)-(4)  Chevron Australia maintains detailed records of quarantine non-conformances. The Department of 
Environment and Conservation (DEC) intends to establish a register of non-conformances once 
permanent DEC staff begin their roster on Barrow Island. 

(5) Chevron Australia provides its records to DEC on a weekly basis. In addition, DEC regularly meets 
with Chevron quarantine personnel on Barrow Island and advice is routinely sought from and provided 
by Chevron Australia from the register of quarantine events. 

(6) Chevron Australia has reported 57 non-conformances from September 2009 to 8 April 2010, two of 
which are under investigation and have not yet been classified. Of these non-conformances, nine have 
been recorded as 'non-events', 39 were rated as 'minor' (non-serious), two were rated as 'major' 
(serious), and five were rated as 'critical'. 

PROPOSED MARINE PARK — CAMDEN SOUND, KIMBERLEY 

2173. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister for Environment 

With regards to the proposed Marine Park in the Camden Sound area of the Kimberley — 

(1) Is the Department of Environment and conservation (DEC), currently preparing an Indicative 
Management Plan for the proposed Marine Park in the Camden Sound area of the Kimberley? 

(2) If yes to (1), how advanced is this preparation? 

(3) When will this Indicative Management Plan be available for public comment? 

(4) Is the Minister intending to make this area a Marine Nature Reserve which would exclude recreational 
and commercial fishing, aquaculture, pearling, petroleum drilling and production? 

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

(6) Is the Minister intending to make this area a Marine Park? 

(7) If yes to (6), will all of the area be a sanctuary zone? 

(8) If no to (7) — 

(a) what area will be sanctuary zone; 

(b) why not; and 

(c) what activities will be allowed in the proposed Marine Park? 

(9) Will the following activities be allowed within the proposed Marine Park — 

(a) commercial fishing; 

(b) recreational fishing; 

(c) oil and gas exploration; 

(d) oil and gas exploitation; 

(e) other mineral exploitation; 

(f) commercial shipping movements; and 

(g) other commercial activities? 

(10) Has the Marine Parks and Reserve Authority made representation to you and/or the DEC, seeking to 
exclude commercial fishing activities from the proposed reserve? 
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(11) If yes to (10), has that request been agreed to? 

(12) If no to (11), why not? 

(13) Has representation been made to you and/or the DEC by — 

(a) the Western Australian Fishing Industry Advisory Council; 

(b) Recfishwest; or 

(c) the Minister for Fisheries to allow commercial fishing in the proposed marine reserve? 

(14) If yes to (13) — 

(a) will you now table that representation; and 

(b) has that request been agreed to? 

(15) If yes to (14)(b), how is this compatible with your stated aim of protecting the calving ground for the 
largest population of humpback whales in the southern hemisphere? 

(16) Are you aware of the current level of entanglements of whales with commercial fishing gear in Western 
Australian State waters? 

(17) If yes to (16), what is the current level? 

(18) If commercial fishing is allowed in the proposed Marine Park, how is it proposed to prevent such 
entanglements and other negative interaction? 

(19) Has the Marine Parks and Reserve Authority proposed that the Government urgently protect the 
Kimberley through the establishment of a multiple use marine park over the whole of State waters in the 
Kimberley, with the full reservation of currently identified iconic areas, by an appropriate zoning 
system in the broader multiple use marine park? 

(20) If yes to (19), is the Minister supporting this proposal? 

(21) If no to (20) — 

(a) why not; and 

(b) whose advice are you taking on the conservation of the Kimberley marine environment? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

(1)-(21)  On 3 October 2009, the Premier and I announced that a marine park will be established in the Camden 
Sound area of the Kimberley to protect and manage one of the world's most significant humpback 
whale calving areas, as well as other ecological values, and to provide for a range of recreational and 
commercial opportunities to occur.  

The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) is preparing an indicative management plan 
for the proposed Camden Sound Marine Park. The Marine Parks and Reserves Authority (MPRA) is 
then required to provide a report to me on the plan. After considering the MPRA's comments I am 
required under the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984 to obtain the approval of the Minister 
for Mines and Petroleum; Fisheries to release the plan for a three month public comment period. 

The proposed zoning scheme, permitted uses, and associated management arrangements for the 
proposed marine park are currently being developed as part of the preparation of the indicative 
management plan 

The Government remains committed to the protection and management of the Camden Sound area as a 
significant humpback whale calving area. I am confident this will be achieved through the 
establishment of the marine park.  

I am advised by DEC that entanglement of humpback whales in fishing gear has mainly involved rock 
lobster pot ropes and buoys. DEC has developed internationally recognised rescue techniques that have 
resulted in many successful disentanglements and has also developed a code of conduct for whale 
entanglement response. As commercial rock lobster fishing does not occur in the Camden Sound area, 
entanglement is considered to be unlikely. 

