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

BILLS 
Assent 

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

1. Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management Amendment Bill 2012. 
2. Retail Trading Hours Amendment Bill 2012. 
3. Bank of Western Australia Amendment Bill 2012. 
4. Adoption Amendment Bill 2011. 
5. Teacher Registration Bill 2011. 
6. Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2012–13 Bill 2012. 
7. Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 2012–13 Bill 2012. 
8. Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Safety Levies Amendment Bill 2012. 
9. Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Safety Levies Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2012. 

TOXIC ODOUR — GERALDTON 
Petition 

HON BRIAN ELLIS (Agricultural) [3.03 pm]: I present a petition containing 26 signatures couched in the 
following terms — 

To the President and Members of the Legislative Council of the Parliament of Western Australia in 
Parliament assembled. 
We the undersigned residents of Western Australia are opposed to the pervasion of this odour, which is 
causing distress and illness to residents of Geraldton. 

Your petitioners therefore respectfully request the Legislative Council to recommend that an 
independent inquiry is established to determine the source and identity of the odour and prevent its 
further occurrence. 
And your petitioners as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

[See paper 4792.] 

BUSSELTON WATER SUPPLY — CHLORINATION 
Petition 

HON ADELE FARINA (South West) [3.04 pm]: I present a petition containing 7 232 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 request that the Legislative Council 
take immediate action on this Petition. Petition 79, our former petition containing 5532 signatures 
was tabled on 26 June 2010, prior to the chlorination of our water supply. Since the chlorination of 
our water supply there is significant distress, illness and injury to the community. Our community has 
enjoyed 106 years of chemical free water without ill effect and vehemently oppose Busselton Water 
(Board and Executive) imposing chlorine and other toxic chemicals on it under the guise of public 
health. 
Busselton Water’s (BW) public comments that “This decision is too important for the community to 
decide” and its failure to involve the community in decisions related to the treatment of their water 
supply ignores the recommendations of the 2004 and subsequent 2011 Australian Drinking Water 
Guidelines. This stance: denies natural justice; withholds human rights; and contradicts the many 
international treaties enacted to protect individual’s rights on matters impacting their health and 
wellbeing, treaties to which Australia is a signatory. 
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Your petitioners respectfully request the Legislative Council call on the Minister for Water to direct 
BW to immediately cease chlorination, reinstate the UV disinfection systems and recommence the 
previous disinfection schedule. We ask that this be done pending a Parliamentary Inquiry because 
since the chlorination of our water supply hundreds of people have medical conditions from ingestion 
of or exposure to the chlorinated water. We ask that the Parliamentary Inquiry investigation include: 
• the validity of a case study that detected Naegleria fowleri in cooling ponds and downstream from a 

nuclear power plant in France as an appropriate comparison to Busselton’s ground water and closed 
reticulation system as the underpinning justification that there is a high risk of the pathogen 
entering the water supply; 

• the soundness of the risk assessment analysis, findings and reports of Consultants Hunter Water 
Australia; 

• the merit of replacing the UV systems with chlorination plants when many pathogens are chlorine 
resistant; 

• the merit in using a disinfection remedy to rectify possible engineering hazards in the reticulation 
system; 

• the health risks of adding chlorine and other toxins to our specific water supply with its unique 
water chemistry; 

As with Petition 79 we ask that if an expansion of the UV system alone is proven to be inadequate that 
it be augmented by a health supportive alternative. And your petitioners as in duty bound, will ever 
pray. 

[See paper 4793.] 
BUSSELTON WATER SUPPLY — CHLORINATION 

Petition 
HON ADELE FARINA (South West) [3.06 pm]: Just by way of introductory comment before I read out this 
petition, I want to point out to members that this petition has actually been drafted and signed by children in 
Busselton. I present a petition containing 969 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 children of Western Australia ask that the Legislative Council help us to get our 
precious water supply back the way it was before it was chlorinated. We have been taught that we live 
in a democratic country. Why is it then that none of the people of Busselton agreed to have their water 
chlorinated and yet Busselton Water (BW) made this decision and forced it on us? Chlorine is not 
natural! Our water is! 
Now the water is chlorinated the whole town is angry because so many people are suffering especially 
us kids!! All of our schools are close to treatment plants and get the first and strongest blast of chlorine 
in our drink fountains. The chlorine taste is so strong children go all day without drinking water until 
they are so thirsty and can’t bear it any longer. When they drink the water they feel sick. Children are 
meant to drink lots of water to be healthy but instead many children are drinking soft drinks and juice or 
adding cordial to hide the taste. It is bad enough that we swim in chlorinated pool water that hurts our 
eyes, hair and skin. Kids should never have to drink pool water! 
The water is causing everyone to suffer. Adults and children have rashes, frequent asthma attacks, 
stomach problems, sore throats, ear infections and are taking longer than usual to get well. How can 
this be safe? How can this be in our best interest? What will happen to our health after years of 
drinking these chemicals? Is this what you want for your children and grandchildren? 
Our pets are affected too. Pet birds have died, cats and dogs are dehydrated and sick. BW said that 
chlorinated water is not safe for aquatic life and fish in aquariums. How can it be safe for our local rare 
and endangered species of frogs? Chlorine is harming our eco system. Families are buying bottled 
water for themselves and their pets to drink and to bath children in. Our parents are already paying for 
the town water but have this added cost because the water is now ruined. It was beautiful prior to this! 
All those bottles mean more plastic litter in our environment. Our environment is our future, we care 
about it and we want to protect it! 
Your Petitioners respectfully request that you please call on the Minister for Water to direct BW to 
stop the chlorination of our water supply immediately. Our water is precious! Please listen and help 
us get it back. 
And your petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray.  

[See paper 4794.] 
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PAPERS TABLED 
Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

BILLS 
Notice of Motion to Introduce 

1. Mining Amendment Bill 2012.  
Notice of motion given by Hon Norman Moore (Minister for Mines and Petroleum). 
2. Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management Amendment (Jockeys) Bill 2012. 
Notice of motion given by Hon Simon O’Brien (Minister for Commerce). 
3. Sentencing Amendment Bill 2012. 
Notice of motion given by Hon Michael Mischin (Attorney General). 

DISALLOWANCE MOTIONS 
Withdrawal of Notice 

HON SALLY TALBOT (South West) [3.17 pm]: Pursuant to the recommendations of the Joint Standing 
Committee on Delegated Legislation, I withdraw the following notices of motion for disallowance from the 
notice paper — 
1. Shire of York Local Government Property Local Law 2012 — Disallowance. 

2. Mindarie Regional Council Waste Facility Site Local Law 2012 — Disallowance. 

FINES, PENALTIES AND INFRINGEMENT NOTICES ENFORCEMENT AMENDMENT 
(TAXATION) BILL 2012 

Rescission of Vote — Motion 
On motion without notice by Hon Norman Moore (Leader of the House), resolved —  

That motion 18, Fines, Penalties and Infringement Notices Enforcement Amendment (Taxation) Bill 
2012 — Rescission of Vote, be made an order of the day for the next sitting of the house. 

STANDING COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM LEGISLATION AND STATUTES REVIEW 
Special Report — “Community Protection (Offender Reporting) Amendment Bill 2011 —  

Extension of Time to Report from 14 August 2012 to 16 August 2012”— Tabling and Adoption 
HON ADELE FARINA (South West) [3.20 pm]: I am not sure whether I am doing this at the right time, but 
this proceeding is headed “Motions”. I am directed to report that the Standing Committee on Uniform 
Legislation and Statutes Review has resolved that the time in which has to report on the Community Protection 
(Offender Reporting) Amendment Bill 2011 be extended from 14 August 2012 to 16 August 2012. I move — 

That the report do lie upon the table and be adopted and agreed to.  
The PRESIDENT: This should have been done at the time of papers for tabling, but I will accept it under this 
section of proceedings. 

Question put and passed.  

RETIREMENT VILLAGES AMENDMENT BILL 2012 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Hon Simon O’Brien (Minister for Commerce), and read a first time. 

Second Reading 
HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan — Minister for Commerce) [3.22 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

The bill I am introducing today is the Retirement Villages Amendment Bill 2012. The purpose of the bill is to 
amend the Retirement Villages Act 1992 to implement some key reforms in the “Statutory Review of Retirement 
Villages Legislation 2010: Final Report”, which was tabled in Parliament on 18 November 2010. Due to the 
extensive nature and complexity of the final report’s recommendations, the government is implementing the 
reforms via two amendment bills. This first bill will address some of the major issues worrying retirement 
village residents and implement some of the more pressing recommendations.  
The key to a happy and well-run village is its management. Of concern to residents are things that put them at 
risk, whether they be the conduct of the organisation or persons administering the village or the way the village 
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is being financially managed. The bill contains a number of measures that seek to address these concerns 
including provisions prohibiting certain persons from being the administering body of a retirement village or 
being in any way, whether directly or indirectly, concerned in the administration of a retirement village. For 
example, the conviction of a serious offence or disqualification from managing corporations under Part 2D.6 of 
the commonwealth Corporations Act 2001 attract the prohibition. The reference to “directly or indirectly 
concerned” recognises the range of corporate structures applying in WA. It is only intended to capture persons 
who, in fulfilling the functions of an administering body, have the capacity to influence decisions in relation to 
the administration of a village. The Commissioner for Consumer Protection will, however, have discretion to 
grant exemptions from the prohibition. There are provisions for a statutory manager to be appointed by the State 
Administrative Tribunal to replace the administering body of a retirement village when there is evidence of 
serious mismanagement of the village. It is expected that these provisions will be rarely used. There are 
provisions giving residents the capacity to appeal collectively to SAT against increases in recurrent charges or 
imposition of a levy, so that residents as a group can challenge excessive or unwarranted imposts, and SAT may 
make orders addressing the circumstances of the case. Finally, there are provisions for regulations to prohibit 
certain fees and charges being recouped from residents, such as certain legal costs, that do not relate to the 
operation of a village. These regulations will apply to all contracts regardless of when they were signed. 

Retirement village contracts are complex and the decision to move into a village is a major one. Amendments to 
increase the times for pre-contractual disclosure and post-contractual cooling off have therefore been included. 
Contractual matters are often the basis for disputes and the bill makes several amendments to improve capacity 
for these to be resolved. The bill clarifies that SAT may make specific orders relating to the completion of works 
and the fulfilment of contractual requirements around the provision of recreational and entertainment services 
and amenities, and that these can be dealt with by SAT regardless of whether the obligations are contained in a 
residence contract or a separate service contract. The bill provides for regulations to be made requiring contracts 
to include, or not, certain provisions or matters. The regulations will implement various review recommendations 
and will result in a higher level of transparency in village contracts. There is provision for the regulations to 
identify whether such requirements apply to all contracts or just to contracts signed after the regulations 
commence. This will provide the flexibility for new issues to be addressed and applied on a case-by-case basis. 
The bill also makes provision for appeals to SAT on disputes about whether a residence contract complies with 
such regulations. 

For the benefit of village operators, the bill will allow premiums to operators to be released from trust once a 
resident is entitled to occupy the unit and the cooling-off period has expired. This will cover situations in which 
a resident could move into the village but delays doing so for personal reasons. Currently, residents who lease 
rather than own their units and who leave a village continue to pay recurrent charges until the unit is leased to a 
new resident. This is burdensome for older people moving to aged care who end up paying two sets of fees. It 
can also be burdensome for deceased estates. The practice is also out of step with the approach in other 
jurisdictions.  
Limiting a former non-owner resident’s liability to pay recurrent charges is a key reform. This will be achieved 
by prescribing a time limit in regulations and the bill creates the power to do this. Government policy is that the 
regulations will apply to benefit all residents and specify two time periods for this purpose. The first period of 
six months will apply to existing contracts. The second period of three months will apply to new contracts. After 
the respective periods, former non-owner residents will not be liable to pay recurrent charges. It is important to 
note that the regulations will also need to reference matters beyond the control of the administering body, such as 
the allocation of probate, that delay their capacity to re-market the residence. It is also anticipated that the 
specified periods will need to commence after these matters have been addressed by the administering body and 
the former resident or their estate. Once a former resident’s liability ceases, the administering body will have to 
cover the cost of the recurrent charges and will be prohibited from recovering those costs by increasing recurrent 
charges or imposing additional operating fees or charges on other residents within the village. A further 
safeguard for all non-owner residents leaving a village will be the ability to defer payment of recurrent charges 
incurred after leaving. Deferred amounts, with interest, will be deductable from a former resident’s refund 
entitlements. 
The government’s key goal in advancing these reforms is to simultaneously balance the need for the retirement 
villages sector to grow with appropriate consumer protections that promote the interests of residents. Our 
population is ageing and the Australian Bureau of Statistics forecasts that in another forty years nearly a quarter 
of Western Australia’s population will be over 65. It is essential, therefore, that Western Australia legislates now 
to adequately protect the interests of our seniors in the present and future. The reforms in this bill are long 
overdue. They go some way to addressing current imbalances in the power relationship between retirement 
village residents and industry. They introduce greater transparency into village contracts for the benefit of 
residents and help to enhance the overall effectiveness of the legislation for the benefit of all parties. The 
government’s intention is to implement the remaining legislative reforms recommended in the final report in a 
second amendment bill as appropriate. 
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Pursuant to standing order 126(1), I advise that this bill is not a uniform legislation bill. It does not ratify or give 
effect to an intergovernmental or multilateral agreement to which the government of the state is a party. Nor does 
this bill, by reason of its subject matter, introduce a uniform scheme or uniform laws throughout the 
commonwealth. I commend the bill to the house, and table the explanatory memorandum. 
[See paper 4814.] 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

DISALLOWANCE MOTIONS 
Discharge of Order 

Hon Sally Talbot reported that the concerns of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation had been 
addressed on the following disallowance motions, and on her motions without notice it was resolved —  

That the following orders of the day be discharged from the notice paper — 
1. Children’s Court (Fees) Amendment Regulations (No. 2) 2011 — Disallowance.  
2. Civil Judgements Enforcement Amendment Regulations (No. 2) 2011 — Disallowance. 
3. Coroners Amendment Regulations (No. 2) 2011 — Disallowance. 
4. District Court (Fees) Amendment Regulations (No. 2) 2011 — Disallowance. 

5. Evidence (Video and Audio Links Fees and Expenses) Amendment Regulations (No. 2) 2011 
— Disallowance. 

6. Magistrates Court (Fees) Amendment Regulations (No. 2) 2011 — Disallowance. 

7. State Administrative Tribunal Amendment Regulations (No. 5) 2011 — Disallowance. 

8. Supreme Court (Fees) Amendment Regulations (No. 2) 2011 — Disallowance. 

9. City of Busselton — Busselton Regional Airport Local Law 2012 — Disallowance. 

The PRESIDENT: Members, that may seem a little longwinded, but it is necessary because each member has to 
be provided the opportunity to have their say on any one of those motions as they are moved to be withdrawn.  

LOTTERIES COMMISSION AMENDMENT BILL 2011 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 28 June. 

HON SALLY TALBOT (South West) [3.35 pm]: I recall that I concluded my remarks last time just as 
afternoon tea was called, and I think I had canvassed all the issues I wished to during that time. Thank you, Mr 
President. 
HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.35 pm]: I will say only a 
few words; I know members have canvassed, fairly broadly, a range of issues around the Lotteries Commission 
Amendment Bill 2011. This bill is, effectively, quite a narrow bill in terms of what it will enable Lotterywest to 
do in regards to syndicate tickets purchased through its various agencies. 

I wanted to say a few words because Lotterywest does some very valuable work in our community for a range of 
charities and in our sporting and arts areas. On the Saturday after the cessation of our sitting in July an 
advertisement appeared in The West Australian thanking the community for its contribution to lotteries, and 
outlining the flow-on assistance to the community of that contribution. The figures shown in that advertisement 
were quite substantial and made me think that people really spend a fair dollar on their lottery or scratch ticket. 
The annual report of Lotterywest outlines the breakdown of income for each of Lotterywest’s games. As 
Lotterywest has expanded its number of games over the past few years, more and more opportunities have arisen 
for people to purchase tickets throughout the week in the hope that they might win a few dollars. According to 
this advert, about 99 people in Western Australia have actually won division 1. 
Hon Donna Faragher interjected.  

Hon KATE DOUST: No, not Hon Donna Faragher or me—we are both still here! That Powerball has not come 
in for us, but it has for a few other people! I thought that 99 people was actually quite a significant figure.  

As the number of games grows, and with the advent of online gaming and the ability to purchase lottery tickets 
online, an issue we have to think about—I know this is an issue that Lotterywest and its board has to tackle as 
well—is what effect this will have on people’s desire to gamble. Although we do not think of buying a scratchie 
or a lottery ticket as excessive gambling, those tickets are not necessarily cheap. When I go across the road to my 
local newsagent, which has, I think, two machines on location, and I see people queuing up to buy tickets—
particularly on those days when there is a large prize—they put substantial amounts of money over the counter in 
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the hope of a return. I had a look at the figures for Powerball—one of the games that can be played during the 
week—on some information that came through our electorate offices. Two games costs $1.65, which members 
may think is a relatively reasonable figure and fairly affordable, and it then goes through the various number of 
games to the purchase of 50 games at a cost of $40.90. That could be quite expensive if people purchase one or 
more tickets. I know Lotterywest needs to pull in the income to grant its prizes, but the one thing I want to put on 
record is my concern about managing this in communities so that people are not enticed by the advertising or the 
hope that they will perhaps have a better chance of winning these wonderful prizes than they do. I have always 
taken the view with any form of gambling that the house always wins; I am sure Hon Liz Behjat, with her 
experience of working in Burswood Casino, would appreciate the term “the house always wins”. I think this 
probably also applies to this type of gaming. My concern is about the ever-growing number of games available 
and the encouragement of people to participate in this type of gambling. I am not opposed to it; I buy lotto 
tickets, and occasionally scratchies, but I am not very good when it comes to horses; I would not know the front 
end from the back end of a horse, but that is a different argument. Lots of people genuinely think that if they buy 
a ticket, they might strike it lucky, but some people become obsessed with it, and that is a concern.  

Lotterywest spends a substantial amount on advertising. When I was parliamentary secretary to Eric Ripper 
when he had responsibility for Lotterywest, I had very good and interesting experiences of dealing with the Jan 
Stewart and the Lotterywest board. I was very impressed with the way Jan ran that arm of the business, 
especially her connections overseas and her understanding of the industry and the way she communicated with 
both Lotterywest’s employees and the community. Lotterywest spends a lot of money on communicating with 
the public on not just the good work they do but in encouraging people to participate in purchasing tickets. There 
was an advertisement on TV recently—I have not seen it in the past couple of weeks—that I must raise because I 
could not quite make the connection between the content of the ad and buying a lottery ticket. It was a circle of 
life–type ad. In one scene there was a couple in the back seat of a car somewhere in Perth and the car was 
moving, so we had a fairly clear idea that they were not just changing a tyre. However, I was not sure of the 
intent of the ad and what it did to encourage us to buy a lottery ticket. It had a bit of a Salvador Dali–approach to 
advertising. I could not quite get the gist of it. I think sometimes the advertising needs to be perhaps a little more 
tasteful than what I saw shown on the TV over that time.  

In my electorate during the time I have been a member of Parliament, I have been able to participate in a number 
of occasions on which Lotterywest grants have been provided to community sectors. They are always very 
gratefully received. Grants to Gowrie Western Australia in Belmont and in Karawara come to mind as do grants 
to community and environmental groups such as the Wilson Inlet Management Advisory Group and the great 
work it does, as well as the Embroiderers’ Guild in the south metropolitan region. That group of ladies certainly 
appreciated assistance from Lotterywest. Bowling clubs have also benefitted. There is always good follow-up 
with these groups. Lotterywest provides a level of assistance to a diverse range of groups and individuals in our 
community that may not have been able to access funds otherwise. We do this very well in Western Australia. It 
does not happen in the other states nor in a number of countries overseas. In the United Kingdom, the United 
States or even some parts of Europe, none of the lottery funds go back into the community. Those places might 
have more substantial prizes but most of them have taxing arrangements, whereas our Lotterywest grants are 
deemed to be gifts. It is a different set of arrangements. I certainly hope in Western Australia we continue to 
provide that assistance to the community. I think that when most people buy a ticket, in the strong likelihood 
they will not have a big win, they say, “At least I’m making some sort of donation to a community fund or 
event.” I think people placate themselves with the fact that if they do not win, they will get over the line in that 
way.  

I heard a funny story many years ago about a parish priest in Canberra who was struggling to build a new church 
out of his parish. There was not a lot of money around and they battled to find the dollars. It was about the time 
the Australian opera house was being built. At that time a lottery-type raffle was being run—I understand it was 
one of the first significant raffles—and there was a major prize of $1 million or something close to that. This 
very canny priest took up a bit of a collection among some of his senior parishioners and they purchased a ticket 
and they won, so there is a Catholic church built in Canberra courtesy of the benefit of a lottery-type raffle ticket. 
The story is a lot more involved about how the parish priest did not tell people what he was doing and kept fund-
raising. People get engaged with these sorts of things in different ways.  
Over the years Lotterywest has had a very good board. I had the good fortune to meet one of the board members 
at a function the other night. These people are very engaged with how the business operates and with looking to 
the future. There have been a lot of changes in the way the business operates. There are always issues, 
particularly in the business sector, about whether they can get lotto machines into their businesses. That can 
sometimes be contentious, but I think the organisation has that fairly well resolved.  

There is one issue that is sometimes difficult for community groups. Lotterywest has tried to provide every form 
of assistance, and we have to have all the checks and balances in place because we are dealing with community 
funds. Sometimes people say to us, “Look, the application process for grants is quite difficult, especially for an 



 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 14 August 2012] 4749 

 

organisation that does not necessarily have the resources to do all the paperwork appropriately.” Lotterywest has 
always bent over backwards to provide that assistance.  