BULLSBROOK DISTRICT HIGH SCHOOL — UPGRADE 

2176. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Bullsbrook District High School upper school upgrade (Stage two and three building program) — 

(1) What is the total expected cost of the Stage two and three building program? 
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(2) Please provide a detailed list of the new buildings proposed to be built in the upgrade? 

(3) What is the cost of each item identified in (2)? 

(4) Please provide details of existing buildings in the High School section of Bullsbrook District High 
School which will be retained following completion of the Stage two and three building program? 

(5) Will any of the buildings referred to in (4), require significant upgrade as part of the building program? 

(6) If yes to (5), what will be the cost of upgrading these buildings? 

(7) How much of the total cost of the building program is the cost of replacing and upgrading existing site 
services? 

(8) When is construction expected to commence? 

(9) When is construction expected to be completed? 

(10) Please provide details (including number and expected use) of any demountables expected to be 
retained on the school site (including both primary and upper school) following the completion of the 
upgrade? 

(11) Has the Bullsbrook District High School been the recipient of Building the Education Revolution 
(BER) funding? 

(12) If yes to (11), how much funding did the school receive? 

(13) What is this funding being used for? 

(14) Has construction commenced on any BER funded buildings? 

(15) When is construction of any BER funded buildings expected to be completed? 

(16) How many students does the Department of Education expect will attend the Bullsbrook District High 
School in — 

(a) 2015; and 

(b) 2020? 

(17) How many of the students in 16(a) and 16(b), will be upper school (years 8-12) students? 

(18) How many year seven students does the Department of Education expect will attend the Bullsbrook 
District High School in — 

(a) 2015; and 

(b) 2020? 

(19) Following completion of the building program, will the year seven students be located in the primary 
school or upper school section of the school? 

(20) Does the Minister expect that the upper school upgrade will cater adequately, both in size and facilities 
offered, for all students (both current and projected)? 

(21) Will there be a building of adequate size for whole-school (including both primary and high school staff 
and students) functions to be held (for example, whole-school assemblies)? 

(22) Will any buildings be used both by primary school and secondary school students? 

(23) If yes to (22), please provide details of which buildings will be shared? 

(24) Will any buildings currently being used by the primary students be re-furbished in the Stage two and 
three upgrade to be used by high school students? 

(25) If yes to (24), which building/s, and what will they be used for? 

(26) Do schools categorised as District High Schools receive different funding levels than senior high 
schools? 

(27) If yes to (26), is Bullsbrook District High School funded at the level of a district high school, or does it 
receive greater funding in recognition of the fact that it has significant and growing year 11 and 12 
cohorts? 

(28) Will the building program result in Bullsbrook District High School being renamed to better reflect the 
characteristics of the school? 

(29) How many District High Schools in Western Australia share buildings across primary and high school 
students? 
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(30) Please provide names and student numbers for the schools in (29)? 

(31) What subjects are the buildings shared in (29) used for? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(31) [See paper 1986.] 

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIVE SERVICES — YOUTH SERVICES REVIEW 

2183. Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Corrective 
Services 

I refer to the Department of Corrective Services review of its requirements for youth services that it funds across 
the State, and I ask — 

(1) How was the review conducted and will its findings be made public? 

(2) Were any of the existing youth services given an opportunity to participate in the review? 

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

(4) Have funding levels been cut to any existing services? 

(5) If yes to (4) — 

(a) which services; and 

(b) by how much? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 

(1) Subsequent to the recent realignment of Community Youth Justice division and revision of CYJ 
operational models, an internal review was undertaken of the Community Funding Program. This is a 
DCS program providing funding to service organisations for diversionary services to young people who 
have offended or are at risk of offending. 

Key internal stakeholders revised the existing program service model to update the specifications and 
rationalise the funding levels and locations of service provision, informed by Police Caution and 
Juvenile Justice Team data identifying the areas of need. 

Due to the changes to the scope of the program and to the service provider pool, it was decided to test 
the market with an open tender process. The findings of the internal review will not be made public, 
however providers were made aware of the review process during the tender brief. 

(2) No. 

(3) In order to ensure probity, it would have been inappropriate for existing providers to partake in the 
internal review about the specifications, funding levels and location of services given that an open 
tender process will be taking place. 

The impending changes and rationale were communicated to all providers in October 2009 and 
March 2010. 

(4) A few existing service providers will not receive further funding, however, the overall amount of 
funding that will be available for Community Programs in this area will increase from $1.643 million to 
$1.694 million. 

(5) The youth service providers in the metropolitan area that will receive no further funding are located at: 

- Belmont, which received 2009/10 annual funding of $106,016; and 

- Bassendean which received 2009/10 annual funding of $128,482. 

This funding will be redirected to other locations that will benefit from an increase in their annual 
funding level. 

The regional youth service provider that will receive no further funding is Avon, which 
received 2009/10 annual funding of $75,541. 

The Geraldton locality will now receive $41,423 less than the 2009/10 annual funding level. 
Meanwhile, other regional service providers will receive increases to their funding levels to develop 
more consistency within these regional areas. 