I wanted to add a few words to this debate. Although I have some concerns about the ever-increasing number of 
games and the active encouragement of people to buy more and more tickets, I understand that Lotterywest is 
run like a business and needs to make the money so that it can give the money back to the community. I have 
always had concerns about online gaming becoming too easy. We have to be very cautious about encouraging 
people to buy more and more tickets, especially as it can become a problem and lead to other issues. It is always 
good to have these types of bills come before us, as they give us an opportunity to canvass a little more broadly 
the nature of the business of Lotterywest and to talk about the benefits that flow back into our community; we 
are unique in this state, and I hope Lotterywest continues to run that way. It would be quite appalling if the 
government were ever to decide to privatise Lotterywest and have it run in a similar manner to those in other 
states or overseas, because our community would certainly lose significantly in terms of the benefits to our 
community groups.  

I think Lotterywest is doing a fantastic job delivering for our community. The legislation will be very beneficial, 
particularly to those agencies that may have had some difficulty resolving matters associated with the purchase 
of syndicate tickets. I am sure we will see this bill pass very quickly.  

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [3.48 pm] — in reply: I would 
like to thank all members for their contributions to and support of this Lotteries Commission Amendment Bill. 
As has been outlined in a number of members’ contributions and in the second reading speech, the bill seeks, 
firstly, to allow the Lotteries Commission to offer syndicates to its retailers for selling to the public and, 
secondly, to include the capacity for the commission to enter into a contract or arrangement to provide 
consultancy or advisory services. Although these two matters essentially relate to the substance of the bill, all 
members will agree that the second reading debate has provided members more particularly with the opportunity 
to talk about the uniqueness of Lotterywest and its importance to the Western Australian community and to 
supporting community organisations along the length and breadth of Western Australia. Indeed, it can be said—I 
know that other members have reflected this in similar words—that Lotterywest is proudly a government 
authority owned by the people of WA for the benefit of the people of WA. Like other members, I agree that one 
of the enjoyable aspects of being a member of Parliament is presenting one of those big Lotterywest cheques to 
worthy organisations in our electorates, whether that be the Ballajura playgroup, which I had the opportunity to 
present with a cheque a couple of months ago, or the Mt Lawley Toy Library for the purchase of toys and play 
equipment. Perhaps these are smaller grants in the scheme of things; nevertheless, they are significant for those 
small community organisations that benefit from the funds that are provided, in effect, by those of us who seek 
to win thousands of dollars but still have not done so. Of course, larger grants are provided by Lotterywest. I 
think of the funding that was provided recently for the Avon Descent for a number of community events within 
the local governments that the Avon Descent travelled through. 
Hon Max Trenorden interjected. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: It is a fantastic event, Hon Max Trenorden. 

There has also been funding for the Fairholme Disability Support Group’s Great Bike Hike, which I will be 
saying a bit more about during members’ statements later this week, and the Leeuwin II sail training ship based 
at Fremantle. I recall that last year I had the opportunity to present a cheque for almost $2 million to assist in that 
ship’s refit. That was a significant grant to the Leeuwin Ocean Adventure Foundation that enabled the 
foundation to undertake a major refit to ensure that the vessel remained suitably equipped to continue delivering 
unique development and mentoring programs for young Western Australians. These are just some of the many 
examples that demonstrate Lotterywest’s unique role in its connections to the community. Members also 
outlined a number of other examples. 

I take on board the issue of problem gambling; albeit it is not directly related to the bill, but it does need to be 
responded to. I think Hon Ed Dermer made some particular comments in that regard. As I have said, although it 
does not relate to the bill, I certainly agree with all the sentiments expressed. As I recall Hon Ed Dermer saying, 
pokies can have a very dangerous and damaging effect not only on the person, but also, potentially, upon their 
families. I remember a few years ago going to a leagues club in Sydney after a rugby league match. I have been 
to only one game, and I will probably never go to another one. 

Hon Kate Doust interjected. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I am more of a rugby union fan, I must admit. It was in outer Western Sydney. I 
was putting in a couple of $1 coins just for a bit of fun, but a couple next to me were literally slipping in $50 
notes. I do not know how many they put in in a very short space of time. They then left, obviously to go to an 
automatic teller machine, which was probably on the next floor, but came back again and started putting in more 
$50 notes. I could not believe what I was seeing, but, unfortunately, they are one couple out of many people who 
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have succumbed to problem gambling. The Liberal–National government strongly supports the longstanding ban 
that is in place in this state. That ban has bipartisan support, and that is a very good thing. 
Hon Giz Watson: Multiparty support. 
Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Cross-party support; sorry, Hon Giz Watson. 

Some concerns were raised about online gambling. Online gambling represents two per cent of sales turnover, 
and responsible gambling standards have been put in place by Lotterywest. Online players have to open an 
account and pass an identification test. They cannot spend more than $200 per week. I understand that that is the 
lowest limit in the world. Players get a statement of spend and winnings so that they can see how much they 
have spent. One might argue that that is an advantage, as players who purchase at a shop may not keep a record 
of how much they have spent. They can also self-exclude from the site at any time. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich requested advice on how a syndicate will operate. Essentially, Lotterywest will set up a 
syndicate. A number of shares will be available. Retailers can then sell those shares to the public, but there is no 
risk to the retailer if all the shares are not sold. That is the case now. That risk, albeit minimal, will be transferred 
to Lotterywest. The bill, however, does not stop agents from setting up a syndicate and selling shares themselves 
if they so wish. 
A fair question was asked principally by Hon Sue Ellery, as well as a few other members, about the clauses 
relating to contracts. I say at the outset that it is certainly not the intention of Lotterywest, nor of the government, 
to enter into such contracts with non-government organisations. Primarily, it will be for situations that might 
arise with large corporations or government departments. It would very rarely happen. It must be remembered 
that advice is sought from Lotterywest about not only grants, but also effective lottery operations and marketing 
strategies. Members will agree that providing advice on these two latter matters could be very time consuming, 
depending on what is being requested of Lotterywest. As Hon Sue Ellery indicated, and I can confirm, in most 
cases this information will still be provided free of charge, but there may be an occasion, albeit rare, when it is 
appropriate to enter into such a contract given the level of resources that may be involved in providing that 
advice. I just want to be clear for anyone who cares to read Hansard in due course that under no circumstances 
will Lotterywest charge potential grant applicants for the kind of assistance that it gives now. Lotterywest 
believes, quite appropriately, that that service is part of the grant-making process. Should Lotterywest be 
approached by a commercial entity for advice and/or services in relation to either operating a lottery or setting up 
a grants program, it would charge only the direct costs that would be incurred. Lotterywest will not seek to make 
a profit. An example would be to cover costs, so that if a staff member was not able to undertake their main work 
because they were providing that advice, the fees would cover the cost of staff to backfill.  
Finally, Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich and, I think, Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm talked about sales and said that perhaps 
they had been down on previous years. I can advise the house that last financial year sales were up 11.5 per cent 
on the previous year. That was the highest in Australia, which means a record amount of money was raised for 
the community and, I would like to think, there will be a lot more cheque presentations to very worthy 
organisations in the coming months. That is an excellent thing indeed. I think community organisations will be 
very pleased to hear that. 
I thank all members for their contributions to the debate. Like other members, I would particularly like to 
acknowledge the tremendous work that Jan Stewart and her team at Lotterywest do. They do a fantastic job for 
our community. Whenever I present a cheque, the normal response from the community group is to say thank 
you, and I always say to the group, “Don’t thank me; thank Lotterywest and all those Western Australians who 
buy lotto tickets in the hope of winning thousands of dollars. They are the ones you should be thanking.” With 
that in mind, I commend the bill to the house. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time.  
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Donna Faragher (Parliamentary Secretary), and passed. 

FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2012 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 21 June. 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.00 pm]: I rise to speak 
on behalf of the opposition on the Fire and Emergency Services Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. We will 
support this bill. Unfortunately, over the last few years Western Australia has had a surplus of bushfires, 
significant once-in-a-century storms and a number of floods. On each occasion we have had to rise up and deal 
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with those events, some of which have been quite crippling to parts of our community. I know, Mr President, 
that during the last year there have been significant fires in your own region of Margaret River and that some 
people in that community have lost their homes. Fires have occurred in not only Roleystone and the hills, but 
also south of Mandurah, and a couple of years ago Toodyay experienced very devastating fires. There have also 
been floods and fires in Carnarvon and a massive hailstorm in Perth that damaged the city extensively. I am sure 
there are still people trying to resolve matters associated with that storm event. Some of those events have 
resulted in inquiries and attracted enormous media coverage as well as outrage from some sectors of the 
community about how the events were managed by the government or the appropriate department. Issues have 
been raised about the clarity and transparency of the management of these events and there has been extensive 
media coverage about why some of these events occurred in the first place. That does not include the hailstorm, 
because we have no control over that type of event, but issues arose as a result of the fires in the hills in 
particular. 
The Keelty bushfire report is a substantial report that contains a significant number of recommendations. The 
Fire and Emergency Services Legislation Amendment Bill has its genesis in that report. Essentially, this bill 
creates and outlines the structure of a new department and creates the position of Fire and Emergency Services 
Commissioner. It also sets out the role of the Minister for Emergency Services and the various activities each of 
the participants will be involved with. It is a very technical bill. The Keelty report is important because it 
recommends tightening the fire and emergency services legislation, having one place to go to, having a minister 
who is responsible and a commissioner and a board that are directly responsible to that minister. We have a 
number of pieces of legislation that deal with fire and emergency services. The Fire and Emergency Services 
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012 amends five acts: the Fire and Emergency Services Authority of Western 
Australia Act 1998, the Bush Fires Act 1954, the Fire Brigades Act 1942, the Fire and Emergency Services 
Superannuation Act 1985 and the Emergency Management Act 2005. It was only a couple of years ago when we 
debated in this place amending the Bush Fires Act and there were discussions at that time about who was 
responsible for what in the event of a fire or emergency, who had what role and who made the decisions. Since 
then we have seen a number of emergency events occur and perhaps some of those roles have not played out as 
well as they could have. The recommendations of the Keelty report are quite significant. The government has 
picked up on recommendation 46 of that report, which is that the government restructure the Fire and Emergency 
Services Authority, and we now have this legislation in front of us. 

The bill itself has a number of areas, as the minister outlined in the second reading speech. Under the bill, the 
minister is responsible for the administration of the emergency services acts. I found it interesting to learn in the 
second reading speech that the minister would have responsibility for developing technology and holding 
copyrights and patents relating to the emergency services acts. The type of work that occurs in that area is very 
significant. It is very important to develop technology to identify where fires and other emergency events will 
occur and to develop technology that firefighters and volunteers can use to resolve those types of events. I had 
not previously thought about who was responsible for holding those types of intellectual property rights, 
copyrights and patents and it was very interesting to hear in the second reading speech what the minister would 
do. 
This legislation is important because it not only acknowledges the role played by workers employed in the 
emergency services area, be they firefighters or other workers, but also amends the Fire and Emergency Services 
Superannuation Act. I believe that that act specifically protects the superannuation and other benefits of people 
employed under the Fire and Emergency Services Authority of Western Australia Act; I am sure that the minister 
will correct me if I am wrong. The Fire and Emergency Services Legislation Amendment Bill 2012 tries to make 
sure that, as the emergency legislation evolves, it affords protections to those people who have worked in this 
area for an extended time. People who work in fire and emergency services tend to hold on to that type of work 
as a lifelong career. It is not necessarily the type of work that people dip in and out of. It is very important that 
the government has acknowledged that by amending the relevant information to afford that level of protection to 
those workers. 
The bill also addresses the role of volunteers. I understand that a range of committees and boards will be set up 
to gather direct information from the volunteers, who play a very important role. Given the vastness and 
diversity of our state, it would be nigh on impossible for the state to employ people to work everywhere. The 
unpaid role that the volunteers play is very important not only in an economic sense, but also in the sense of 
what they deliver for the community. Having read the debate on this legislation in the other place, I understand 
that more than 30 000 volunteers work in the fire and emergency services area. I think they need to be 
commended because it is a big ask to take the risk that is involved in dealing with bushfires and other types of 
emergencies. Recently some storms whipped through the city, Mandurah and Rockingham. I went to check on 
my father’s house—he was staying with us because he had had an accident—and a mini-tornado had only just 
swept through his property and parts of the fence and garage were lost. As I drove around the streets, I saw a lot 
of material that had been gathered up and deposited very neatly. Obviously the volunteers working in the area 
had stepped up and helped their neighbours and the community by clearing up the debris so that it could not float 
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around and cause any more damage. Volunteers give up their time and are prepared to lend a hand and take a 
risk. That is a significant contribution, which we all acknowledge and applaud. That is particularly the case in 
this day and age when there has been such a change in work patterns. Not all people necessarily work Monday to 
Friday in nine-to-five jobs; they work all sort of odd hours, and some of them are fly in, fly out workers. 
Therefore, it is not always easy to sustain the level of volunteers or keep people who would normally participate 
in that type of activity engaged and interested. Sometimes it is much easier to do something that is simpler or 
less risky. So it is indeed a very important role that these people play.  

When I was a child, I lived in Coolgardie. Coolgardie was a great community when I was growing up, and I am 
sure it is still a great community and an active community. My father was a volunteer fireman, and a number of 
times he had to go out and fight a fire. I remember a significant fire in which he was injured, and the community 
certainly banded together. People in those sorts of jobs take risks, and sometimes they have to bear the 
consequences of that voluntary work for the rest of their lives, so they need to be recognised. It is therefore very 
important that under this proposed legislation, volunteers will now be provided with an avenue to speak directly 
with the government and provide information and feedback about the work they are doing, how things could be 
done differently or better, what sort of equipment they need, and how their role is changing. During the debate 
on the bushfires legislation, which we dealt with some time ago, concerns were expressed by the volunteer 
firefighters, or the bush fire fighters at the time, that their voice was not being heard on issues as perhaps it could 
have been. Therefore, I think that the setting up of the voluntary advisory committees is an important 
acknowledgement of the contribution that these people make in these situations. 

Reference is made in the bill to the emergency services levy. Concerns have been raised about increases in the 
levy in some areas, and about how the levy will be used. The concern has also been raised that at some point 
Treasury might look at the levy as a nice trove of money that it can tap into for other purposes. I understand that 
this legislation will ensure that the money is allocated solely for fire and emergency services, and that any 
moneys that are not expended within the 12-month period will be retained for that purpose and cannot be 
siphoned off to other places. I think that will provide some relief for the people who have raised those concerns. 

I note that the Keelty report made some comment about this matter. The Keelty report recommended that the 
administration of the emergency services levy be transferred to the Department of Finance. I understand that the 
government has rejected that recommendation. The minister might want to explain to us the reasoning behind the 
government’s rejection of that proposal. I understand that Mr Keelty made that recommendation because in his 
view that would provide greater transparency about how the funds are managed and allocated.  

I understand also that a raft of regulations will need to be made under this legislation. I appreciate that this is not 
the minister’s portfolio, so he might not have this information, but I ask the minister whether he could give us a 
time frame as to when these regulations will be finalised, and whether they will canvass only day-to-day 
administrative matters or also other matters.  

There are five key areas that will be resolved by this legislation. We have covered most of those areas. We have 
seen what has happened in other states. Australia had a dreadful year last year when it comes to fire and 
emergency services, with the Queensland cyclones, with the floods, which extended through to the rest of the 
country, and also with fires. We have seen the fires that occurred in Victoria a couple of years ago, and the 
follow-up inquiry and how we could try to do things better. I do not know whether this legislation will be the be-
all and end-all, because there will always be some other type of incident that will hopefully provide cause for 
change. Therefore, these things should not be cast in stone. Given that the methods for managing these types of 
emergencies change, and that technologies change, we also need to ensure that there is a preparedness by 
government to make the necessary adjustments.  

Many years ago I had the good fortune to go to Landgate at Floreat and look at Landgate’s mapping 
arrangements for fires. This is a piece of technology or product that Landgate is now able to use and sell to a 
range of countries. Landgate was able to show us at that point where all the bushfires were occurring in the state. 
I thought that was a fascinating piece of technology. I was quite surprised to learn that bushfires are happening 
all the time throughout the year. I foolishly thought that bushfires are just a summertime thing, but they are not; 
they are happening all the time. I thought about how that is managed, and obviously it is being managed in most 
cases—not all cases—by a very diligent team of people and volunteers. So I think that the government, having 
picked up on that key recommendation, has acknowledged that there are difficulties. There was not enough 
clarity in the existing legislation, and there needed to be more certainty about who was responsible for the 
management of these types of incidents. There also needed to be a direct line of responsibility from the minister, 
through the commissioner and the board, all the way down to the individuals working on the ground. So 
hopefully this legislation at this point in our history will provide a better way of managing these types of 
situations. 
Although we support this bill, the minister might have noted that today I placed two amendments on the 
supplementary notice paper. I am not sure why these amendments were not canvassed in the other place. These 
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amendments seek to add a definition to the bill. I understand that there are currently three volunteer sea rescue 
groups that operate outside FESA as it exists now. Those are the Fremantle, Cockburn and Whitfords sea rescue 
groups. Those groups perform their sea rescue functions with funding from FESA. However, they want to 
remain independent. Apparently these three groups have just discovered that because they fall outside the ambit 
of FESA, that exposes them to public liability for the actions of their volunteers. Therefore, the amendments that 
we have put on the supplementary notice paper seek to extend to these voluntary sea rescue groups an exclusion 
from public liability as long as they are acting in good faith.  

I am not sure how that issue fits in with the legislation, but I wanted to flag that issue now during the second 
reading debate so that the minister will have an opportunity to raise it with the advisers. It is a significant issue. 
Those sea rescue groups do some pretty amazing work. We have heard some tragic stories this week, not 
necessarily about those three groups, but about other groups that have had to rescue people who have been 
caught out on boats. I raise this issue in the hope that if this bill cannot provide some sort of accommodation for 
those people, the government might be able to look at other ways of assisting those groups to deal with their 
liability issues. I would not want anything to occur that would prevent those groups from encouraging people to 
do that volunteer work and provide that service to their communities. So I will be interested to hear from the 
minister, either in his response or when we get to the committee stage, how the government has chosen to deal 
with those amendments; or it might be that the minister has in mind another solution that is also very healthy. 

I understand that in this legislation we will be dropping the “A” from FESA and it will now become FES. I 
thought that was an interesting way of doing it. 

Hon Ken Travers: It should have added another “E” and made it “FEES”!  

Hon KATE DOUST: I know—“FEES”! 

Hon Ken Travers: That is appropriate for this government—fees and charges!  

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, I know! That is a very good interjection, Hon Ken Travers! 

I understand also that part of this legislation deals with the difficulty that we had when we were dealing with the 
bushfires legislation, when I talked about who was responsible for what areas, and when the police could step in 
to do certain things. I understand that this legislation will provide even more clarity for the police as to when 
their responsibilities will kick in. As a result of the Keelty report, we have only just seen the conclusion of issues 
associated with the involvement of the Commissioner of Police in those bushfires. 

It is very important to note that a raft of people are involved in these types of events that happen quickly. 
Whether they be people working with police, emergency services, fire brigades, volunteers, ambulances, 
hospitals or emergency accommodation, more and more people are becoming involved. It is very important to 
have absolute clarity about who will be doing what, where and how, and who will be the actual ringmaster who 
will make the decisions and call the shots. If we can get better and better at that when these unfortunate and quite 
often unexpected events occur, we will, hopefully, be able to reduce the damage, be it to property or to lives, and 
get the best outcome. 
I note in the introduction to the Keelty report a reference to one issue that the report has not resolved; that is, the 
question of what the best outcome is from dealing with these matters: is the best outcome no loss of life or no 
loss of property? Mr Keelty leaves that question up in the air. It is a difficult question. Of course we do not want 
either to happen; we do not want any loss of property or any loss of life. The question is how we go about 
achieving that. Tightening up on legislation and amending the original act and setting out how the system will 
operate and who will be answerable to whom is a reasonably sensible approach to getting that clarity and will go 
part way to providing some of the answers to the questions to which Mr Keelty sought to respond. 

I do not have a lot more to say on this bill. I think we will be in a wait-and-see situation on how it works. 
Unfortunately, we will not know how it works until the next event happens, I suppose. I for one will not be 
looking forward to that with anticipation. 

Another thing that has come out of this report is the importance of attracting people to work in fire and 
emergency services, both those who work on a full-time basis and those who must be trained appropriately to do 
the work as volunteers. That is a challenge for government. I would be interested to know whether under this 
new department, the minister, his commissioner and the board will look at developing and promoting strategies 
to attract people to do this work, be it on a full-time or voluntary basis. There are a lot of interesting models 
around the world about how to engage people in this area of work and how to skill up people to deal with these 
types of events. As we have seen with events that have happened in the last couple of years, people certainly do 
step up and volunteer, but it would be a lot more beneficial if more people were skilled up to deal with these 
events. 

Some of the issues in the Keelty report have been resolved and some have not. One is the method of 
communication around these types of events; that is, getting the message out to people when a bushfire or 
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another type of event occurs. How do we get the message out to them to get them out of harm’s way? It is a 
particularly significant issue in rural and regional areas. I suppose a number of matters will gradually evolve. If 
we have a very active board and commissioner, they should be able to make some decent recommendations to 
government about how to continuously improve so that we can reduce the toll on these types of disastrous events 
and events of nature that happen from time to time. 

With those few words, I look forward to a response from the minister on the amendments that we are proposing. 
The opposition supports this bill. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [4.24 pm]: I would like to speak on behalf of the Greens (WA) on 
this Fire and Emergency Services Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. 

Back in June 2011, Mick Keelty delivered his report titled “A Shared Responsibility: The Report of the Perth 
Hills Bushfire; February 2011 Review”. The background to the report is that on 6 February 2011, a bushfire in 
the Perth hills destroyed 71 homes and damaged 39 more, and 517 families were evacuated. Fortunately, no lives 
were lost, but the loss and trauma were obviously substantial. On 23 February 2011, the Premier announced a 
special inquiry to review bushfire risk management in the Perth hills, having regard to all aspects, with a specific 
reference to the following, which I quote from the report — 

• the adequacy of current preventative measures, specifically prescribed burning and other bushfire 
mitigation activities 

• the impact of land use, environmental and building laws, practices and policies in the affected 
areas, affecting bushfire prevention, mitigation and response and what, if any, … changes may be 
required 

• the actions that can and should be taken by landowners, residents and tenants in relation to bushfire 
risk management including undertaking vegetation clearance, operation of evaporative air-
conditioners and storage and/or removal of hazardous inflammable material surrounding their 
dwellings and buildings. This should include consideration of associated enforcement regimes and 
penalties 

• the adequacy and effectiveness of information and communication campaigns and mechanisms, 
including systems for alerting residents in relation to the fire or potential fires 

• improvements that can be made in relation to the co-ordination of activities across all levels of 
government, including with volunteer groups 

The inquiry proceeded and made 55 recommendations. This bill before us this afternoon addresses two of those 
recommendations—recommendations 44 and 46—both of which fall within the last of the terms of reference of 
that inquiry. Recommendation 44 states — 

The State Government amend section 50 of the Emergency Management Act 2005 to allow the Chair of 
the State Emergency Coordination Group to declare an emergency situation. 

It is worth noting that this is also a recommendation—in fact, recommendation 9—of the Community 
Development and Justice Standing Committee in its November 2011 report entitled “Western Australia’s 
Readiness for the 2011–12 Bushfire Season”. 

Recommendation 46 of the Keelty report states — 

The State Government restructure the Fire and Emergency Services Authority as a Department. 

As part of this restructure, Emergency Management Western Australia should either be: 

1. clearly separated from the fire and emergency services response function … or 

2. moved to the Department of the Premier and Cabinet … or 

3. moved to the Attorney-General’s department … 

The reasons for this recommendation were, in essence, that the special inquiry did not consider that the Fire and 
Emergency Services Authority Board was providing effective strategic oversight of and direction to FESA. For 
example, the report states that FESA had not complied with the current state emergency policies and plans; the 
board did not regularly direct action or take decisions, but mostly received information from FESA management 
and noted it; it had not been sufficiently involved in FESA’s submission to the special inquiry, even though it 
was the governing body under the legislation; one of the consultative committees the board was meant to 
represent did not meet regularly; and the board did not meet in December, which is mid-bushfire season. An 
additional reason is that the special inquiry considered that the state emergency management and fire and 
emergency services responses need to be directly accountable to government, and that a departmental structure is 
the best way to achieve this. Also, the special inquiry considered that the interests of representative stakeholders 
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could continue to be included via an emergency services advisory group, rather than via a representative board 
model. 

Further, the special inquiry was influenced by two reports, one of which was a 2008 review by the Queensland 
government of government boards, committees and statutory authorities in Queensland that identified the 
threshold question in deciding whether a body should be created or continued as — 

Is there any compelling reason why a department cannot, or should not, undertake the proposed 
activity? 

The review concluded that the board model of government should not be presumed, but contested and justified. 
It was also influenced by a 2003 review by the Australian government of corporate governance of statutory 
authorities and office holders that criticised the use of representative boards on the basis that there was much 
potential for conflict of interest in that the directors are primarily concerned with the interests of those they 
represent rather than the success of the entity they are responsible for governing, and because the limited 
functions granted by governments to boards limit their opportunity to add value. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 4764.] 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

RETAIL TRADING HOURS AMENDMENT BILL 2012 

491. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 
I refer to the government’s decision to approve the Retail Trading Hours Amendment Bill 2012. 

(1) On what date did cabinet make the decision to approve this bill?  

(2) Which ministers, if any, did not take part in this decision and why? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)–(2) As the member would be aware, it is against convention to disclose information relating to the 
deliberations of cabinet. That has been the situation for as long as I can remember.  

Hon Sue Ellery: It is not against convention to answer the second part of that question at all! That is not the 
convention. 

The PRESIDENT: Order!  

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Rubbish! You never disclosed what went on in your cabinet meetings.  

The PRESIDENT: Order! There is no provision for supplementary questions or answers in this house. We will 
go back to the Leader of the Opposition for the next question.  

MINISTER FOR ENERGY — COMMENTS ON PRIME MINISTER 

492. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Women’s Interests: 
I refer to the Minister for Energy’s comments on 7 August 2012 about Australia’s first woman Prime Minister 
when he used the terms “cane toad” and “peeing on every post”.  

(1) Are those remarks consistent with the government’s own Women in Leadership: Strategies for Change 
policy from the Office for Women’s Interests, which examines how women leaders are perceived, and 
cultural behaviours that impede women from taking leadership roles?  

(2) Is it not the case that research shows that those types of comments from a senior male minister will 
deter other women from seeking public office? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)–(2) Firstly, let me answer it this way: the minister’s answer had nothing to do with the Prime Minister being 
a woman. He was actually referring to, in generality, what he called her. She happens to be a woman, 
but that was not why he was saying she was a cane toad and “peeing on posts”, or whatever it was that 
he said. If he had referred to the Prime Minister in her role as the Prime Minister and as a woman, I 
would be tearing strips off the minister, but he did not. He just referred to the Prime Minister. It had 
nothing to do with being a woman at all. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Go and read your own research. Go and read the document! 

The PRESIDENT: Order!  
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: Whether the Prime Minister of Australia is a man or a woman, it makes no 
difference. The comments that Hon Peter Collier made, he would make again. It would not matter as to gender. I 
make the point again: if he had referred to the Prime Minister as a woman, and then a cane toad and “peeing on 
posts”, I would have torn strips off him.  

CHIEF SCIENTIST 

493. Hon KATE DOUST to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Science and 
Innovation: 

I believe the minister now representing the Minister for Science and Innovation is the Leader of the House.  

Hon Norman Moore: It is.  

Hon KATE DOUST: I refer to the review of the role of the Chief Scientist of Western Australia conducted by 
the Department of Commerce. 
(1) Will the minister table the names of the organisations invited to contribute to this review; and, if not, 

why not? 

(2) Has the review been concluded; and, if yes — 
(a) when did the minister receive the recommendations; 
(b) how many recommendations are there, how many have been accepted in full and how many 

have been accepted in part; 
(c) will the minister table the review or release it publicly; if yes, when; and, if no, why not; 

(d) is there a time frame for the implementation of the review’s recommendations; if yes, will the 
minister table this; and, if no, why not; and 

(e) when will the recommendations be implemented? 

(3) If the review has not been concluded, when will it be concluded; will the concluded review be tabled; 
and, if not, why not? 

(4) Will the minister guarantee that the office of the Chief Scientist of Western Australia will continue to be 
funded at or above the 2012–13 state budget level and through the forward estimates?  

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)–(4) I have been advised that the department’s report has been received by the Office of the Minister for 
Science and Innovation. However, as the minister has not yet received a briefing on it from the 
Department of Commerce, the minister is not in a position to provide any further comment at this time. 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION — KWINANA OFFICE — RELOCATION 

494. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the minister representing the Minister for Environment: 
(1) Is the minister aware of plans to close the Kwinana office of the Department of Environment and 

Conservation and relocate staff to Booragoon? 

(2) When did the minister become aware of these plans? 

(3) How many staff currently work in the Kwinana office? 

(4) How many staff are to be relocated? 

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

(1) Yes.  
(2) August 2011. 
(3) There are 11 positions in the Kwinana office, of which eight are currently filled. 

(4) All positions are being relocated. 
INTERGRAIN PTY LTD — MONSANTO INVESTMENT 

495. Hon GIZ WATSON to the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
I refer to my question asked on 2 December 2010 about Monsanto’s 19.9 per cent investment in InterGrain 
Pty Ltd in August 2010. I also refer to a question asked in the other place by the member for Warnbro, Mr Paul 
Papalia, on 1 May 2012. 
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(1) Will the minister confirm whether he or members of his staff met with representatives of Monsanto on 
17 May 2010? 

(2) If yes to (1), will the minister explain why this meeting was not included in answer to the member for 
Warnbro’s question on 1 May 2012? 

(3) Are there any other meetings that the minister or members of his staff have had with representatives of 
producers or suppliers of genetically modified crop seed since September 2008 that the minister has not 
previously disclosed? 

(4) During the period September 2008 to the present day, will the minister again confirm on which 
occasions he or members of his staff met with representatives of producers or suppliers of GM crop 
seed, including — 
(a) the names of the producers or suppliers with whom the minister or his staff met; 

(b) in the case of staff members, the names and roles of the staff members who met with GM 
producers or suppliers; 

(c) the dates and times of the meetings, and 

(d) the purpose of the meetings? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 
I thank the member for her question. 

(1) Yes. 

(2) The minister’s diary does not record the minister meeting with Monsanto representatives on this date. 
However, it does record a meeting with representatives of InterGrain. The minister’s diary indicates the 
Director General of the Department of Agriculture and Food and the minister’s chief of staff were 
present. Further inquiries have confirmed that Jennifer Ozimkiewicz of Monsanto was also present at 
the meeting. When the meeting was first arranged, only InterGrain representatives were scheduled to 
attend. Ms Ozimkiewicz was a late addition to the meeting and her presence was not recorded in the 
minister’s diary. This was an administrative oversight. 

(3) No. 

(4) The minister can confirm meeting with producers and suppliers of GM crop seed, as defined in 
Legislative Assembly question on notice 7377, on seven occasions. 
Meeting 1 — 

(a) Monsanto Australia Ltd; 

(b) Minister Redman; Steve Thomas, policy adviser; Nicole Fernandes, policy adviser; Scott 
Mitchell, chief of staff; 

(c) on 5 November 2008 at 2.00 pm; and 

(d) general briefing on GM canola. 

Meeting 2 — 

(a) Cargill Australia; 

(b) Minister Redman; Nicole Fernandes, policy adviser; Scott Mitchell, chief of staff; 

(c) on 28 January 2009 at 12.30 pm; and 

(d) the future of the Grain Licensing Authority in WA. 

Meeting 3 — 

(a) Bayer CropScience; 

(b) Minister Redman; Nicole Fernandes, policy adviser; Scott Mitchell, chief of staff; 

(c) on 4 November 2009 at 9.30 am; and 

(d) general briefing on the development of GM technology. 

Meeting 4 — 

(a) InterGrain, Monsanto; 

(b) Minister Redman; Scott Mitchell, chief of staff; 

(c) on 17 May 2010 at 2.00 pm; and 
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(d) briefing on Monsanto investment in InterGrain.   

Meeting 5 — 

(a) Nuseed, Pacific Seeds; Canola Breeders Western Australia; Pioneer Hi-Bred;  

(b) Minister Redman; Julian Breheny, policy adviser;  

(c) on 17 May 2010 at 5.15 pm; and 

(d) general discussion about grains industry.  

Meeting 6 — 

(a) Syngenta Asia–Pacific;  

(b) Minister Redman; Scott Mitchell, chief of staff;  

(c) on 24 February 2011 at 11.45 am; and  

(d) general briefing on the development of GM technology.  

Meeting 7 —  

(a) Monsanto Australia Ltd;  

(b) Minister Redman; Scott Mitchell, chief of staff; and Jamie Henderson, policy adviser;  

(c) on 24 February 2011 at 3.00 pm; and  

(d) general briefing on the development of GM technology.  

But it does not say here what he had for breakfast that morning.  

GRAHAM FARMER FREEWAY TUNNEL — WIDENING 

496. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the minister representing the Minister for Transport: 
I think the minister has not got an answer for the question I was going to ask, so I will ask a separate one. Maybe 
if the other one comes in, I might get a second chance later.  

I refer to the proposed works to widen the Graham Farmer Freeway tunnel to three lanes in each direction.  

(1) Has Main Roads Western Australia conducted a risk assessment analysis? 

(2) Has Main Roads conducted a traffic flow analysis? 

(3) If yes to (1) and (2), will the minister table each of these reports? 

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

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. Main Roads WA advises — 

(1)–(2) These assessments are nearing completion.  

(3)–(4) Not applicable.  

The PRESIDENT: Members, the information available during question time is important to members. I know 
we are having a few problems with the sound system, but the background conversations between two or three 
people make it difficult to hear around the chamber. I mentioned that in my comments prior to the previous 
break, so if members would just take a bit of notice of that.  

SHARK ATTACKS 

497. Hon JON FORD to the Minister for Fisheries: 
My question is without notice.  

(1) In Australia, what shark species is most responsible for attacks on humans? 

(2) Does the minister believe that lifting the protection afforded to great white sharks will result in fewer 
shark attacks on humans in Western Australia? 

(3) If yes to (2), on what evidence is that view based?  

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 
I thank the member for the question. 

(1) I do not know for absolute certain that the great white is the shark species that causes most fatalities, but 
anecdotally that would seem to be the case. Certainly in respect to the most recent fatalities in Western 



 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 14 August 2012] 4759 

 

Australia, the evidence would suggest that the sharks were in fact great whites or white pointers or 
white sharks—a whole range of names are used for that particular species of shark. 

(2) The second question relates to the number of sharks that may well be there, bearing in mind that it is a 
protected species and has been protected in Western Australia since the 1990s. I do not know whether 
there has been an increase. I have asked the Department of Fisheries’ research branch to inform me of 
its views on that. I have yet to receive a response; however, as the member would be aware, technically 
the Western Australian government has responsibility only for state waters, which is three nautical 
miles out to sea. I have written to the federal Minister for Sustainability, Environment, Water, 
Population and Communities, Tony Burke, asking whether he could provide me with any advice the 
federal government may have in respect to shark numbers in commonwealth waters. He has been very 
cooperative and is going to provide that advice as soon as it is provided to him. Bearing in mind that 
these sharks have been protected for that period of time, it is conceivable that the numbers have 
increased quite significantly. But, on the other hand, there is no evidence I have yet to demonstrate that 
that is correct. It is logical, however, that when we have a ban on catching sharks or any species of 
marine creature, they may in fact increase significantly in numbers; a classic case of that is that the 
number of whales going up and down the Western Australian coast has increased significantly since the 
ban on whaling. It is similar with seals; there has been a significant increase in the number of seals off 
the coast of Western Australia. 

(3) I think the member’s third question was — 

Hon Jon Ford: I think you have answered the third question, which was the evidence that you would base your 
view on. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I do not have any evidence to base a view on one way or the other; I do not have a 
view on that issue. I am waiting to be told by the scientists what they see to be the situation with respect to those 
sharks. As soon as I know that, it will help us decide what we are going to do about those sharks in the future. 

FRACCING OPERATIONS — MIDWEST REGION 

498. Hon ALISON XAMON to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum: 
I refer to the current fraccing operations taking place in the midwest.  

(1) How many vehicle movements are expected between the Woodada Deep and Arrowsmith sites over the 
course of the fraccing and clean-up operations?  

(2) What methods are being used to limit the possibility of transferring phytophthora dieback between the 
Arrowsmith and Woodada Deep sites?  

(3) What, if any, monitoring is being done to ensure that these methods are sufficient and complied with?  

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question.  

(1) Approximately 80 vehicle movements are expected between the Woodada Deep and Arrowsmith sites.  

(2) All vehicles travelling between the Woodada Deep and Arrowsmith sites must pass through the wash-
down station located close to the Woodada Deep-1 well site.  

(3) A dieback survey was undertaken prior to works commencing, and a follow-up dieback survey will be 
undertaken in 2013 to confirm that the method is effective. All vehicles that pass through the wash-
down facility are checked by officers on site and recorded. Environmental audits have been undertaken 
of these operations and these confirm that dieback hygiene measures are being complied with.  

DISABILITY JUSTICE CENTRE — KENWICK 

499. Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH to the Minister for Mental Health: 
I refer to the minister’s media release of Tuesday, 24 July 2012, announcing Kenwick as one of the two locations 
for the disability justice centres. 
(1) When did the minister first communicate with her nephew Nathan Morton about the proposed Kenwick 

disability justice centre? 

(2) Was the minister’s nephew supportive of the location announced for the disability justice centre in 
Kenwick? 

(3) Is it true that the minister has backflipped on this decision about the location of Kenwick only because 
it is a threat to the minister’s nephew’s political career?  
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Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Unfortunately, the member was not listening to the radio on the day that I answered that question.  

Several members interjected.  

Hon HELEN MORTON: I know. 

(1)–(3) I had absolutely no communication with my nephew about this matter up until the time the decision was 
made. Interestingly, all opposition members of Parliament, including Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, were 
invited to a briefing on this; no candidates were invited. The communication with my nephew was 
that night, after I had made the decision. I went home and rang him and told him that that was the 
situation. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Why did you do that?  

Hon HELEN MORTON: I think the situation was that there were a number of people who were being informed 
that day—a lot of people in fact—and so given the queries that were about to be made and the suggestions that 
were about to be made about some kind of linkage about that, I felt I ought to let him know about the decision. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Why? 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Yes, why? 

Hon HELEN MORTON: The decision was made wholly and solely on planning issues, and some silly 
suggestion that has been brought up about linkages to something to do with a member of my family is just 
absolutely and totally ridiculous.  

Hon Sue Ellery: But you raised it, because you told him before you told the public!  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: What a disaster! 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

PERTH WATERFRONT DEVELOPMENT — HERITAGE VALUES 

500. Hon LYNN MacLAREN to the minister representing the Minister for Heritage: 

(1) Will the minister table the advice of the Heritage Council of Western Australia with regard to the 
impact of the Perth Waterfront development on the heritage values of the Perth waterfront? 

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

(3) Did the minister seek and/or receive any other advice about the impact of the development on the 
heritage values of the Perth waterfront? 

(4) If yes to (3) — 

(a) from whom did the minister receive this advice; and 

(b) will the minister table all such advice received? 

(5) If no to (3), why did the minister not seek advice from the National Trust of Australia (WA), 
considering that the minister is responsible for the National Trust? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

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

(1) The Heritage Council provided advice to the Western Australian Planning Commission under section 
11 of the Heritage of Western Australia Act 1990 for consideration in its role as the decision-making 
authority for the site in response to referrals of development and subdivision applications relating to the 
Perth Waterfront project. The honourable member should therefore direct the question to the Minister 
for Planning. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) Yes. 

(4) (a) The Minister for Heritage received correspondence from the National Trust of Australia (WA) 
relating to the redevelopment of the Perth Esplanade. 

(b) Please see Legislative Assembly Estimates Committee B supplementary information No 38. 

(5) Not applicable. 
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DIRECTIONS 2031 — CABINET APPROVAL 

501. Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

(1) Did the government’s planning framework “directions2031 and beyond: metropolitan planning beyond 
the horizon” go before cabinet for approval; and, if so, on what date did cabinet make the decision to 
approve the framework and which ministers, if any, did not take part in this decision and why? 

(2) Did the government’s activity centres policy, which implements elements of “directions2031 and 
beyond”, go before cabinet for approval; and, if so, on what date did cabinet make the decision to 
approve the policy and which ministers, if any, did not take part in this decision and why? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)–(2) As the member would be aware, it is against convention to disclose information relating to the 
deliberations of cabinet. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon Ken Travers: Your mob asked the same sorts of questions. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Did the Labor Party answer them? 

Hon Ken Travers: Yes. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Then that is what the Labor Party does. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I can tolerate so much, members, but you have to realise where the limits are. You 
are wasting your own time in question time. Question time is allocated until five o’clock. I would not blame the 
Leader of the House if he got up at five o’clock, regardless of whether everybody had asked their questions, and 
sought to resume the business of the house. It is certainly not my view that question time should be cut short, but 
if you continue to argue the toss, it is your time that you are consuming. 

TERM-OF-GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES — REDUNDANCIES 

502. Hon ED DERMER to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

Some notice has been given of the question. I refer to the July reconstitution of the ministry. 

(1) Were any term-of-government employees offered, or did any of these employees request, redundancies 
as a result of the reconstitution of the ministry? 

(2) How many redundancies were offered, how many redundancies were requested, and how many 
redundancies were granted? 

(3) What are the names, levels and positions of all the term-of-government employees who received 
redundancies? 

(4) What is the total current cost of redundancy payments paid to term-of-government employees as a result 
of the reconstitution of the ministry? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) Yes. 

(2) There were three. 

(3) It is not appropriate to name the employees involved. The positions and levels are: chief of staff, class 
1; principal policy adviser, level 7; and reception–administrative assistant, level 2. 

(4) The amount was $178 082 for redundancy payments. This includes only the severance component and 
payment in lieu of notice; it does not include accrued and pro rata leave entitlements. The value of 
accrued and pro rata leave entitlements is $136 938.04. 
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“WOMEN’S REPORT CARD” 2012 

503. Hon LINDA SAVAGE to the Minister for Community Services: 
I refer to question without notice 220 of 3 May 2012 and to the Department for Communities Women’s Interests 
website accessed as at 14 August 2012. 
(1) Has the 2012 “Women’s Report Card” update been released? 
(2) If the answer to (1) is no, when will it be released? 
(3) When it is released, will it be tabled in Parliament; and, if not, why not? 
(4) Has the annual action plan included in the document “Women’s Interests: Strategic Directions 2011-14” 

been updated as at the close of the 2011–12 financial year? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 
(1)–(3) I signed off on the answer to that question, but it is not here. I can tell the member that the report has 

been done; I just have not launched it yet. When I launch it, it will be released publicly. I am not going 
to table it, but I am happy for anyone to have a copy of it. 

(4) No. 
GNANGARA GROUNDWATER AREAS ALLOCATION PLAN 

504. Hon ALISON XAMON to the minister representing the Minister for Water: 
I refer to the Gnangara sustainability plan, which states at page 61 that the Department of Water will work over 
the 2010–11 period with the Department of Environment and Conservation to update the current acid sulfate 
soils risk map and review procedures for addressing identified acid sulfate soil risks when licensing. 