KALGOORLIE REGIONAL HOSPITAL — MENTAL HEALTH STAFF 

2186. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for Health 

I refer to the Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital and the mental health unit, and I ask — 
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(1) Can the Minister state how many full time and part positions in the last 24 months have remained 
unfilled and vacant, including the period of time in months for psychiatrists and psychologists? 

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

(3) Can the Minister state the total budgeted amount for full time and part time staff in the mental health 
area at the Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital? 

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

(5) Can the Minister state for each respective human resources level, the salary, the position number, and 
title for all full time and part time staff allocated to the mental health area at the Kalgoorlie Regional 
Hospital? 

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

(7) Is it correct that in the last 12 months positions within the mental health area, have remained unfilled for 
long periods of time impacting negatively on the quality of services provided to the eastern goldfields 
community in Kalgoorlie Boulder? 

(8) If no to (7), what specifically is correct? 

(9) Will the Minister intervene or change Government policy to ensure that unfilled positions in the mental 
health area are combined into one position with a higher salary to attract suitable applicants to work in 
the Kalgoorlie–Boulder area? 

(10) If no to (9), why not? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1) The WA Country Health Service (WACHS) – Goldfields Mental Health Inpatient Unit at Kalgoorlie 
Hospital has not had any vacant positions over the past 24 months. There has been a resident 
Psychiatrist in Kalgoorlie over this time. The Mental Health Inpatient Unit does not employ a 
psychologist.  

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) $1,590,360 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) Positions at the Kalgoorlie Mental Health Inpatient Unit are: 

· Position Number 601548: 1 FTE x Unit Manager, ANF SRN Level 3 Salary: $85,642. 

· Position Number 601556: 2 FTE x Clinical Nurse ANF Level 2, Salary: $66,948 to $71,131. 

· Position Number 601555: 8 FTE x Nurses ANF Level 1. Salary $49,325 to $64,908. 

· Position Number 601591: 1.4 FTE x Patient Care Assistant, LHMU Level 3/4. Salary $756.42 to 
$792.25 weekly rate payable. 

· Position Number: 601038: 0.75 FTE x Ward Clerk, HSU G2. Salary $44,888 to $48,310. 

(6) Not applicable. 

(7) No. 

(8) The Mental Health Inpatient Unit at Kalgoorlie Hospital has not carried vacancies within the 
last 12 months. 

(9)-(10 Not applicable. Public sector provisions enable agencies to provide an attraction and retention 
allowance for a position, where it has been demonstrated the position is difficult to fill. 

PERTH PARKING MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS — CORRESPONDENCE WITH COMMITTEE 

2190. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Transport 

(1) Has the Minister or any member of his staff had any correspondence with any member of the Joint 
Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation regarding the Perth Parking Management Amendment 
regulations (No.2) 2009? 

(2) If yes to (1) — 

(a) who was the correspondence with; and 

(b) what was the nature of the correspondence? 

(3) Will the Minister table any documents, including emails received from any member of the committee 
on these regulations? 
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Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1)-(3) Neither I nor any member of my staff have had any written communication with any member of the 
Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation regarding the Perth Parking Management 
Amendment regulations (No.2) 2009, and I refer the Member to my response to question without 
notice 1266, answered on 1 December 2009.. 

PATJARR COMMUNITY — REMOVAL OF SCHOOL BUILDINGS 

2198. Hon Helen Bullock to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Education 

(1) Have tenders been called for the proposal to remove the school classroom and teachers’ accommodation 
for the Patjarr Community in the Ngaanyatajarra Lands? 

(2) If yes to (1), whom has the tender been awarded? 

(3) What is to be the total cost of moving — 

(a) the class room; and 

(b) the teachers’ accommodation? 

(4) What additional costs will be involved in having these facilities positioned and functioning at their new 
sites? 

(5) To what location is the school class room to be taken? 

(6) To what location is the teachers’ accommodation to be taken? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Freo Constructions. 

(3) (a)-(b)  The tender price is $312 140 including GST and does not specifically divide the cost for 
classroom and teacher accommodation. This also includes relocation of toilet facilities. 

(4) Nil. Total costs are included in the original tender. 

(5) Eastern Goldfields College, Kalgoorlie. 

(6) Blackstone Remote Community School. 

MINISTER FOR COMMERCE —  
MEETINGS WITH SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

2205. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the minister representing the Minister for Commerce 

(1) How many times since 23 September 2008, has the Minister sought written advice from the Small 
Business Development Corporation? 

(2) For each of these occasions — 

(a) on what date was the advice received; and 

(b) on what topic was the advice sought? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) The previous Minister for Commerce sought advice in writing from the Small Business Development 
Corporation on 426 occasions between 23 September 2008 and 23 April 2010. 

(2) To list the individual topics of the advice requested and the dates the requests were received is a 
prohibitive task given the number of occurrences.  

__________ 

 

 