(1) Has the acid sulfate soils map been updated? 

(2) Have the procedures for addressing identified acid sulfate soil risks when licensing been reviewed? 

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

(1) I believe that the honourable member is referring to the “Gnangara groundwater areas allocation plan”. 
Consistent with environmental management action 3 on page 61 of this plan, acid sulfate soil sampling 
has been undertaken by the Department of Water and the Department of Environment and 
Conservation. After considering the additional soil sampling data, DEC concluded that the acid sulfate 
soils risk map boundaries remained appropriate. The current risk maps and underlying soil sampling 
data are publicly available through Landgate’s Shared Land Information Platform website. 

(2) Yes. 
BUS SERVICES — PILBARA 

505. Hon HELEN BULLOCK to the minister representing the Minister for Transport: 
(1) What is the current annual dollar value of any state government subsidies towards regular passenger 

transport bus services in the Town of Port Hedland, the Shire of Roebourne, the Shire of East Pilbara 
and the Shire of Ashburton? 

(2) What are the full details of each bus service that is provided with this subsidy? 

(3) What plans does the state government have to fund an improved bus service for Pilbara people?  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of the question. The Public Transport Authority advises — 

(1) In the Town of Port Hedland, an operating subsidy of $1 269 293 for 2011–12 was paid to the local 
operator. In the Shire of Roebourne, an operating subsidy of $69 167 for 2011–12 was paid to the local 
operator. In the Shire of East Pilbara, an operating subsidy of $103 800 for 2011–12 was paid to the 
local operator. In the Shire of Ashburton, an operating subsidy of $18 179 for 2011–12 was paid to the 
local operator. 

(2) The Town of Port Hedland regular passenger transport service comprises town and school-based bus 
services. The Shire of Roebourne RPT service comprises a school-based service and a subsidised inter-
town service. In the Shire of East Pilbara, there is a subsidised inter-town service. In the Shire of 
Ashburton, there is a subsidised taxi service. 

(3) The services in these Pilbara towns are under continual review, and currently service levels are in 
keeping with patronage demand. 
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SUICIDE PREVENTION SERVICES — SOUTH WEST 

506. Hon ADELE FARINA to the Minister for Mental Health: 

I refer to the high number of suicides in the Bunbury coronial jurisdiction in 2010–11. 

(1) Has the minister read the research report by the Val Lishman Health Research Foundation titled “LIFE 
in the South West of Western Australia: A study of existing suicide prevention services” dated January 
2011? 

(2) With respect to each of the key findings —  

(a) what action has been taken to address the finding; and 

(b) how much funding has been committed? 

(3) I refer to the service gaps finding, and in particular in relation to services out of hours for adults and at 
all times for children and adolescents, and ask the minister: what action has or is being taken to address 
this significant gap in services?  

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. I also acknowledge the great work that Val Lishman does in 
the area of health research in Bunbury and the south west area. I have met with Val Lishman on a couple of 
occasions. 

(1) Yes, I have read the report that the Val Lishman Health Research Foundation put out entitled “LIFE in 
the South West of Western Australia”. In fact, I read it not long after it was released in January 2011.  

(2) (a) On 18 August 2011, the Minister for Mental Health provided a letter of support as requested by 
the Val Lishman Health Research Foundation to assist with its funding application to the 
royalties for regions program. The funding proposal was to extend the foundation’s model for 
community-based promotion of health research to other rural regions in Western Australia. On 
29 June 2012, the Minister for Mental Health—that is, me—met with members of the City of 
Bunbury Council, including Mayor David Smith, and at that meeting discussed suicide rates in 
the Bunbury coronial jurisdiction and the link-up with the research by the Val Lishman 
foundation, and effectively collaborating with local government around mental health events, 
programs and facilities.  

While I was down there, I obviously had the pleasure of meeting with a great number of people 
who were similarly involved in a number of the services engaged in suicide prevention and 
mental health services generally. I have to say that it was one of the most heartening visits to a 
regional centre, in terms of mental health collaboration, in the time I have been a minister, and 
I commend the people of the south west for their collaboration around mental health services. 

(b) As part of the state government’s $13 million WA suicide prevention strategy, a number of 
community action plans are being implemented in the south west region. I table an attached 
document that outlines the five organisations involved in suicide prevention, how they are 
going about it and the funding that has been allocated to those groups in the south west. 

[See paper 4795.] 

Hon HELEN MORTON: The answer continues —  

(3) There are a number of initiatives to expand mental health services in the south west. As part of 
component 2 of not-for-profit organisation sustainability funding, the Mental Health Commission has 
requested that existing service providers address how best to provide out-of-hours service provision. 
The Mental Health Commission will give consideration to proposals to inform new service agreements, 
starting from July 2013. New investment was provided to the Department of Health in 2011–12 to 
employ two additional mental health professionals to enhance specialist community mental health 
services for children and young people in the south west. The new investment in the south west is part 
of a broader commitment of recurrent funds of $1.6 million to improve access to mental health services 
for children and young people living in rural and remote areas. The Mental Health Commission is 
working with the South West Development Commission to jointly fund a service coordinator position 
that will assist in developing capacity to deliver youth friendly service responses and improve service 
coordination in the region.  

The Mental Health Commission’s 50 per cent funding share is $60 000 a year and the part-time position 
will be funded for two years. As members would be aware, recently, in June 2012, the commonwealth 
government announced that a headspace centre has been approved for Bunbury in 2012–13. 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 5660, 5691, 5688, 5690, 5679, 5649, 5631, 5635, 5637, 5648, 5749 AND 5726 
Papers Tabled 

Papers relating to answers to questions on notice were tabled by Hon Norman Moore (Leader of the House), 
Hon Simon O’Brien (Minister for Commerce), Hon Peter Collier (Minister for Education), Hon Robyn 
McSweeney (Minister for Child Protection) and Hon Helen Morton (Minister for Mental Health). 

PUBLIC TRANSPORT AUTHORITY — APN OUTDOOR PTY LTD 
Question on Notice 5367 — Correction of Answer 

HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan — Minister for Finance) [5.03 pm]: On Tuesday, 27 March 
2012 Hon Lynn MacLaren asked question on notice 5367, regarding two contracts awarded by the Public 
Transport Authority to APN Outdoor Pty Ltd. I want to table a correction to part (8) of that question and seek 
leave to have it tabled and incorporated into Hansard.  

Leave granted.  
[See paper 4800.]  
The following material was incorporated —  
 

(8)  The revenue share arrangement between the PTA and APN Outdoor Pty Ltd is determined through the tender process and 
therefore the details of the revenue share arrangement are not appropriate to table. However, the revenue share amount expected 
to be received by the PTA in 2011/12 is approximately $5.5 million. This value is allocated in full to the PTA Budget under Other 
Revenue. 

 

FOREST PRODUCTS COMMISSION — SAWMILL CONTRACTS 
Question on Notice 5132 — Supplementary Information 

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West — Minister for Child Protection) [5.04 pm]: An answer to 
question on notice 5132 asked by Hon Giz Watson was tabled on 1 May 2012. I would like to present to the 
house an updated attachment to tabled paper 4438. 
[See paper 4806.] 

FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2012 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [5.07 pm]: I will just continue from where I was before we broke 
for questions. I was referring to the fact that the special inquiry was influenced by a couple of reports and had 
just referred to those two reports.  
For this reason, the special inquiry sought to separate emergency management policy and planning functions 
from the operational functions to ensure a whole-of-government focus and compliance with the current state 
emergency management policies and plans. It is also worth noting in relation to recommendation 46 that back in 
2006 the Community Development and Justice Standing Committee made its recommendation 60 that 
consideration be given to a review of whether the Fire and Emergency Services Authority should remain a 
statutory authority or a restructured department, so this committee was obviously on the ball quite a long time 
before this bill was drafted. In relation to recommendation 44, the bill amends the Emergency Management Act 
2005 so that the state emergency coordinator can declare an emergency situation if she or he feels it is 
appropriate and if a hazard management agency has not already done so. The relevant hazard management 
agency will then have to act upon the declaration. In relation to recommendation 46, the bill replaces the Fire and 
Emergency Services Authority with a department.  
The minister’s function under fire and emergency services legislation will be performed via a ministerial body 
corporate. Assets and liabilities of the defunct statutory authority will go to that body and the emergency services 
levy and other funds raised through the operation of emergency legislation will go to the department, not to 
consolidated revenue. Day-to-day operations will be managed by the chief executive officer, who will be called 
the Fire and Emergency Services Commissioner. Staff will be either public servants with an administrative role 
in the department, operational staff who assist the community during emergencies or wages staff such as 
mechanics or technicians. Regarding the volunteers who respond to emergencies, the minister will be required to 
establish a volunteer advisory committee for each volunteer service that exists under emergency services 
legislation. The minister will also be required to prescribe in regulations which associational body will represent 
each of the volunteer services. The majority of the volunteer advisory committees will have to comprise people 
nominated by that prescribed association or body. Most of this relates to this restructure but the bill also makes a 
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further amendment to the use of police powers to move and evacuate people in or near an emergency. I note that 
the bill took quite a long time to be debated in the other place and that the government moved one amendment to 
clause 7 to insert new section 9 into the FESA act to clarify the minister’s powers to borrow money. That power 
is limited to borrowing from the Western Australian Treasury Corporation, not borrowing at large. That brings 
us to the bill in front of us. 

It is worth noting that this bill obviously deals with two of the 55 recommendations in the Keelty report. The 
government’s progress on the recommendations is included in the Community Development and Justice 
Standing Committee’s November 2011 report “Western Australia’s Readiness for the 2011–12 Bushfire Season” 
and the government’s response to that report. I note that in the other place the shadow minister criticised the 
level of implementation of the remainder of these recommendations to date, and I will probably share those 
comments. 
Clause 14 of the bill deals with the delegation of responsibilities. Section 15 of the Fire and Emergency Services 
Authority of Western Australia Act contains provisions regarding the delegation of responsibilities. Apart from 
the changes being consequential on the restructuring of FESA to a department, the bill contains one substantive 
change in the delegation powers. In place of subsection 2(a), which currently permits FESA to delegate the 
performance of any function to the CEO, clause 14 of the bill provides that FESA’s successor—the FES 
commissioner—can delegate any of his or her functions under the emergency services acts to another member of 
staff, an advisory committee or a public service officer not employed by the department. Hence there appears to 
be quite an expansion of the potential recipients of delegated functions. I would like to explore the extent of that 
delegation and particularly the question of responsibility. Under section 58 of the Western Australian 
Interpretation Act, when the performance of a function is dependent upon a person’s opinion, belief or state of 
mind, it is the opinion, belief or state of mind of the person to whom the power has been delegated, not of the 
person doing the delegating, which counts. In addition, clause 9, which inserts proposed section 11(1), provides 
that the FES commissioner, subject to the control of the minister, is responsible for the provision and 
management of emergency services. 

Sorry, Mr Deputy President, this is somewhat unusual, but I am supposedly addressing these comments to the 
minister who is in charge of the bill, who is deep in conversation at the back of the chamber with his advisers so 
that I might as well be talking to thin air. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Brian Ellis): I think the minister has taken note of your comments. It is not 
unusual for a minister to seek advice. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I am making a fairly detailed point, and if the minister is not interested in listening, I do 
not know what I will do, but it is pretty poor form, in my opinion. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: You will have an opportunity to raise it in committee. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I might as well wait and do it at the committee stage. I thought I would give the minister 
the benefit of having the opportunity to respond in his second reading reply. I have no doubt that he will not be 
able to do that. Regardless, I will keep going. 

My understanding is that although the person to whom a function is delegated by the FES commissioner will 
have the freedom to make up his or her mind when the performance of the function is dependent upon it, it is 
only the function, not the overall responsibility, that can be delegated. It is my understanding that responsibility 
will remain with the FES commissioner, subject to the control of the minister, as per new section 11(1). There 
was some discussion in the other place on this matter but I would like to make sure that my understanding is 
correct. Will the minister please either confirm or correct the accuracy of this interpretation, which he might or 
might not have heard. I will repeat it when we get to clause 14. 

Hon Peter Collier: During committee? 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I think that it will probably have to be in committee, yes. 

My next question regards clause 24, which is the preservation of rights or entitlements of career firefighters. 
Clause 24 inserts proposed section 21 into the FESA act, which states in part — 

(3) The remuneration of, and other terms and conditions of service of, operational staff and wages 
staff are not to be less favourable than provided for in — 

(a) an applicable award, order or industrial agreement under the Industrial 
Relations Act 1979;  

I understand that many of the people who will be covered by this section are on paid rates awards, not minimum 
rates awards. In my consultation on this bill, concerns were expressed about whether the proposed section 
preserves the remuneration and other terms and conditions of those operations or wages staff who are on paid 
rates awards. I am aware that this was also raised in the other place but I understand that the answer given was 
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not adequate. I have made some further inquiries of the minister’s office and understand that the intention of this 
clause is that no-one will be paid less than they are currently and that the intention is instead to provide a safety 
net of minimum conditions for people who are not on any kind of award at all. For the record, I request that the 
minister confirm that the intention is that the remuneration and other terms and conditions of those operational 
and/or wages staff who are on paid rates awards are preserved. 

Immediately beneath that provision, clause 24 also inserts proposed section 21(4) into the FESA act. Two 
queries have been raised with me about that during my consultation of the bill, again in respect of career 
firefighters. Proposed section 21(4)(a) provides that the operational staff may be engaged on a full-time or part-
time basis. I understand that all active firefighters are full-timers because of the amount of time on the job that is 
necessary to maintain competencies. Part-timers cannot be active firefighters but they can do other duties. I 
understand that these are the terms used in the relevant industrial agreement. The reasons, as I have said, relate to 
competencies or, in other words, safety. I have made further inquiries of the minister’s office and understand that 
the intention is that the limitations in the enterprise bargaining agreement about the types of jobs that can be 
done by part-timers will continue to apply. Again, I ask the minister to confirm that the intention is that the 
limitations in the EBA about who can work part time will not be overridden by this clause. 

Proposed section 21(4)(b) provides that operational staff are to be engaged either indefinitely as permanent 
officers or for a period not exceeding five years. I understand that it is not unusual for a person to be temporarily 
appointed to a higher or other position. Currently, such a person would return to their substantive position 
without loss of their original rank or permanency. Concern was expressed to me during my consultations about 
whether this proposed section will change that arrangement so that the return of a person to their original 
position will no longer be possible and instead they will be out the door. From my further inquiries of the 
minister’s office, I understand that the key word is “engage” and that parliamentary drafters nowadays have a 
convention whereby they say “engaged” when they mean newly employed from the outside, and “designated” or 
“appointed” when they mean a change of function for a person who is already employed within. Thus permanent 
staff who are temporarily removed, that is, “designated”, to another position—for example, if they are seconded 
or employed in an acting position—will continue to be able to revert to their substantive position. Similarly, 
permanent staff who are appointed to the senior executive service will have a right of return. These provisions 
are contained in the Public Sector Management Act. My understanding is that the proposed section is intended to 
ensure that it is possible to employ new people in non-permanent positions for a position, for example, that has 
funding for only a couple of years. An existing permanent employee is not expected to apply for such a position, 
as the advertising wording will make it clear, but if an existing permanent employee did apply, they would know 
that they would not be able to revert to their previous position. Again, I am asking the minister to confirm 
whether or not my understanding of this is correct. 
Clause 24 inserts proposed part 5, “Advisory committees”, into the FESA act. Part 5 permits the minister to 
establish advisory committees and mandates that the minister at least establishes certain volunteer advisory 
committees. There is no matching requirement that an advisory committee be established through which career 
firefighters will have a voice. The minister can create such an advisory committee if he or she likes, but it is not 
mandated. During consultation, concerns were again expressed that the minister is not required to establish an 
advisory committee through which career firefighters can provide advice or assistance regarding the operation or 
administration of the emergency services legislation. These are, after all, people who have considerable 
expertise, and, because of the dangerous nature of their work, the way in which the legislation operates or is 
administered will have a direct impact on their health and safety. I will be moving an amendment to ensure the 
minister hears the voices of the representatives of these career firefighters, and also of the union representatives, 
as I understand that almost all career firefighters are union members. 

With regard to the management and distribution of the emergency services levy, recommendation 48 of the 
Keelty report is that the state government move to the Department of Finance the responsibility for the 
management and distribution of the emergency services levy. The reason for this recommendation was that the 
special inquiry questioned the appropriateness of an agency funded by the ESL to also be responsible for its 
distribution. Under the bill, FESA will be replaced by a department and, under proposed section 36UA, the levy 
will be paid to an operating account of the department. I assume this is because it is considered that the 
restructure sufficiently addresses the concerns expressed in the Keelty report. Again, if this is correct, are there 
any other reasons; and, if so, what are they? 

Clause 33 of the bill, which will replace section 38 of the FESA act, will, as I read it, have the effect that the 
emergency services levy funds that have been collected will not revert to consolidated revenue at the end of the 
financial year. However, during consultation, some queries were raised about this matter, and I was asked to 
obtain confirmation of this. The concern expressed to me is that the funds are desperately needed for more career 
staff in the south west tourist areas. This is not only because fires at tourist sites put at risk the lives and 
properties of many more people than a count of the permanent population would suggest, but also because career 
staff are needed to respond to serious motor vehicle accidents. There is a particularly large number of motor 
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vehicle accidents in the south west, particularly in the Vasse area, and I understand that too often local 
volunteers are being called out to respond to traumatic road accidents involving people whom they know. It is 
not fair to keep asking these people to do this. 

I have made further inquiries of the minister’s office to double-check this matter, and I understand that the 
money will not revert to consolidated revenue. The clause that will effect this is clause 33, proposed section 
38(3). Also, proposed section 38(1) provides that the money can be used only for the purposes of the emergency 
services act, regardless of whatever other unrelated functions the department might have. For example, if a fire 
truck is bought with those funds and later sold, the proceeds are to be retained and can be spent on a new fire 
truck, instead of going to either unrelated functions the department might have, or consolidated revenue. For the 
record, I ask the minister to please confirm that unspent emergency services levy funds will not revert to 
consolidated revenue at the end of each financial year. 
Clauses 49 and 109 of the bill deal with the expansion of police powers. Clause 49 amends section 14B of the 
Bush Fires Act 1954. Under that act, currently FESA can authorise a particular person to take control of all 
operations during a bushfire. That authorised person can then direct or prohibit the movement of people, animals 
or vehicles in the area, including directing evacuation, and can direct that roads and access routes in the area be 
closed. Failure to comply with such a direction attracts a penalty of $25 000. Clause 49 amends this section to 
provide that, during the period of authorisation, police officers will also be given those powers of direction. The 
explanatory memorandum states that the intent is to improve the level of assistance police can provide at a 
bushfire by ensuring that they can give such directions independently of FESA or its successor. The powers are 
limited to a particular set of circumstances and to particular directions that can be given. 

Clause 109 of the bill amends section 71 of the Emergency Management Act 2005. Under that act, currently the 
most senior police officer present at an emergency scene can direct a person in charge of a business, place of 
worship or place of entertainment to close it for a specified time, and can also exercise the same powers as a 
hazard management officer—that is, direct or prohibit movement of people, animals or vehicles in the area, 
including directing evacuation, and direct that roads and access routes in the area be closed. Failure to comply 
will attract a $50 000 penalty, plus a further $5 000 for each separate and further offence, under section 86 of 
that act. Clause 109 of the bill amends this to provide that any police officer can exercise this power provided it 
is for the purpose of emergency management during an emergency situation or state of emergency. The 
explanatory memorandum states the reason is to cover situations, particularly in remote areas, in which the most 
senior officer in the declared area is not in town to exercise the powers, or the incident command post set up for 
emergency response is outside the emergency area. I would have thought that in that case, the person would not 
be present, and the powers would be exercisable by the most senior police officer who was present. I wonder 
whether the minister could give some explanation in that regard. I will raise this matter again when we get into 
committee, but I flag it now so that the minister will have a chance to respond.  

Some concerns were expressed to me during consultation that clause 49 in particular might lead to disaster if, for 
example, the police, not knowing what the fire was doing, were to direct evacuating people into the path of the 
fire, or if the police were to prevent firefighters or support personnel from using roads. I have raised this concern 
with the minister’s office, and I understand the following—I am quoting here from my notes — 

• Volunteer firefighters currently hold that power and there is potential for a similar scenario to occur 
in any case; 

• The function of police in a fire is to deal with road blocks and evacuations and they need this 
power to exercise that function. While volunteer firefighters currently have that power, their main 
function is firefighting; 

• Currently, police on the scene have problems with not knowing who has given an order, whether 
they have authority to do so, etc. So sometimes they’re not sure about who is and isn’t allowed 
through a road block, for example; 

• While police do have individual discretion, in practice when multiple officers are involved as in a 
fire situation (ie police at command post and police on the scene at road blocks) they act in 
coordination under a hierarchical command structure. Police at the roadblock act under instructions 
from their command post. The command post is informed by FESA; 

• It is still possible that the situation described could arise, but police training and command 
structures are designed to protect against it. 

I am satisfied with that answer. It seems to me that in such a dangerous, changing situation, there are potential 
difficulties both with the police, as well as authorised persons, having the power, and also with them not having 
it. To give them the power in a context in which they are likely to follow the instructions of an informed 
command post, unless there is clear reason not to do so, seems to me to strike the right balance in difficult 
circumstances. I do ask, however, that the minister carefully monitor the success or otherwise of the change so 
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that further changes can be made in the future if necessary. Given the nature of the issue, I assume the minister 
will want to identify any problems and will be doing so anyway. 

I turn now to clauses 88, 94, 113 and 147 of the bill. Clauses 88 and 94 together amend sections 54 and 55 of the 
Fire Brigades Act 1942. These amendments are consequential, mostly changing the word “Authority”—as in 
FESA—to “FES Commissioner” or “Minister” or “State” as appropriate. Similar changes are made by clause 
113 to the Country Areas Water Supply Act 1947 and by clause 147 to the Water Boards Act 1904. 

However, during consultation an issue to do with fire hydrants was raised with me that I would like to draw to 
the attention of the house, and particularly to the attention of the Minister for Commerce, whose department 
incorporates WorkSafe, and to the minister representing the Minister for Water. One matter that is not changed 
by this bill is the fact that the water authority is responsible for installing or abolishing fire hydrants as requested 
by the now FES commissioner, and also for keeping fire hydrants in effective working order. However, property 
in the fire hydrants belongs to FESA—now to be the minister—not the water authority.  

Under section 55 of the Fire Brigades Act, fire hydrants can be placed only on or under the surface of streets, 
paths or roadways with the sanction of the Fire and Emergency Services Authority—when this bill is enacted it 
will be with the sanction of the Fire and Emergency Services Commissioner. However, the Water Services Bill 
2011, which is yet to be debated in this house, contains provisions that will transfer the ownership of fire 
hydrants to the water authority. Those provisions are contained in clause 96 and schedule 1, clause 13(4) of that 
bill. These provisions are pursuant to recommendation 50 of the Keelty report, and also recommendation 72 of 
the 2006 Community Development and Justice Standing Committee report to which I referred earlier. 

Again I have been advised during consultation that in the suburbs most hydrants are underground, rather than the 
pillar-type of hydrant. However, Perth soil is acidic and sandy and causes underground hydrants to rust out. This 
means that underground hydrants need to be replaced each decade, and until then they require an annual service 
to clear out the corrosion to ensure they work properly. Clearly hydrants that do not deliver full flow endanger 
the health and safety of firefighters and do not assist with their work of protecting the lives and properties of 
other people. Currently, basic annual servicing of fire hydrants is done by FESA, and if anything more is needed, 
a work order is submitted to the Water Corporation. Unfortunately, however, and as indicated by 
recommendation 51 of the Keelty report, the Water Corporation is not keeping up with work orders. I was also 
told that on occasion the Water Corporation mistakenly puts in mains of insufficient size for the required flow. 
The United Firefighters Union would like there to be a review prior to the implementation of recommendation 50 
of the Keelty report. Understandably, it is very worried about any arrangement that would mean it would no 
longer be able to carry out basic annual maintenance of underground fire hydrants to ensure they are adequate to 
meet safety and work needs. Failing that, it would like to be sure that the minister is kept informed of the number 
of outstanding work orders relating to fire hydrants and the date when a fire hydrant was last checked and 
confirmed to be in effective working order, so that remedial action can be taken if needed. This issue is another 
reason the minister needs to hear from the representatives of career firefighters through an advisory committee, 
so that he or she will know whether there are safety issues or other problems with water flow from fire hydrants 
on which firefighters are dependent.  
At the time of the Keelty report the Water Corporation made a submission indicating that it had about 1 000 
outstanding work orders on fire hydrants. I am interested to know whether there is any capacity to give an update 
on how many of these remain outstanding; what arrangements are in place to ensure that the Minister for 
Emergency Services is kept informed of the number of outstanding work orders and other issues relating to water 
flow from fire hydrants, so that he or she can take appropriate action to protect the health and safety of 
operational staff; and whether any or all of the following provisions enable FESA and its successor to sanction 
only the fixed-pillar type hydrant rather than the underground fire-plug type—that is, to specify the sort of 
hydrant to be installed according to section 55 of the Fire Brigades Act, section 37(3) of the Country Areas 
Water Supply Act and section 63(3) of the Water Boards Act. I am flagging this issue now, but I indicate to the 
minister that I am aware that the substantive debate on this matter, I am sure, will be covered by the Water 
Services Bill 2011, as and when that gets debated. I am just taking this opportunity to link the two matters 
because there is a kind of crossover with the provisions of the Water Services Bill and they have a very strong 
impact on the operation of our fire and emergency services. 
With those comments, I conclude by saying that the Greens are happy to support this bill, I flag that there is an 
amendment standing in my name on the supplementary notice paper, which I ask the house to support, and I look 
forward to the committee stage of the bill. 
HON COL HOLT (South West) [5.33 pm]: I rise on behalf of the National Party to say that we will also 
support the Fire and Emergency Services Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. I want to make a couple of 
comments about consultation since the changes to the Bush Fires Act that we approved in this place about three 
years ago. The greatest amount of feedback that I get in my office from volunteer bush fire brigade officers and 
chief fire officers is about the level of consultation. A commitment was given by the then minister to ensure 
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consultation was done properly and thoroughly and that their views would be respected, collated and 
implemented. I have to say that concerns continue to come into my office around the level of consultation. We 
can set up all sorts of advisory groups and systems for feedback from the grassroots level to ministers or 
commissioners, but unless we really truly listen to the feedback that is provided from people at the grassroots 
level, I will continue to get people coming into my office to talk about their voices not being heard. I have raised 
this issue with the minister and the commissioner before, and I will continue to do so. Again, it is about a 
commitment from the government to listen to those concerns. If we are to set up systems that provide the 
opportunity for decent and proper consultation at the grassroots level, we need to listen to them. I am not so 
naive that I believe when the opinion of some people is disagreed with it means that consultation has not been 
done properly. However, I also believe there are instances when people have entered into consultation groups or 
have provided feedback in the right way and not had their voices heard and their concerns addressed. As we 
move into a different system of providing emergency services to this state, I would encourage those sorts of 
concerns to continue to be listened to. 
With those brief words and a word of encouragement to the government to continue to listen, we will be 
supporting the bill. 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Education) [5.36 pm] — in reply: I will make 
a few brief comments because we will go into committee. I appreciate that a number of concerns and questions 
need clarification, particularly from Hon Giz Watson, and I apologise to her as I did not mean any disrespect. I 
was actually trying to get some clarification on one of the points she raised. As I said, I prefer to deal with the 
points fundamentally in committee. 

I thank all members for their contributions and for their indication of support. This bill is of course a response to 
the Perth hills bushfire in February 2011. We want to make sure that we have the best response and emergency 
management team possible to ensure that, in the event of further emergencies, we are better placed to respond to 
those emergencies. The bill, in essence, will amend the Fire and Emergency Services Authority of WA Act 1998 
by abolishing the authority and removing its board of management, which will in essence be replaced by a 
department with the amended act being called the Fire and Emergency Services Act. Ideally this bill will 
improve the ability to respond to emergencies by ensuring there is proper oversight of the new department and 
that volunteers will be more engaged in the process. I think we all understand that, and that is ultimately what we 
want to achieve from the bill. 

Hon Kate Doust made some good points. She asked specifically about the recommendation by Mick Keelty that 
the emergency services levy should be transferred to the Department of Finance, why this had not occurred and 
whether the recommendation was accepted. Recommendation 48 of the Keelty report into the Perth hills fires has 
been carefully considered and will not be implemented. It relates to concerns put to Mr Keelty about the process 
by which the funds collected through the ESL have been distributed to volunteer brigades and shires, and it is 
felt that these concerns can be adequately dealt with without incurring the expense and risk inherent in 
transferring this function to the Department of Finance. 

There are some issues with the amendment foreshadowed by Hon Kate Doust. The amendment would include 
the volunteer sea rescue group in clause 37 of the bill but would not actually give the group any power. 
However, I will explain that more fully at the committee stage. In essence, therefore, the government will not 
support that foreshadowed amendment. I understand the intent of the amendment but there are some issues with it. 

As always, Hon Giz Watson gave a very expansive and well-informed commentary on the bill. I will go through 
most of the issues she raised in committee. The member asked why police need powers outside the emergency 
area. We will go through this more fully, but fundamentally the incident controller may be outside the 
emergency area. That is the information that has been provided to me. Hon Giz Watson also asked how many 
outstanding work orders for fire hydrants the Water Corporation has. We do not have that information available, 
but ideally we might be able to get that for the member.  

The government will not support Hon Giz Watson’s amendment on the notice paper. I will go through that a bit 
more fully in committee, but suffice it to say that existing organisational structures provide capacity for advice to 
be considered from all staff, including career staff and rescue personnel. Therefore, the amendment is felt to be 
unnecessary. That is not a philosophical issue; it is just felt that the amendment is not necessary.  

As I said, other issues were canvassed by both Hon Giz Watson and Hon Kate Doust that will be dealt with in 
committee. I thank Hon Col Holt for his indications of support for the Fire and Emergency Services Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2012. Again, there is collective indication from around the chamber that we want improved 
emergency management throughout Western Australia. Ideally, this bill will provide just that. Having said that, I 
conclude my comments, as brief as they are, and will deal with these matters in perhaps a more expansive 
fashion at the committee stage. I commend the bill to the house. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 
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Committee 
The Deputy Chair of Committees (Hon Brian Ellis) in the chair; Hon Peter Collier (Minister for Education) in 
charge of the bill. 

Clauses 1 to 5 put and passed. 
Clause 6: Section 3 amended — 
Hon KATE DOUST: I move — 

Page 4, after line 14 — To insert —  

VSRG in section 37 means a private volunteer sea rescue group which has entered into a 
service agreement with the Department to perform certain sea rescue functions in accordance 
with that agreement. All remaining sections of this Act have no application to volunteer sea 
rescue groups. 

I alluded to this amendment and the follow-up amendment in the second reading debate to give the minister an 
opportunity to seek advice on this. As I explained in the second reading debate, this is a very narrow amendment 
that inserts a new definition into the Fire and Emergency Services Legislation Amendment Bill to deal 
exclusively with the three volunteer sea rescue groups in Cockburn, Fremantle and Whitfords. I may have said 
Joondalup in my second reading contribution, but I meant Whitfords. This new definition would link directly 
with section 37 of the principal act. It is a very restricted and narrow amendment that seeks to afford some sort 
of protection to those volunteer groups. Although those volunteer groups are currently, and may choose in the 
future to remain, independent of FESA or FES, they still perform sea rescue functions with funding from the 
department and hope to continue to do so. However, the groups are now aware of issues with liability for their 
volunteers and the view is that the insertion of this amendment and hopefully the second amendment in clause 32 
may provide them with a degree of protection in that area. I am interested in the advice that the minister will 
provide on this issue. If it is not possible to achieve that outcome for those three groups, which are very 
important in our community, can the minister provide us with some advice about what the government will do to 
address that issue, which the groups are now aware of? 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I understand that the honourable member’s aim is to seek protection for these 
volunteer sea rescue groups, but they do not have a role under the act as it currently stands, which is an issue. 
That is the biggest issue that we have and it makes this amendment virtually unworkable because the definition 
uses different terms than those used in the act. The amendment does not bestow functions upon a VSRG under 
the act; therefore, a VSRG is not captured under section 37(1). As a result, under section 37(1a)(d), which is the 
second part, they must still be taking part in the performance of volunteer marine rescue service group functions. 
Unfortunately, it is not possible to achieve the intention of the amendment with this amendment.  

Hon KATE DOUST: I will explain. I became aware of this issue only today. I sought some advice from outside 
the chamber; therefore, I was aware that there may have been some issues. It is good that the minister put that on 
the record, but I think he still acknowledged that there is an issue for these volunteer sea rescue groups. Although 
the amendment may not fit into the scope of this bill as it stands now, what I seek from the minister is some sort 
of solution or outcome that can be provided for these three volunteer groups. If that cannot be done in this 
legislation, there must be another vehicle or way to resolve this matter. I hope that the minister will be able to 
give some comfort in that way; that the government will either look at, or has, an alternative option. If there is 
another form of words than can be applied in this bill to resolve the matter, I am happy to take that on board. 
This amendment is really about raising this issue so that the minister is aware of it and the government can take 
action to provide some assistance.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: Ultimately, the act, as I am sure the member is aware, makes every attempt to provide 
protection for volunteers; that is the aim of the exercise and the aim of the amendment bill, ultimately. These 
groups can actually get protection if they agree to be approved by the Fire and Emergency Services Authority, 
but I have been advised that they do not actually want to move down that path.  

Hon KATE DOUST: So they do not want to move down that path. As the legislation stands now and they are 
out there being funded by FESA—out there doing their job with sea rescue as required—do they currently get 
picked up under that definition in the act of a “VMRS Group”, meaning a group of persons approved by the 
authority? 

Hon Peter Collier: No, they don’t. 

Hon KATE DOUST: So they simply receive funding to perform the task but do not have approval under FESA? 

Hon Peter Collier: By government, not by FESA; and they do not want the approval from FESA, apparently. 

Hon KATE DOUST: So where do they stand? If they do not want the approval by FESA, can the minister 
explain the process they have to take to have this issue resolved in terms of the liability for their volunteers? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: Essentially the process would be to gain approval by FESA. Apparently it is a 
historical issue between these groups and FESA. But there is a simple solution—to gain approval by FESA—
but, as I said, there is this disconnect or void between the two.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Sorry, I cannot help but ask the obvious questions: Why is there a disconnect? What is it? 
What is the barrier that exists historically between the two organisations, or FESA and the other groups? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: For want of a better term, I think we would call it internal politics. Apparently there 
were originally 10 groups; seven of them did come over and gain approval from FESA, but these three have been 
intransigent. I suggest that it really is, ideally, an issue of perhaps getting together with a coffee or something. I 
do not mean to trivialise it, but from advice I have received it does appear to be the personalities who have been 
involved that has led to this disconnect between the two groups—the stand-off. 

Hon KATE DOUST: It is interesting that the minister puts it that way, and I do not know whether it is internal 
politics from the FESA side or the community group side. After the creation of these new volunteer advisory 
boards, will they be able to participate in those advisory boards; and could that be used as a mechanism, 
perhaps, to rebuild the relationships or something? Or are they excluded because they are not recognised as an 
authority? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: The minister can appoint anyone from the advisory board, but it is from within the 
act—that is what it is—so it is going to be very, very difficult while they are not included within the act. As I 
said, it is a bit of a disconnect. From the advice I have been provided, it is a bit of a shame; I would like to think 
that wiser heads can prevail, and that, ultimately, if these groups want to be approved by FESA, those 
communications can take place. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am obviously deviating, but when we look at the areas those three groups cover—
Fremantle, Cockburn and Whitfords—they are significant parts of our coastline, and I imagine they would have 
a large number of volunteers working with their various groups. 

Hon Peter Collier: Yes. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I imagine that covers 80 per cent of the metropolitan coastline—other than Cottesloe, I do 
not know what other volunteer sea rescue groups we have. I would have thought that having those 
three significant groups involved in some way with an advisory body or some sort of relationship with this new 
structure would have been advantageous and desirable. I just think it is very unusual that they are isolated from 
the way — 

Hon Peter Collier: What the member says seems eminently sensible to me. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I suppose my question is: what steps are going to be taken to have them included in some 
way? I would have thought their experience and expertise would be valuable in terms of how the fire and 
emergency services operate in that environment in the state. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I think the honourable member makes a very sensible point, and FESA would be very 
pleased to approve them. Apparently dialogue has taken place and FESA has written to these groups in an 
attempt to bring them into the tent, and that will continue. Ideally it is just an approval, and FESA is willing to 
approve them; ideally they want them in the tent, as I said, and that dialogue will continue.  

Hon KATE DOUST: I suppose I just want a formal ruling. The minister is of the view that the amendment I 
have proposed is perhaps outside the scope of the Fire and Emergency Services Legislation Amendment Bill 
2012; I would appreciate a formal ruling on that from you, Mr Deputy Chair (Hon Brian Ellis), because that will 
then impact on the other amendment I have on the supplementary notice paper.  

Ruling by Deputy Chair 

The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Brian Ellis): Members, the advice I have is that it is in agreement with what has 
been said—that is, it is outside the terms of the bill. That would be my ruling; that it is outside the scope of the 
purpose that was intended, and it would be best to withdraw it.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: Mr Deputy Chair, would you be able to provide reasons for your ruling, please?  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: The main issue, members, is that there is no reference in the bill to volunteer sea rescue 
groups, and no connection through that to the bill.  

Hon KATE DOUST: I cannot talk on the ruling, can I? 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Noting the time, it is probably opportune for me to leave the chair until the ringing of 
the bells.  

Sitting suspended from 5.59 pm to 7.30 pm 
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Further Ruling by Deputy Chair 
The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Brian Ellis): Before we proceed, I have a ruling on the previous ruling I made on 
an amendment that was moved. Hon Kate Doust sought a ruling on whether the amendment standing in her name 
was in order. Standing order 134 provides that any amendment may be moved to any part of a bill, provided the 
amendment is within the subject matter of the bill. Further, schedule 3 of the standing orders defines “subject 
matter of a bill” to mean the provisions of the bill as printed, read a second time and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House—also referred to as the scope of the bill. 

As the explanatory memorandum states, the purpose of the bill is to — 

Implement recommendations of the Keelty Review, and other legislative amendments relating to 
emergency management response in Western Australia. Recommendation 46 of The Report of the Perth 
Hills Bushfire February 2011 Review (the Keelty Review) recommended FESA cease to be a statutory 
authority and be restructured as a department of state. 

• The Bill amends the Fire and Emergency Services Authority of Western Australia Act 
1998 to vest functions and powers currently residing in the Authority, in the Chief 
Executive Officer (Fire Services Commissioner) of the new department subject to 
appropriate oversight by the Minister. 

• Powers of the Authority relating to dealing in property and borrowing money have been 
vested in the Minister. 

• The role of volunteers in emergency management in the State is recognised by the 
requirement to establish volunteer advisory committees. 

• The integrity of the emergency services levy is maintained by provisions directing that 
funds resulting from the operation of the emergency services Acts shall be credited to the 
Department’s operating account and applied only for the purposes of the emergency 
services Acts. 

• Recommendation 44 of Keelty Review recommended the Emergency Management Act 
2005 be amended so the State Emergency Coordinator could declare an emergency 
situation. The Bill amends section 50 to allow this to occur. 

• The Bush Fires Act 1954 and the Emergency Management Act 2005 have been amended 
so police officers may exercise powers in those Acts that relate to the movement of 
persons in or around an emergency incident. 

Clause 6 of the bill provides for definitions in the principal act to be amended or deleted and new definitions to 
give effect to the purpose of the bill, as outlined in the second reading speech. The proposed amendment is to 
include a new definition; however, the definition is subject to the principal amendment being agreed to in 
clause 32 in the name of Hon Kate Doust, at amendment 3/32. This amendment proposes to amend section 37 of 
the principal act, headed “Protection from liability”, to include a member of a volunteer sea rescue group. 
Section 37 provides that certain specified persons do not incur a civil liability for anything that the person has 
done in good faith in the performance or purported performance of a function under the emergency services acts.  

The bill before the house does not amend section 37 other than to make a change to delete the word “authority” 
consistent with the purpose of the bill. To insert a new specified body into section 37 would provide that body 
with protection from liability, which has nothing to do with the scope and purpose of the bill. This in effect is a 
new subject matter. It would have been a different matter if the member was intending to insert a new definition 
into clause 23 of the bill to include the proposed VSRG, where the scope of the bill deals with advisory 
committees that represent the volunteer brigades, units or groups. I therefore rule the amendments out of order, 
including proposed amendment 3/32 in clause 32. 

Committee Resumed 

Amendment ruled out of order. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 7 to 13 put and passed. 
Clause 14: Section 15 amended — 
Hon GIZ WATSON: I want to reiterate the issue I raised during my contribution to the second reading debate 
regarding this clause. I will just repeat what I said so the minister has an opportunity to hear it again. Section 15 
of the Fire and Emergency Services Authority Act contains provisions regarding the delegation of 
responsibilities. Apart from changes consequential on the restructuring of FESA to a department, the bill 
contains one substantive change in delegation. In the place of subsection (2)(a), which currently permits FESA to 
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delegate the performance of any function to the CEO, clause 14 of the bill—this clause—provides that FESA’s 
successor, which we assume will be the Fire and Emergency Services Commissioner, will be able to delegate 
any of his or her functions under the Fire and Emergency Services Act to another member of staff, an advisory 
committee or a public service officer not employed in the department. Hence, there appears to be quite an 
expansion of potential recipients of delegated functions. I would like to explore the extent of that delegation, and 
particularly the question of responsibility under section 58 of the Interpretation Act of Western Australia by 
which if the performance of a function is dependent on a person’s opinion, belief or state of mind, it is the 
opinion or belief or state of mind of the person to whom the power has been delegated, not of the person doing 
the delegating, which counts. In addition, clause 9 of the bill inserts proposed section 11(1), which provides that 
the FES commissioner, subject to the control of the minister, is responsible for the provision and management of 
emergency services. From that, my understanding is that although the person to whom authority is delegated by 
the FES commissioner will have the freedom to make up his or her own mind where the performance of a 
function is dependent on it, it is only the function, not the overall responsibility, that can be delegated. 
Responsibility will remain with the FES commissioner and be subject to the control of the minister, as per the 
case with proposed section 11(1). There was some discussion in the other place on this matter, so I assume that 
there is some familiarity with this question. Can the minister confirm my understanding that the delegation is 
only in terms of the function and not the overall responsibility? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I confirm that the commissioner has the overall responsibility. The delegation is only 
of particular functions. The overall responsibility still rests with the commissioner.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: So the delegation cannot include a delegation of responsibility. I guess that is the flip side 
of that question. Can the minister confirm that?  
Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes; it must be a specific function under the act.  

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 15 to 22 put and passed. 
Clause 23: Section 18M amended — 
Hon KATE DOUST: I move — 

Page 17, after line 15, to insert — 

(f) the volunteer sea rescue groups.  

Prior to the dinner break we had a discussion about those three volunteer sea rescue groups not being under the 
authority of FESA whilst receiving FESA funding. The minister made reference to how there had been some 
longstanding — 

The CHAIR: Order, members, I think there is a slight error here. I am in receipt of an amendment to clause 23 
but I believe it is an amendment to clause 24. I apologise about that.  

Hon KATE DOUST: It is to clause 23.  

The CHAIR: I am getting mixed messages here. I ask you to bear with me for a minute or two and we will try to 
sort this out. I think we have got it right now, members. I will put the question on clause 23.  

Clause put and passed. 
Clause 24: Parts 4 and 5 replaced — 
Hon KATE DOUST: I knew what I was talking about; I just had the wrong numbers. I thank the Clerk for his 
great assistance on this occasion. I move — 

Page 17, after line 15, to insert — 

(f) the volunteer sea rescue groups.  

Prior to the dinner break we had a discussion about the volunteer sea rescue groups and the fact that although 
they do receive some funding from FESA to perform their functions, they are not actually under the authority of 
FESA. The minister explained that there had been some longstanding internal political issues that prevented the 
two groups from working more closely together. We then had a discussion about how to get them engaged. I 
thank the Deputy Chair for his ruling on the two amendments that I had formerly proposed. The amendment that 
I am now putting forward is to try to find a mechanism that will not exclude that very significant group of sea 
rescue organisations up and down our metropolitan coast and to find a way of having them included in those 
advisory committees for volunteer groups. I note that the definition of “prescribed association”, in which we are 
seeking to include the volunteer sea rescue groups, picks up on all the other types of groups that would be 
involved or that the minister would want to have an advisory group focused around. I know that the minister is 
listening to his advisers.  
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Hon Peter Collier: I am listening. 

Hon KATE DOUST: We talked about how to practically get the two groups together and what we could do to 
break the ice. I do not think that it is in the best interests of the community to have those very significant rescue 
groups outside the tent, in the minister’s words. I am just trying to find a mechanism to get them more involved 
and to help break down some of the longstanding barriers that the minister referred to. I thought that if we 
included these words in the definition so that they could at least participate in an advisory body to engage with 
the new structure, the new department, and also with the minister, then that might actually build better relations 
and assist with communication and perhaps with improving management of these types of emergency situations. 
I just see this as being an opportunity that might facilitate that. I will be interested in the minister’s response. It 
does not involve those other issues I canvassed earlier; it is separate from them. This is simply about how we can 
reconnect in perhaps a more formal way with those very important rescue groups to try to rebuild that 
relationship so that perhaps we will then be able to find a way to address those other issues they have.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: There are a couple of issues here. I understand the honourable member’s honourable 
intent on this issue. The issue remains, though. The VMRS do actually have functions. We would end up having 
groups without any functions under the act. That is the biggest issue we have. That is problematic. The best way, 
as I mentioned earlier, would be for these groups to be approved as VMRS groups. That is the most seamless 
way forward. In terms of the advisory committees, the minister will be able to appoint representatives of these 
groups to advisory committees. That is established through proposed section 25(4).  

Hon KATE DOUST: I want to pick up the comment that the minister made about the VMRS groups and their 
functions, and about how changes could be made to incorporate these other groups into that. Would that be done 
by way of regulation? 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes. It would need to be gazetted.  

Hon KATE DOUST: My second question is: given that the minister now knows about this issue, would it be the 
government’s intention to gazette it so that we can rectify that issue? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes. The government has been trying to do that, as I said. There has been 
communication, and those lines of communication will remain open and every attempt will be made to ensure 
that does occur.  

Amendment put and negatived. 
Hon GIZ WATSON: I am still very confused about why this says clause 23 when we are dealing with clause 
24. It does not make any sense on the piece of paper I was provided with. It is very confusing, because we have 
gone past clause 23. I move amendment 1/24 standing in my name on the supplementary notice paper — 

Page 19, after line 28, to insert — 

26. Career fire fighter advisory committee 
(1) In this section — 

career fire fighter means operational staff working in fire and rescue 
services or bush fire services. 

(2) Without limiting section 24(1), the Minister must establish and maintain an 
advisory committee under that provision in respect of career fire fighters to 
provide advice or assistance to the Minister or FES Commissioner or both of 
them on matters relevant to the operations or administration of emergency 
services. 

(3) A career fire fighter advisory committee is to consist of the people the 
Minister thinks fit to appoint, but at least one member is to be appointed 
from the union that represents career fire fighters and the majority of 
members are to be career fire fighters elected by other career fire fighters to 
represent them for this purpose. 

(4) Notwithstanding any other section of this Act, the term of each person who 
serves as a member of a career fire fighter advisory committee shall not 
exceed 3 years. 

I raised this issue during my second reading contribution. The purpose of this amendment is to address the 
concerns raised with me by the United Firefighters Union with regard to the provision of professional advice to 
the minister and the new FES commissioner on matters on which, in their view—I agree with them—they have 
experience and knowledge that is unique to their body. So I again ask the chamber to consider this amendment. It 
is important to ensure that there is a specific advisory committee made up of career firefighters. I commend the 
amendment to the chamber. 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: I thank the honourable member for moving the amendment. As I mentioned in my 
précis of the second reading debate, the government will not be supporting the proposed amendment. I 
understand the intent of the amendment, but we feel it is not necessary. The amendment seeks to include an 
advisory committee for career firefighters. The existing organisational structure of the Fire and Emergency 
Services Authority of Western Australia provides the capacity for advice to be considered from all staff, 
including career fire and rescue personnel. More specifically, there are already existing processes by which 
advice can be considered from career fire and rescue staff, including monthly meetings with the United 
Firefighters Union of Australia, WA branch, and FESA operations command; monthly occupational safety and 
health meetings between the UFU and FESA; quarterly OSH committee meetings; and industrial representation 
on project advisory teams. Notwithstanding these existing forums, there is an overarching industrial requirement 
to consult with all staff, including career firefighters, under the Western Australian Industrial Relations 
Commission general order, in relation to workplace change. Volunteer advisory committees are considered 
necessary as volunteers and others do not have the same avenues to air their concerns as employees. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Given that the minister is suggesting that the government is not going to accept this 
amendment, I ask: under the existing provisions of proposed section 24, “Advisory committees”, what role do 
professional career firefighters play in those advisory committees; is there provision for more than one 
committee; and what is the intent and composition of those committees? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Proposed section 24(1) provides that the minister may establish committees to 
provide advice on any matter. That may include staff. So staff will have the opportunity to be involved in those 
advisory committees. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Sure, but I am seeking a bit more detail. Will there be just one committee, or will there be 
several; and who will be on those committees? I concede that the bill provides for that, but I am sure some 
thought must have gone into what those committees will look like, considering that this legislation is almost 
through the Parliament.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: No specific number has been decided. That is not established in the legislation. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I realise that the legislation leaves that open-ended. Has there been any consideration at 
this stage as to how many committees will be established? 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Not at present. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: So there has not been any consideration as to how many committees the government is 
going to have, and there has not been any consideration as to who will be on those committees? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No, there has not. That will be at the discretion of the minister. As I said, it will be 
possible for employees to be a component of those advisory committees. This does provide an avenue for that 
involvement.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: But as this provision is discretionary, it would also be possible not to form an advisory 
committee? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: That is the reason I want to put in place a requirement to establish a specific advisory 
committee that will provide the minister with advice from the career firefighting section, because the concern is 
that because this is discretionary, there might not be such a committee; or, if there is, the career firefighters 
might or might not be on that committee. It seems to me extraordinary that in this area of very specialised 
knowledge there is not a specific commitment within the legislation that that advice will be provided to the 
minister or the new commissioner. That advice is there, and it is possible to provide it, but, as I understand it, 
there is no commitment to it. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I do not think I can add any more to what I have already offered. 

Amendment put and negatived. 
Hon GIZ WATSON: I am not quite sure that I am doing this in the right order, but I also have some general 
questions regarding this clause. 
Hon Peter Collier: Sure. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I raise the question of the preservation of rights and entitlements of career firefighters in 
regard to this clause. This clause inserts proposed section 21(3)(a) into the Fire and Emergency Services 
Authority of Western Australia Act, which states — 

The remuneration of, and other terms and conditions of service of, operational staff and wages staff are 
not to be less favourable than provided for in — 

(a) an applicable award, order or industrial agreement under the Industrial Relations Act 1979; 
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I understand that many of the people covered by this proposed section are on paid rate awards, not minimum rate 
awards. In my consultation for this bill, concerns were expressed over whether the proposed section preserves 
the remuneration and other terms and conditions of those operational and/or wages staff on paid rate awards. I 
am aware that this issue was also raised in the other place, but there was some dissatisfaction with the answer 
provided. Therefore, my question is: can the minister please confirm that the intention is that the remuneration 
and other terms and conditions of those operational and/or wages staff who are currently on paid rates awards are 
to be preserved? 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, I can. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Immediately beneath that provision, clause 24 also inserts proposed section 21(4) into the 
FESA act. Two queries have been raised with me about career firefighters. Paragraph (a) provides that 
operational staff may be engaged on a full or part-time basis. I understand that all active firefighters are full-
timers because that amount of time on the job is necessary to maintain competencies. Part-timers cannot be 
active firefighters, but they can do other duties. I understand that these are terms of the relevant industrial 
agreement, and the reasons, as I have said, relate to competency or, in other words, safety in particular. I have 
made further inquiries of the minister’s office and I understand that the intention is that the limitations in the 
enterprise bargaining agreement as to which jobs can be done part time will continue to apply. Again I seek 
confirmation as to whether the intention is that the limitations of the EBA about who can work part time will not 
be overridden by this clause. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, there will be no change whatsoever to the current arrangements. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Paragraph (b) provides for operational staff to be engaged either indefinitely as permanent 
officers or for a period not exceeding five years. I understand that it is not unusual for a person to be temporarily 
appointed to a higher or other position, and currently the person would then return to their substantive position 
without loss of their original rank or permanency. The concern expressed to me during consultation was whether 
this proposed subsection will change that, so that return by the person to their original position would no longer 
be possible and, instead, they would be out of the door. I then inquired further of the minister’s office, and I 
understand that the keyword is “engaged” and that the parliamentary draftsmen nowadays have a convention that 
they say “engaged” when they mean newly employed from outside, and “designated” or “appointed” when they 
mean a change of function for a person who is already employed within. Thus, permanent staff who are 
temporarily moved to another position will continue to be able to revert to their substantive position. Similarly, 
permanent staff appointed to the senior executive service will have a right of return. My understanding is that the 
proposed section is intended to ensure that it is possible to employ new people in non-permanent positions—for 
example, a position that has funding for only a couple of years. An existing permanent employee is not expected 
to apply for such a position, as the advertising wording would make it clear; and, if they did, they would not be 
able to revert to their previous position. Is my understanding of that correct also? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I can confirm once again that the current situation will not be changed at all. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I have dealt with the amendment. I think that is all I need to say. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 25 to 31 put and passed. 
Clause 32: Section 37 amended — 
Hon GIZ WATSON: Clause 32 replaces section 38 of the FESA act and has the effect that emergency service 
levy funds that have been collected will not revert to consolidated revenue at the end of the financial year. 
However, during consultation some queries were raised and I am asking for some clarification regarding this. I 
spoke in the second reading debate about funds being desperately needed for more career staff, particularly in the 
south west of the state. I have made some further inquiries again of the minister’s office to double-check, and I 
understand that the money raised in this way cannot revert to consolidated revenue. The clause that affects this 
clause is clause 33. Proposed section 38(3) and proposed section 38(1) say that the money can be used only for 
the purpose of the emergency services acts—that is, regardless of whatever other unrelated functions the 
department might have. For example, if a fire truck is bought with those funds and later sold, the proceeds are to 
be retained and can be spent on a new fire truck instead of going to unrelated functions of the department or back 
to consolidated revenue. Again, minister, I am seeking some confirmation that unspent emergency services levy 
funds will not revert to consolidated revenue. 

The CHAIR: Member, can I just interrupt you for a second or two? I understood you wanted to speak to clause 
32. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: That is what I understand this relates to. 

Hon Adele Farina: It’s clause 33. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Is that right? It is clause 33. I apologise. 
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The CHAIR: It is all right. It is only seven minutes past eight. I will put the question, unless anybody else 
wishes to argue the toss, that clause 32 do stand as printed. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clause 33: Section 38 replaced — 
Hon GIZ WATSON: My apologies; my notes are lacking complete numbers. Mr Chair, I might suggest that I 
do not repeat what I just said. 

The CHAIR: I think the minister has a pretty good idea. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I am sure he can read what I just said. I am asking for confirmation that those unspent 
funds will not be able to be reverted into consolidated revenue at the end of the financial year. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, I can confirm once again that the money will stay with the department and will 
not go back to consolidated revenue. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 34 to 48 put and passed. 
Clause 49: Section 14B amended — 
Hon ADELE FARINA: I understand that the intent of the amendment covered by clause 49 is to enable police 
officers to exercise powers independently of the authorised person who has been placed in overall charge of a 
fire incident. 

Hon Peter Collier: That is correct.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: I understand that when the chamber considered the amendments to the Bush Fires Act 
1954, it was argued very strongly that we need a single line of command and that a whole bill be set up relating 
to “authorised person” and people being authorised by that person to undertake certain activities and only those 
people who were authorised by that person could undertake those activities, to ensure that there was a clear line 
of command because in the past there have been issues with a lack of communication and miscommunication. I 
am concerned that this decision to allow the police to act independently of any instruction issued by the 
authorised officer, particularly in regional WA, and not even needing to get an instruction from the authorised 
officer could mean that police could direct an evacuation without knowing what the fire is doing. Everyone 
knows that that could lead to quite a disastrous outcome and they could very well end up directing people into 
the path of fire. It could also be possible that police may, for reasons of their own, prevent firefighters from using 
certain roads which could impact on the ability to manage a fire.  

I have a real concern that this amendment could lead to a more disastrous outcome than if the police could act 
under the instructions of the authorised officer, as they currently do in the legislation that was recently passed by 
this Parliament. This indicates quite a significant change of policy tack, which is a bit different from the 
administrative technical issues that are covered by this bill. I would really like an explanation from the 
government as to why this decision has been made and how it will ensure that police officers are making 
informed decisions on the ground and not putting people’s lives in peril. The whole point of having an authorised 
officer in overall charge of a fire is because that person would have the knowledge and expertise to guide what 
needs to happen on the ground. The police officer, who could be in a very isolated area of the state, will not 
necessarily have access to that information and could be providing directions that could lead to a disastrous 
outcome.  
Hon PETER COLLIER: The member has brought up some good points. I acknowledge that. As she would be 
well aware—this will not provide the member with any solace—police have that chain of command. A police 
officer has the capacity to make that decision, say in isolation, now. That will not change. He is answerable to a 
senior officer in the incident control centre. He is literally working next to the authorised person. That is the 
chain of command that will exist. The power that the police will have as a result of this bill is exactly the same as 
volunteer firefighters have, so there is no difference. The circumstances will be the same for volunteer 
firefighters as they are for police.  
Hon ADELE FARINA: I understand that the whole point of sections 13 and 14B of the Bush Fires Act is to 
ensure that people do not act independently—they act under the instructions of the authorised officer, which 
seems to be in conflict with what the minister is saying. To say that there is a line of command in the police force 
is great. We accept that and I do not dispute that. However, the issue that we are dealing with here relates to a 
fire emergency. The whole point of the amendments that we made to the Bush Fires Act was to ensure that there 
was one line of command, so people were not giving conflicting directions. It was determined by this Parliament 
that that person would be the authorised officer. A police officer working alongside the authorised officer is not 
the authorised officer. Under the Bush Fires Act as it currently stands, the authorised officer is not in a position 
to give a police officer an instruction. Only the authorised officer can give the police officer an instruction in a 
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fire and emergency situation in which an authorisation has been given. The explanation that the minister has 
provided is not quite accurate in the circumstances that we are talking about. It may very well be accurate in day-
to-day life. When we are talking about an emergency in which an authorisation has been issued and an 
authorised person has been appointed, things are very different.  

My concern is that not too long ago this Parliament made a decision about that single line of command. We were 
told about the importance of that single line of command to ensure that conflicting instructions and directions 
were not being given. Now the minister is coming back to the same Parliament asking it to provide for police 
officers to act independently in these circumstances, despite the fact that after every analysis of a bushfire that 
has happened in this state and other states, an issue that has come up time and again is that too many people are 
issuing instructions—they are conflicting instructions—which has led to mass confusion. It concerns me that we 
seem to be heading down the same path with this amendment, with no real justification as to why it is needed.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I appreciate the member’s concerns. Authorised persons are those persons authorised 
to take control of operations and include a bushfire control officer, a bushfire liaison officer, authorised CALM 
act officers and officers and members of a bushfire brigade. They have exactly the same authority as a police 
officer. The police officer is no different from them. An authorised officer can give authorisation to each of those 
persons that I just mentioned to fulfil those obligations, exactly the same as an authorised officer. A police 
officer is no different from any of those officers that I mentioned. In some circumstances they can give those 
people that I mentioned that authority. The police officer is no different from any of those officers or any of 
those people that I have just mentioned. It is not like he is out there by himself and he has this special 
responsibility that these other officers do not have.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: As I understand the definition of “authorised person” as it currently stands, it means a 
bushfire liaison officer or another person who is given an authorisation, and includes a person acting under an 
authorised person’s orders and directions under section 13(6) of the Bush Fires Act. If it is the minister’s 
contention that that includes police officers, why do we need the amendment? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Because police officers are not captured by “authorised person”, but they have the 
same powers as those persons under section 14B(2)(a), (b) and (c).  

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 50 to 147 put and passed.  

Title put and passed. 
Report 

Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted. 
Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Peter Collier (Minister for Education), and passed. 

WILLS AMENDMENT (INTERNATIONAL WILLS) BILL 2012 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 16 May. 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [8.23 pm]: I rise to indicate that the 
opposition will be supporting the Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill 2012. This short bill arises from a 
United Nations convention signed in 1973 that went to protecting international wills. It is worth noting that 
Australia has not yet signed this convention, so despite the fact that Western Australia may well end up passing 
the bill, it will not actually take effect until Australia signs the convention. The purpose of the convention was to 
eliminate cross-border issues that affect wills, such as if a person has assets in a different country from where 
they are at the time of their death and they have made a will made according to that country’s provisions. The 
proposition was that a uniform law be developed to provide for a form of international will to sit alongside the 
local version. This bill provides for the formalities of making that additional international will, provides a 
process of certification that such a will exists, and designates the people able to give effect, if members like, to 
that certification.  

It is important to note what this bill will not do, because some people might think that it would go some way to 
resolving disputes about the contents of wills that arise from time to time between families, some of whom may 
have assets in different countries. This bill does nothing to address those issues, and it is important that people 
recognise that we are not putting in place some mechanism to help families who may have assets overseas 
resolve those issues. This bill will not do that. This bill will provide for a form of certification that acknowledges 
that this is an international will that deals with matters that go across borders.  
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The formality is in the certification; it is uniform, and uses the form set out in article 10 of the convention. As I 
said, the bill does not solve any potential confusion or conflicts about the division of property or assets set out 
within the will, and the commonwealth is still to accede to the treaty. When the rest of the states pass it—I think 
there is really only one other jurisdiction that has already passed it—it will empower Australian practitioners to 
sign the certification attesting to the fact that an international will exists.  

To that extent, there is no controversy in the legislation, and we support it; however, we note that it will not take 
effect until Australia signs the convention. We also make the point for those people thinking it is a way to 
resolve issues they may have within the particulars of a will that this bill will not do that for them. This bill will 
provide a process of certifying that an international will exists, and that is about the extent of it. With those 
comments, I indicate again that the opposition will be supporting the legislation.  

HON ALISON XAMON (East Metropolitan) [8.27 pm]: I rise on behalf of the Greens (WA) to indicate that 
we will also be supporting the passing of the Wills Amendment (International Wills) Bill 2012. 

HON COL HOLT (South West) [8.27 pm]: I just want to reiterate the words of my honourable colleagues who 
have risen before and say that the National Party will be supporting the bill as well. 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Attorney General) [8.27 pm]: — in reply: I will not 
draw out this debate any longer by saying much more than thanking the Leader of the Opposition, Hon Alison 
Xamon and Hon Col Holt for their indications of support for this legislation, which will be a useful adjunct to the 
Wills Act. 
Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Michael Mischin (Attorney General), and transmitted to the 
Assembly.  

NATIONAL HEALTH FUNDING POOL BILL 2012 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon Helen Morton (Minister for Mental Health), read a 
first time. 

Second Reading 
HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Minister for Mental Health) [8.30 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
The bill gives effect to the National Health Reform Agreement which Western Australia agreed to in August 
2011, along with all other states and territories and the commonwealth. The National Health Reform Agreement 
proposes significant change to the way commonwealth funding for the delivery of public hospital services flows 
to the state. Under current arrangements the commonwealth provides a subsidy payment to the state. This 
payment is received into consolidated revenue and forms part of the budgets allocated each year to the 
Department of Health and the Mental Health Commission in the form of state appropriation.  

The key reform agreed to under the National Health Reform Agreement is that commonwealth funding for 
public hospital services will, from 2012–13, be funded on an activity basis, wherever possible. To give effect to 
this reform Western Australia has agreed to pool its state funding for public hospital services with the 
commonwealth’s funding in a state pool account to be administered by an independent administrator. 
Collectively, these accounts will form the national health funding pool. The state pool account will be managed 
through a separate bank account to be established by the state with the Reserve Bank of Australia. For 2012–13 
and 2013–14, this arrangement will not result in any different funding outcome for the state than under the 
current National Healthcare Agreement. However, from 2014–15 the commonwealth’s funding for public 
hospital services in Western Australia will vary depending on the quantum of activity delivered. From 2014–15, 
the commonwealth will fund 45 per cent of the efficient cost of the growth in public hospital services over the 
preceding year. From 2017–18 this proportion will increase to 50 per cent.  

An administrator will be appointed under the bill to administer the state pool account. It is the core function of 
the administrator to oversee and manage the flow of funding into, and from, the state pool account, acting at all 
times under the direction of the Western Australian Minister for Health. 

The key features of the bill are: part 2 of the bill provides for the appointment, suspension and termination of the 
administrator. In appointing the administrator, the chair of the Standing Council on Health—the ministerial 
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council comprising the health ministers of all states and territories and the commonwealth—will seek 
nominations from all ministers of the council and seek agreement to an appointment. Once agreed by the council, 
each state and territory and the commonwealth will appoint the same person to be the administrator of each 
individual state pool account and the national health funding pool as a whole. This arrangement was agreed upon 
as part of the National Health Reform Agreement, at the insistence of Western Australia and other states, to 
ensure that the state’s own funding for public hospital services remains at all times under the control of the state. 
When acting in his or her capacity as the administrator of the Western Australian state pool account, it is the 
intent of the agreement and of this bill that the administrator will be a Western Australian statutory officeholder, 
accountable to the Minister for Health for the performance of his or her functions.  

The administrator has a number of key functions which include to calculate and advise the Treasurer of the 
commonwealth of the amounts required to be paid by the commonwealth into each state pool account; to monitor 
payments into each state pool account; to make payments from each state pool account in accordance with the 
directions of the Minister for Health; and to report publicly on the payments made into and from each state pool 
account. The administrator and the body and staff assisting the administrator are not subject to the control or 
direction of any minister of the commonwealth. 

Part 3 of the bill is concerned with the establishment of a state pool account. It is a requirement under this part 
that an account be opened and maintained with the Reserve Bank of Australia in the name of Western Australia 
for the purpose of receiving funding under the National Health Reform Agreement. Details of the moneys to be 
paid into and from the state pool account are set out under this part. Commonwealth funding for public hospital 
services that was previously provided to the state under the National Healthcare Agreement and received into 
consolidated revenue will, commencing 1 July 2012, flow instead into the state pool account and be pooled with 
state funding for the same purpose. The state pool account is being established as an agency special purpose 
account under section 16 of the Financial Management Act 2006.  

Details of the flow of funds through the state pool account in 2012–13 are provided on page 151 of volume 1 of 
budget paper No 2 of the 2012–13 Budget Statements, including recognition of the commonwealth government’s 
$1.402 billion funding contribution in 2012–13. Western Australia introduced activity-based funding as the basis 
of funding the state’s public hospital services in 2010–11 and currently funds inpatient services, emergency 
department services and outpatient services on this basis. However, other aspects of service delivery continue to 
be funded on a block basis, either when the information to support activity-based funding is not yet available or 
when it is not viable to fund services on an activity basis—for example, in small remote or rural hospitals. The 
National Health Reform Agreement’s funding reforms complement the state’s successful introduction of 
activity-based funding. Under the agreement, commonwealth and state funding for public hospital services that 
are funded on an activity basis will flow directly from the state pool account to health services as directed by the 
state. Commonwealth funding in the state pool account for services that are block funded or in support of public 
health activities will flow to state-managed fund accounts or agency general operating accounts. 

Part 4 of the bill provides for the establishment of two state-managed fund accounts, one each for the 
Department of Health and the Mental Health Commission. This arrangement recognises that in Western 
Australia these two departments are jointly responsible for the planning and funding of public hospital services. 
Funds held in state-managed funds will be applied for the delivery of services by health services; for teaching, 
training and research activities; or for any other purpose that the National Health Reform Agreement stipulates is 
to be funded through a state-managed fund. The financial management and reporting obligations of the 
administrator are set out under part 5 of the bill.  

Part 6 of the bill deals with miscellaneous matters. Of note is the intention that a number of the state’s 
administrative laws will be disapplied in relation to the administrator and corresponding commonwealth 
administrative laws applied as state laws in their place. This reflects clause B31 of the National Health Reform 
Agreement, which recognises the desirability of having a consistent set of administrative laws applied to the 
administrator by all jurisdictions. The relevant commonwealth laws will require modifications to enable them to 
be administratively workable as Western Australian laws. These modifications will be made by regulations made 
under the bill and be subject to parliamentary review and disallowance in the usual way.  

Part 7 amends section 21 of the Hospitals and Health Services Act 1927 to clarify the power of public hospital 
boards to apply funds under their control for the purposes of funding services for public patients provided by 
private hospitals and the provision of other health services by non-government providers. The state’s ability to 
fund these services is not in doubt. What requires clarification is the ability for public hospital boards to make 
these payments as distinct from the Department of Health. The amendment proposed by part 7 will allow funds 
management for these services to be undertaken directly by public hospital boards instead of the Department of 
Health. 

Part 8 of the bill deals with the repeal of the Hospital Fund Act 1930 and consequential amendments to the 
Lotteries Commission Act 1990. The hospital fund established by section 3 of the Hospital Fund Act 1930 will 
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be replaced under the bill by the state pool account and state-managed funds as the mechanisms through which 
funding flows to public hospitals in Western Australia. Apart from providing for the hospital fund, which is no 
longer required, the Hospital Fund Act 1930 is obsolete and can be repealed. The consequential amendment to 
the Lotteries Commission Act 1990 is that lotteries moneys that are currently credited to the hospital fund under 
that act will, after the commencement of the bill, be credited instead to the state pool account and applied in 
accordance with the provisions of the bill to fund public hospital services. This preserves the intent of the 
Lotteries Commission Act 1990 that a fixed portion of the commission’s net proceeds from gaming activities 
will be applied as a funding source for public hospital services.  

The bill reflects the state’s commitment to the implementation of the new funding arrangements under the 
National Health Reform Agreement.  

Pursuant to standing order 126(1) I advise that this bill is a uniform legislation bill; it is a bill that ratifies or 
gives effect to an intergovernmental or multilateral agreement to which the government of the state is a party. I 
commend the bill to the house. 

Debate adjourned and bill referred to the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review, 
pursuant to standing orders.  

PAY-ROLL TAX REBATE BILL 2012 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon Simon O’Brien (Minister for Finance), read a first 
time. 

Second Reading 
HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan — Minister for Finance) [8.41 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

This bill seeks to implement the government’s 2012–13 budget commitment to provide a one-off payroll tax 
rebate to reduce the tax burden for small businesses and to help ensure that Western Australia remains an 
attractive place to do business. As announced in the budget, the bill provides that employers with Australia-wide 
payrolls of up to $1.5 million will be paid a rebate to offset all their 2012–13 Western Australian payroll tax 
liabilities. The maximum amount of the rebate for a business with a payroll of $1.5 million will be $41 250. The 
rebate will be phased down for employers who have Australia-wide payrolls between $1.5 million and 
$3 million. Eligibility for the rebate will be based on employers’ nationally grouped payrolls, with a group of 
related employers being eligible for only one rebate. Employers who also pay wages in another jurisdiction will 
be entitled to the proportion of the group’s rebate that relates to the Western Australian wages they have paid. 
The bill also accommodates the changing circumstances of an employer during the course of a year to ensure 
that the rebate paid is consistent with the payroll tax paid by the employer. The explanatory memorandum 
associated with this bill has detailed examples that clarify how the rebate will be calculated for employers who 
are grouped or whose status changes part way through the year. To be eligible for the rebate, an employer must 
be registered to pay payroll tax in Western Australia during the 2012–13 assessment year. The registration 
requirement will ensure that only those taxpayers who have complied with the requirements under the Pay-roll 
Tax Assessment Act to register and remit payroll tax will receive the rebate. The rebate has an estimated cost of 
$128 million. 

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

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

[See paper 4810.] 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

PAY-ROLL TAX (INDIGENOUS WAGES) REBATE BILL 2012 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon Simon O’Brien (Minister for Finance), read a first 
time. 

Second Reading 
HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan — Minister for Finance) [8.45 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
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This bill seeks to implement the government’s 2012–13 budget commitment to provide a full rebate of payroll 
tax for small to medium businesses for wages paid to new Indigenous employees over the first two years of 
employment. This ongoing rebate is estimated to save employers a total of around $3 800 for each new 
Indigenous employee and will help to improve employment opportunities for people who remain among the 
most severely disadvantaged groups in the labour market. 

As announced in the budget, the bill proposes that the rebate will be paid to employers with Australia-wide 
payrolls of up to $15 million for Western Australian wages paid in the first two years of employment to new 
Indigenous employees for whom they also receive a commonwealth Indigenous wages subsidy. Related 
employers will be eligible for one rebate for the group, with individual employers being entitled to the 
proportion of the group’s rebate that relates to Western Australian wages they have paid to eligible new 
Indigenous employees during the period. The explanatory memorandum associated with this bill includes 
detailed examples of the rebate calculation in respect of employers who are grouped or whose status changes 
partway through the year. 

To be eligible for the rebate, an employer will need to be registered to pay payroll tax in Western Australia 
during each assessment year for which the rebate is claimed. This ensures that only those taxpayers who have 
complied with the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Act requirements to register and remit payroll tax will be provided 
with the rebate. The payroll tax rebate will apply from 1 July 2012 on wages for Indigenous employees engaged 
on or after that date. It will be calculated and paid by the Commissioner of State Revenue without application 
having to be made by the employer, provided the employer has lodged all necessary information as part of the 
annual payroll tax reconciliation process. 

The first rebate payments will be made to eligible employers in the first half of 2013–14 after their 2012–13 
annual reconciliation process is complete. Subsequent years’ payments will similarly be made after the annual 
reconciliation process is completed. The rebate will be based on an eligible employer’s primary payroll tax 
liability for Western Australian Indigenous wages, and will not extend to any amounts of penalty tax or interest 
that an employer has incurred in an assessment year. The rebate has an estimated cost of $1 million over the four 
years to 2015–16. 

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

[See paper 4811.] 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

REVENUE LAWS AMENDMENT BILL 2012 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon Simon O’Brien (Minister for Finance), read a first 
time. 

Second Reading 
HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan — Minister for Finance) [8.48 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

This bill includes amendments to introduce the payroll tax exemption announced in the 2012–13 budget for 
wages paid in the first two years of employment to new employees with a disability. This exemption will apply 
to businesses that on or after 1 July 2012 hire new employees with a disability for whom they receive a wages 
subsidy under the commonwealth government’s Disability Employment Services program, or who is eligible for 
any form of support from the Western Australian Disability Services Commission. Consistent with the disability 
employment services wages subsidy, eligibility for the exemption will be restricted to new employees who have 
not previously been employed by the employer, or group of employers, and who are employed in accordance 
with a binding award or other industrial agreement.  

To ensure that this measure does not displace existing workers, the bill provides that an employer will not be 
entitled to the payroll tax exemption if they have dismissed or reduced the working hours of an existing 
employee in anticipation or as a consequence of employing a new employee with a disability. As this exemption 
is intended to operate from 1 July 2012 and that date has now passed, the government has pre-enacted the 
relevant exemption provisions using the powers contained in the Taxation Administration Act 2003. The 
Taxation Administration (Pre-enactment Provisions Determination) Notice 2012 came into force on 19 June 



 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 14 August 2012] 4783 

 

2012. The bill also seeks to make a number of minor amendments to the Duties Act 2008, the Pay-roll Tax 
Assessment Act 2002, the Land Tax Assessment Act 2002 and the First Home Owner Grant Act 2000.  

Due to the large number of amendments in the bill, I intend today to speak only in general terms about reasons 
for the amendments. However, in doing so, I would like to refer members to the comprehensive explanation of 
each of the amendments that is contained in the explanatory memorandum associated with this bill. 
As I turn firstly to the Duties Act amendments, I note that this bill includes a reasonable number of what are best 
described as minor technical changes. Members may recall that the Stamp Act 1921 was replaced by the Duties 
Act from 1 July 2008. The new Duties Act incorporated several conceptual changes as part of the new duties 
regime, including a shift in the transfer duty base from documents to transactions and the introduction of the 
landholder regime to tax indirect transfers of land. The transition from the Stamp Act to the Duties Act has 
occurred with no major problems or inadequacies arising. However, a number of minor areas have been 
identified in which the act does not operate as intended or slight wording nuances have been interpreted to 
provide unintended outcomes. The amendments in this bill aim to rectify these issues. To ensure that taxpayers 
are not disadvantaged by the non-availability of an exemption or concession, several of these changes have been 
made retrospective to 1 July 2008, being the date the Duties Act commenced. 

This bill also includes minor amendments to the grouping provisions of the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Act to 
further increase the level of consistency with the arrangements operating in other jurisdictions. This builds on 
changes the Parliament enacted in 2010 to harmonise certain aspects of the grouping provisions with other 
jurisdictions with effect from 1 July 2012. Pursuant to standing order 126(1), I advise that this bill is not a 
uniform legislation bill. It does not ratify or give effect to an intergovernmental or multilateral agreement to 
which the government of the state is a party, nor does this bill, by reason of its subject matter, introduce a 
uniform scheme or uniform laws throughout the commonwealth.  

The bill also seeks to amend the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Act to allow for a regulation to apply retrospectively 
when the regulation will not adversely affect a person liable to pay payroll tax. This power has been inserted as a 
mechanism to ensure that proposed changes to the commonwealth’s tax treatment of living away from home 
allowances can be accommodated in the payroll tax legislation from 1 July 2012 if it is necessary to do so. The 
nature of any required amendments will be determined when the commonwealth releases the detail of its 
proposed amendments. 
In the context of land tax, the bill contains an amendment to the Land Tax Assessment Act to ensure that the 
capping provisions for land values, which were introduced as part of the 2009–10 budget, continue to apply to a 
new lot created when land is compulsorily taken or resumed. The bill also contains proposed amendments to the 
First Home Owner Grant Act to align the objection provisions with similar provisions contained in the Taxation 
Administration Act and alter the point at which applicants are required to be Australian citizens or permanent 
residents for the purposes of determining eligibility for a first home owner grant. 
The proposed amendments in this bill have an estimated cost of $5 million over the four years to 2015–16. 

I commend the bill to the house and table a copy of the explanatory memorandum. 

[See paper 4812.] 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

REVENUE LAWS AMENDMENT BILL 2011 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon Simon O’Brien (Minister for Finance), read a first 
time. 

Second Reading 
HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan — Minister for Finance) [8.54 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

This bill seeks to make amendments to the Duties Act 2008, Stamp Act 1921, Pay-roll Tax Assessment Act 
2002, Land Tax Assessment Act 2002, Taxation Administration Act 2003, First Home Owner Grant Act 2000, 
and Rates and Charges (Rebates and Deferments) Act 1992. Due to the large number of amendments in the bill, 
today I intend to highlight only four changes of significance. However, I would also refer members to the 
comprehensive explanation of the remaining amendments contained in the explanatory memorandum associated 
with this bill. 
The first amendment of note concerns a situation faced by some first home buyers who have received the $7 000 
first home owner grant but have not been able to access the associated first home owner transfer duty concession 
of up to $17 765 due to the manner in which the purchase contract was effected. Amendments to the Duties Act 
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in this bill seek to rectify this anomaly by ensuring that, subject to the requisite home value limits being met, the 
first home owner duty concession is available to all first home buyers who are eligible to receive the $7 000 first 
home owner grant. 

Moving on to the second matter, the bill includes further Duties Act amendments to extend the time limit that 
applies to duty refunds when a transaction to purchase property does not proceed. Under current arrangements, 
the Taxation Administration Act provides that a reassessment and subsequent refund of duty on a cancelled 
transaction can only be made within five years from the date that the original assessment of duty was made. In 
the majority of cases when a transaction is cancelled, the five-year limit provides ample opportunity for the 
purchaser to recover any duty paid. However, in some cases, particularly when a property has been purchased off 
the plan and there have been building delays or protracted legal disputes, purchasers have not been able to obtain 
a refund of the duty because the cancellation occurs outside the five-year reassessment time limit. The bill 
proposes to address this inequity by amending the Duties Act to allow a longer period for taxpayers to access a 
duty refund on a cancelled transaction, provided the application is made by the later of five years from the date 
of assessment, or twelve months from the date of cancellation of their transaction. Similar amendments to the 
Stamp Act will ensure that the extended period of time to apply for a refund will also be available to taxpayers 
who paid duty on their contract prior to 1 July 2008. 
The bill also contains proposed amendments to the First Home Owner Grant Act to clarify the point at which the 
Commissioner of State Revenue can exercise the existing discretions in the act to vary the residency 
requirements placed on grant applicants. To be eligible for a grant, the applicant must commence residing in 
their home within twelve months of the date of completion of the eligible transaction and must then reside in that 
home for a minimum period of six months. The act currently provides the commissioner with discretion to vary 
the time periods; however, it does not clearly specify the point in time at which these discretions can be 
exercised. These amendments will provide the commissioner with the power to vary the residence requirements 
at any time, provided he is of the opinion that the applicant has submitted good reasons for not being able to 
meet the particular time limit.  

Finally, the bill proposes amendments to provisions of the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Act that were amended with 
effect from 1 July 2010 as part of the payroll tax harmonisation process being overseen by the Council of 
Australian Governments. The payroll tax amendments in this bill seek to update the employee share scheme 
provisions to incorporate new references contained in the commonwealth Income Tax Assessment Act 1997; 
make the operation of the parental leave exemption provisions clearer; and make minor amendments to the 
registration and grouping provisions. The proposed amendments to the payroll tax legislation relate to 
harmonised laws that were introduced by the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bill 2010. However, they 
only remove references to obsolete commonwealth legislation and update them with new legislation references. 
Accordingly, pursuant to standing order 126(1), I advise that this bill is not a uniform legislation bill. It does not 
ratify or give effect to an intergovernmental or multilateral agreement to which the government of the state is a 
party, nor does this bill, by reason of its subject matter, introduce a uniform scheme or uniform laws throughout 
the commonwealth. Some other minor amendments have been made to ensure the payroll tax provisions interact 
correctly with the new commonwealth law. The pending commonwealth changes were flagged in the supporting 
materials that accompanied the 2010 bill. 
The remaining amendments contained within this bill seek to make relatively minor changes to statutes 
administered by the Commissioner of State Revenue that will improve the equity and efficiency of the state’s 
taxation and grant and subsidy schemes. The proposed amendments in this bill will have a negligible impact on 
revenue. 
I commend the bill to the house and table the explanatory memorandum. 
[See paper 4813.] 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders.  

LITTER AMENDMENT BILL 2011 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Assembly, and, on motion by Hon Helen Morton (Minister for Mental Health), read a 
first time. 

Second Reading 
HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Minister for Mental Health) [9.00 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
Littering has a serious impact on the health, environment and amenity of Western Australia. The amount of litter 
on our beaches, parks and waterways is unacceptable, and through this bill the Liberal–National government is 
sending a strong message to clean up Perth and be proud of our city. Unfortunately, Western Australians are 



 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 14 August 2012] 4785 

 

among the country’s worst litterbugs. Since the Keep Australia Beautiful Council started the National Litter 
Index in 2005, WA has shown an overall trend of increasing litter in both volume and number of items. The 
clean-up cost for this litter is estimated at more than $20 million each year, which creates a huge burden for local 
government, state government agencies and community groups. Despite this growing problem, our state’s 
maximum penalties for littering are generally lower than those in other states and territories. Penalties in the 
Litter Act 1979 are outdated and do not provide an adequate deterrent. In line with the aims of the “Litter 
Prevention Strategy 2009–2014”, this government proposes to address the problem of litter by introducing the 
Litter Amendment Bill 2011. This bill is about putting a premium on a clean environment and cleaning up Perth. 
This bill ensures that real deterrents to littering are in place through substantial increases in fines and the 
improvement of enforcement powers. This bill also complements the passage of amendments to the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986 in November 2010 that created the offence of unlawfully dumping waste.  
The bill increases penalties for most types of littering offences. For offences of general littering, breaking glass, 
metal or earthenware, and billposting in a public place or on a vehicle in a public place, the maximum penalty 
will be increased from $1 000 to $5 000 for an individual, and from $1 000 to $10 000 for a body corporate. The 
offence of counselling or procuring billposting already has a maximum penalty of $10 000, which I believe is 
sufficient. Under the current Litter Act, infringement notices issued for litter offences are limited to a maximum 
penalty of $200. The bill provides for this to be increased to $2 000, which will enable higher infringement 
penalties to be set in the regulations for more serious types of littering offences. Through amendments to the 
regulations, this government also intends to introduce higher penalties for serious littering offences that pose a 
safety risk to people, property or animals. This could include the littering of lit cigarettes, syringes or broken 
glass. These offences will incur on-the-spot fines of up to $500 for individuals and $2 000 for corporations. 
Under proposed changes to the regulations, penalties for discarding cigarette butts will also rise to $200 
compared with the current level of $75.  
This bill also addresses the issue of responsibility for litter offences that are committed from a vehicle. The Litter 
Act provides that if an authorised officer cannot establish who committed an offence, the driver or person in 
charge of the vehicle is taken to be responsible and may be prosecuted accordingly. However, the practical 
difficulties in identifying the driver of a vehicle have meant that vehicle litterers frequently avoid having to face 
the consequences of their actions because if the driver cannot be identified, there is no way to hold the litterer to 
account. This bill addresses this problem by making the owner of the vehicle liable for the offence if the litterer 
or driver cannot be identified. A vehicle owner who receives an infringement notice under this provision will 
have the opportunity to provide a statement verifying that some other person committed the offence in the same 
manner as a vehicle owner who receives a speeding infringement. Once a statement has been given, action may 
then be taken against the actual litterer. This deeming provision will ensure that action can be taken against the 
majority of litterers and that they cannot escape the consequences of their behaviour. 

The bill also allows the Chief Executive Officer of the Department of Environment and Conservation to appoint 
authorised officers for the purposes of the Litter Act. Authorised officers have specified powers and 
responsibilities for enforcement of the act, including the power to issue infringement notices. The current Litter 
Act makes the minister responsible for the appointment of authorised officers. Under other legislation, such as 
the Environmental Protection Act 1986, the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984 and the Waste 
Avoidance and Resource Recovery Act 2007, inspectors and officers are appointed by the CEO. Amendment of 
the Litter Act to allow the CEO to appoint authorised officers will ensure administrative efficiency and 
consistency with related legislation. The Keep Australia Beautiful Council has around 5 000 registered litter 
reporters in the community, so the chances of litterers being caught are significant. This scheme works, as 4 482 
infringements were issued in 2010–11. 
These amendments will make WA’s litter penalties among the highest in Australia, reflecting the government’s 
commitment to create a real deterrent to this harmful practice.  
Pursuant to standing order 126(1), I advise that this bill is not a uniform legislation bill. It does not ratify or give 
effect to an intergovernmental or multilateral agreement to which the government of the state is a party. Nor does 
this bill, by reason of its subject matter, introduce a uniform scheme or uniform laws throughout the 
commonwealth.  
I commend the bill to the house. 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

WATER SERVICES BILL 2011  
WATER SERVICES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT AND REPEAL BILL 2011 

Cognate Debate — Motion 
On motion by Hon Helen Morton (Minister for Mental Health), resolved — 

That leave be granted for the Water Services Bill 2011 and the Water Services Legislation Amendment 
and Repeal Bill 2011 to be dealt with cognately.  
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Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from 21 June. 

HON SALLY TALBOT (South West) [9.08 pm]: Let me indicate from the beginning that the Labor opposition 
supports these bills. We feel positively enthusiastic about a number of aspects of these bills. Those are, of 
course, the parts that we had actually drafted before we lost government in 2008. The parts of the bills that we 
are less enthusiastic about have arisen largely, I suspect, because we are now talking about a delay of four years 
in getting this legislation into this place. I am sure that the minister—who of course is in much the same position 
as me, as being a lead speaker in this debate but not actually the person with the portfolio responsibilities for this 
area—will have something to say about that in her summary of the second reading debate. 

We are dealing with a complicated bill in the Water Services Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill 2011, 
which is largely a matter of housekeeping and tidying up many existing acts, either by amendment or by repeal, 
to give us a more streamlined system of delivery of water services. For honourable members who are less 
familiar with this material—because it is pretty complicated—than those of us who are keen to speak on this bill 
might be, I should point out from the outset that we are dealing with water services provision; this is the Water 
Services Bill. We are not, strictly speaking, dealing with water resources—water resources, of course, being the 
aspect of the provision of water that is often most hotly contested in Parliaments, particularly in a Parliament 
such as that in Western Australia where we have a dry state and particularly heavy water use in some areas. 
Members might ask at the beginning of this debate—it is certainly a question I want to pose—why we are 
dealing with the Water Services Bill, after four years of the Barnett–Grylls government, and not a bill dealing 
with water resources. Of course, members who have been following this debate over the years will know that it 
is only in the last two years, or three years at a maximum, that those two aspects of the water portfolio have 
fallen apart from each other. For many, many years Western Australia has approached the two things together. 
We can actually walk and chew gum under normal circumstances; we can deal with the very difficult and highly 
political questions relating to the security of water resources at the same time as we deal with the provision of 
water services. Unfortunately, of course, the water portfolio has been in the hands of a couple of Liberal 
ministers who have shown that their capacity to walk and chew gum is, at least on occasions, severely curtailed. 
It seems to me that this bill that we are looking at today, and the whole issue of water in Western Australia, is 
one of those clear illustrations of the fact that the government is not able to deal with a level of complexity that it 
should be quite capable of dealing with. 

A paucity of material is now emerging from the government, at least regarding the security of water resources. It 
has taken us four years to get a bill to the stage at which it comes into the Parliament to deal with the provision 
of water services. As far as water resources go, we have only got to the stage at which we have a draft discussion 
paper. After four years, it seems passing strange that that should be the case, particularly, if I may say so, 
because at a briefing I received recently—not, I might add, the briefing on this bill, for which I thank the 
minister and the minister’s advisers; it was a very competently delivered briefing—on an entirely different 
subject, when the topic of royalties for regions came up, I was told that the government has a new focus on 
royalties for regions, and guess what? It revolves around the fact that the government has done an analysis of 
needs in regional Western Australia and, surprise, surprise, the two most pressing concerns are energy and water. 
It took the government four years to work out that when it is dealing with a program such as royalties for 
regions, it actually has to do the work about the priorities in regional Western Australia before it starts doling out 
the money. Unfortunately, of course, that has not happened, and we will look back on the last four years when a 
program such as royalties for regions, which should have been delivering an excellent outcome for regional 
Western Australia, will come to be remembered—it has now become a bit of a hackneyed cliché—as providing 
singing toilets and plastic cows. 

I was very relieved the other day to receive this briefing about a new direction for royalties for regions, but I 
must say that my relief was secondary to my sense of complete disbelief that it has taken this government four 
years to realise that the provision of water, and the securing of water resources, in regional Western Australia is 
one of the most pressing issues. That is a failure that will certainly be written up in the history of this time, but it 
is one for which the two government parties will be held thoroughly accountable by the electorate, particularly in 
Western Australia as we move towards the next election in March. 

It is a mystery to me as to why we are dealing with only the provision of water services at this very late stage in 
this government’s term of office. Nevertheless, that is where we have ended up at this moment, so let me just 
outline a few of the provisions of the bills that we are looking at cognately today. As I said, they involve a 
number of different acts, some of which will be amended. Those are the Country Areas Water Supply Act 1947, 
the Metropolitan Water Authority Act 1982, the Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage and Drainage Act 1909, 
the Rights in Water and Irrigation Act 1914, the Water Agencies (Powers) Act 1984 and the Water Services 
Licensing Act 1995. In fact, that latter act is being gutted to the extent that only the plumbers licensing 
provisions are left in that act, which I think is rather a curious outcome. It seems that the plumbers now have 
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their own act, which might seem to some people to be a slightly odd situation, so perhaps the minister will be 
able to address that in the second reading summary also. 

Four acts are being repealed. Probably the most significant, certainly for anyone like me who is a member for the 
South West Region, is the Water Boards Act 1904, which is the act that established the Bunbury and Busselton 
Water Boards. Those two water boards, which currently function quite separately from the Water Corporation, 
are being, I suppose one would say, corporatised and brought into the Water Corp model. I will have something 
to say about that in a moment. The other three acts being repealed are the Land Drainage Act 1925, with the 
Land Drainage (Validation) Act 1996; the Country Towns Sewerage Act 1948; and the Busselton Water Board 
(Supply of Water to Dunsborough) Act 2009, which is an act that is within the living memories of people in this 
house; it was dealt with in this Parliament. It is one of many anomalies to do with the fact that the Bunbury and 
Busselton Water Boards have, as they currently exist, a very, very narrow term of reference, so that when it came 
to asking the Busselton Water Board to supply water to Dunsborough, it could not do it without a change in the 
statutes. Certainly, the effect of these bills on the Bunbury and Busselton Water Boards is quite significant. 
I want to trace back a bit of the history of the development of water policy over the last decade, since the 
beginning of the twenty-first century. I noticed that there was a comment in The West Australian newspaper at 
the weekend, I think, that said that the Gallop and Carpenter Labor governments would be remembered for the 
initiatives that they had taken in water, whereas the Barnett Liberal government will be remembered for the 62 
per cent increase in power prices that we have seen over the last four years. Coming up as we were to this debate 
on the Water Services Bill, I made particular note of that; the critical differences between Labor governments 
and Liberal governments are already being observed. Of course, The West Australian newspaper is not famous 
for its overblown praise of the Labor Party in this state, so to read that and to realise that it was not a tongue-in-
cheek comment and that indeed it was talking about the provision of water security for Western Australia, I 
thought, was a not insignificant remark by the state daily newspaper. 

Some honourable members will remember that when the commonwealth Liberal government of Prime Minister 
John Howard proposed the National Water Initiative, which is going back nearly 10 years now, it caused some 
considerable angst in Western Australia, because the Premier at the time, Dr Geoff Gallop, who was, as I have 
just said, a leader who will go down in history as having had, to refer to the overused term, vision—Geoff Gallop 
was indeed a visionary when it came to water planning — 

Hon Donna Faragher: What about Hon Alan Carpenter?  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: When the then Premier, Dr Geoff Gallop, was invited to those discussions about 
signing the National Water Initiative, he, along with the Tasmanian Premier, decided not to sign. I would be 
interested to hear what honourable members on the other side of the house thought about that decision. I imagine 
that in many ways the Liberal Party would have supported that decision. I am not sure about the National Party, 
Mr Deputy President (Hon Col Holt). You might play your part in this debate at some stage later in the week. 
But it seemed to me, after re-reading and refreshing my memory of some of the discussion at that time, that in a 
nutshell Western Australia looked at the National Water Initiative and said, “It’s all about the Murray–Darling 
and it will not deliver any sort of reasonable return to Western Australia so let’s not be part of it.” That is bearing 
in mind that water usage in Western Australia is slightly different from usage in other states. We have not over-
allocated our water. For example, we use less water in agriculture than other states use. We use an awful lot of it 
in mining.  
It seemed fairly evident in those early days that the National Water Initiative was not going to repay any great 
dividend for Western Australia. At that stage we did not sign and we were then subject to penalties because it is 
all about national competition policy. The broad framework was a requirement of all states to modernise their 
water legislation. That is the link to what we are discussing in the context of this bill. Having decided not to sign 
the National Water Initiative, Western Australia nevertheless went about modernising its water legislation. We 
were penalised by five per cent, or $3.79 million. That and a number of other things led to a reconsideration of 
the decision made by Dr Geoff Gallop when he was Premier. The Labor Premier who followed him, Alan 
Carpenter, reversed that decision not to join and Western Australia duly signed up. I believe—the minister may 
be able to confirm this for me—that that resulted in that amount of nearly $4 million being repaid to Western 
Australia. I understand it was docked as a kind of suspended provision. It is not unreasonable to say that, 
although the decision not to join at that early stage was one that many members of this house, not just from the 
Labor Party, would concur with, for the state to find itself subject to such great penalties was more than a little 
incentive to reconsider that decision.  

I would like to hear some comments from the minister about how our involvement with the National Water 
Initiative has progressed since that time. I will have more to say about this when we go into committee. My 
attention was drawn to the National Water Initiative 2011 assessment of where the states were up to. Some very 
troubling comments were made about Western Australia’s performance. Because we have a Liberal government, 
I would be interested to see whether the argument will be put in this place that the reason Western Australia is 
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lagging behind is that we were not signatories at the beginning of the process. As I have pointed out, Western 
Australia, under the leadership of Geoff Gallop, the Premier at the time, took measures to commence the reform 
of its legislation. As I said, I will have more to say about that when we go into committee.  

As part of that ongoing reform, a review commenced under the previous Labor government in 2007 at the 
request of the then Minister for Water. As it was presented to me by the advisers, the three key terms of 
reference for that review were that existing water services laws were outdated, were hampering the efficient 
delivery of services, did not provide enough protection for customers and the general public and did not support 
the Minister for Water’s role as a policy setter for the sector. That review took a considerable number of months 
to complete and involved a substantial amount of consultation with community representatives, conservation 
groups and a number of stakeholders from across the community sector as well as key industry groups such as 
the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia and the Chamber of Minerals and Energy, and the 
key groups representing pastoralists and agriculturalists in the shape of the Western Australian Farmers 
Federation and the Pastoralists and Graziers Association. A very large number of people were consulted in 
getting to the point we have reached today. I understand that the government has made a commitment to 
continue that degree of consultation. It will be very significant if the government is able to do that.  

As the months and the years have gone by and as we have seen this kind of legislation coming into this place, I 
have noticed that the government starts with good intentions and does a preliminary round of consultations with 
the key stakeholders. Then, suddenly, as we get closer to the parliamentary processes and the changes of statutes, 
that level of consultation begins to drop away. When we get to the stage at which we are drafting regulations to 
put the new statute into effect, the consultation becomes practically non-existent. I would like to hear the 
minister’s comments about how that level of consultation will continue into the future. That is particularly 
important with a piece of legislation such as this because one of the problems that has been encountered—I 
referred to it just now when I talked about the terms of reference for the review and not supporting the Minister 
for Water’s role as policy setter for the sector—concerns the development of codes. I understand that one of the 
first codes that is planned to be developed is a customer code. I felt a little frisson of fear when it was described 
to me in the briefing—this is no fault of the officers; it is certainly the way the government has developed this 
narrative—that we are using some of the energy providers as a blueprint for a customer code. That might be 
laudable on paper but in practice I would suggest that anyone who wanted to go anywhere near Western Power’s 
set-up for a blueprint would perhaps be barking up the wrong tree. At least they would want to phrase their 
narrative in a slightly different form. It did take me slightly by surprise. I will have a bit more to say about that in 
a moment.  

The development of a customer code is obviously key when it comes to looking at how ordinary working 
families in Western Australia will be served by this new legislation. I would like the minister—maybe this can 
be addressed in the second reading summary so that we can move more quickly in the committee stage—to give 
us a bit more detail about how that customer code is being developed. One of the key aspects of it is how non-
payers will be treated. Water is obviously an essential service. Some very interesting projections emerged from 
the estimates process over the past few weeks with the Water Corporation projecting some very steep price 
increases over the next three years. That obviously has an effect on people trying to manage their household 
budget. This is on top of the massive increases in electricity, gas and water that we have seen so far. If we are 
looking at another substantial hike over the next three years, we will clearly need a very sophisticated and 
sensitive way of dealing with people who are not able to pay the bills that accrue as a result of those increased 
charges. I would ask the minister if she can address some of those issues. I am assuming that the minister is the 
usual minister. Does the Minister for Mental Health have carriage of this bill?  

Hon Helen Morton: I do. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I keep referring to the minister as a “she”. I thought that if someone else has carriage of 
the bill, I had better change that.  

We finished the review process somewhere around 2010—I am not sure why it took quite that long—and then 
the legislation was drafted. I do not understand why it has taken so long; we now have something like seven and 
a half weeks of Parliament left, so I assume that the Water Services Bill 2011 is on the list of priority bills that 
the government is putting up. It does seem to me to be cutting it remarkably fine in a four-and-a-half-year term 
to be dealing with such a fundamental piece of legislation at this late stage in the government’s term of office. 
Maybe there is a reason that escaped me or maybe there were considerations that were not anticipated at the 
beginning about why it has taken this long, but I would be interested to hear that explanation if one is available.  

I do not understand why Western Australia is not leading the way in dealing with what everybody now admits is 
a drying climate, whatever words people want to use; if they are reluctant to use the words “climate change”, 
they can use phrases like “rising temperatures” and “declining rainfall”. I wonder sometimes whether the 
government is under the misapprehension that to be called a “biodiversity hot spot” is supposed to be some kind 
of tourist attraction and that people go to a biodiverse hot spot because they can see lots of creatures there!  
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Of course when we talk about the south west of the state being a biodiversity hot spot, we are talking about an 
area that is much bigger than my electorate; it goes a long way north of Perth. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: Come on—you’ve never been out to half of your electorate!  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I know all my electorate very well, Hon Robyn McSweeney.  

Hon Simon O’Brien: Have you been to Esperance yet?  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Esperance is not in my electorate, so — 

Hon Simon O’Brien: No, but have you been to Esperance yet? 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: — I do not know why Hon Simon O’Brien raised Esperance; we are clearly talking 
about the electorate of the South West Region, and I am trying to explain to honourable members opposite the 
difference between the electorate of the South West Region and the biodiversity hot spot. Hon Simon O’Brien is 
obviously a bit confused about this, so can I just explain that — 

Hon Simon O’Brien: No, don’t bother; we’re not interested in what you want to explain! 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: — Esperance is not in the electorate of the South West Region; however, it is in the 
biodiversity hot spot — 

Several members interjected. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: — which, as I am trying to help honourable members by explaining —  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Col Holt): Orders, members! Hon Sally Talbot, continue.  

Hon Simon O’Brien: Aren’t you moving to Mining and Pastoral?  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Oh, Hon Simon O’Brien has a very fanciful imagination—congratulations! Hon Simon 
O’Brien wants to watch who he is talking to; there are some people around the place who might be leading Hon 
Simon O’Brien on a bit, and I know he is probably particularly susceptible to being led on in some respects.  

I was just referring to the fact that the biodiversity hot spot that is the south west is actually a very large part of 
Western Australia. We, of course, have accrued that label as a criticism. It is not a good thing; it is a very bad 
thing to be labelled in that way. It means that we have a very high representation of biodiversity, but that that 
biodiversity is under threat for one reason or another. That means we have accrued that label because we have a 
very fragile environment that has been very severely impacted by a number of different factors, including, 
obviously, climate change, and diseases that are particularly exacerbated by climate change.  

But I wonder why, having had such a welter of data from bodies like the Environmental Protection Authority and 
the Conservation Commission, which, I notice, has been very active over the past few months—I congratulate 
the new chair of the Conservation Commission for all that output—we are not leading the way in setting policy 
for a precious substance like water. It seems to me that we need a new mindset, and I wonder whether the 
government is indeed capable of delivering that new mindset. When I look at a piece of legislation like 
this coming in at such a late stage, it seems to suggest to me that we are probably not going to get that new 
mindset.  

I will explain exactly what I mean by referring to a slightly different area of policy, but one with which I am very 
familiar because it is within my own portfolio of responsibilities. I congratulate the Minister for Environment 
and Minister for Water, Hon Bill Marmion, for having put in place a review of waste-to-energy policies, because 
I think it is high time we had some well-informed debate and discussion. When I say “well informed”, Western 
Australia is a long way behind the rest of the world when it comes to waste-to-energy provisions—we are a long 
way behind the rest of the world when it comes to a lot of modern energy technology. But the problem I have 
with the waste-to-energy review is that we seem to have missed the basic point—I can assure honourable 
members that there is a direct link between what I am talking about and the bill under consideration tonight.  

The basic problem with waste-to-energy policy is that the actual plants themselves are very substantial bits of 
infrastructure and cost a hell of a lot of money. If they are run by private enterprise, then obviously private 
enterprise will quite rightly ask for some kind of guarantee of supply, and the guarantee of the supply is waste. 
So we need to guarantee that an amount of waste will be produced by Western Australians over the next decade 
or so to attract that kind of multimillion-dollar investment to Western Australia. The problem arises right here: 
we used to have a bipartisan agreement that we were moving towards zero waste—it used to be by 2020—and 
indeed the name of the Waste Authority’s website was Towards Zero. With the release of the state waste strategy 
a few weeks ago, that has dropped away; there is suddenly no more talk about towards zero; indeed, the Minister 
for Environment is now quite happily endorsing the idea that we are going to reduce waste by 60 per cent. 
There is a huge difference between 60 per cent and 100 per cent, and we have gone there with no discussion and 
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no debate; the public has not been involved in talking about that abandonment of the Towards Zero target. The 
government has abandoned it—there is no question—and it is there in black and white in the state waste strategy.  

I wonder whether locking in that reduction of 60 per cent is actually a way of ensuring industry a guaranteed 
supply of 40 per cent of all the state’s waste, to prop up a multimillion-dollar industry? That will not do. If we 
arrive at that formula through a process of public policy debate, then that is an entirely different matter. But if 
this is being done behind the closed doors of government, then it is not good enough, because it is not public 
policy; it is some plan cooked up by the Liberal government behind closed doors. That is just not good enough. 
All of a sudden we are not talking about eliminating waste streams, we are talking about locking in supply. 

Hon Helen Morton: Can you just help me work out what that’s got to do with the Water Services Bill 2011? 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Absolutely; I am coming right back to it now, minister. I am right there; the minister is 
bang on cue. 

The problem I have with a bill of this kind is that it begins to look as if we are encouraging both government 
trading enterprises and the private sector, because a large part of this bill is set up in a way to facilitate private 
involvement. I am not saying that is a bad thing per se, but I am asking about the way it is engineered into this 
bill. If I am wrong, I know the minister will set out very clearly in her second reading summary why I am wrong, 
or perhaps she will just explain what the government is doing. We must not get to a stage, surely, of saying that 
people can make more money by selling more water, because water is just not that kind of resource. We should 
be building into all our legislation the need to conserve water and to move to a sustainable basis in water 
consumption. 

I have already said that in this state we have not actually over-allocated our water supply, but that is largely 
because we do not use water for agriculture in the same way that Queensland, New South Wales, Victoria and 
South Australia do, but we certainly use it for mining. What is more is that a large proportion of the water we use 
in the mining industry in Western Australia is potable water—how crazy is that? Some years ago I remember 
walking along the harbour in Darwin and meeting a guy who was selling little trinkets. He was a Chinese 
immigrant and he had only recently arrived in Australia. We got talking, and I asked him how he found it, and he 
said, “You have drinkable water in your toilets.” He could not believe that he had come to a country that was so 
affluent and had such abundant supplies that we could actually put drinking water into the toilet to flush it. That 
was a number of years ago, and we are still doing it. I ask again: why are we not moving to a place of leading the 
world in water services and the conservation of water resources? I know that was a long way of introducing what 
is precisely my problem with this bill, but it is exactly the same principle: if we have a scarce precious resource, 
surely we need to build into all our planning processes a way of, if not conserving that resource, then at least 
using it in a sustainable way. It is not clear to me how this legislation does that.  

I was going to say a lot more about what Labor did in government, but I am sure other members will talk about 
that. There has been a very lengthy debate in the other place that I can refer to honourable members if they are 
interested. I refer to the “State Water Plan 2007”, which is a document I have used before in this house. This was 
regarded as world best practice at the time it was produced. I do not say that as a partisan observation; it was 
hailed internationally as a world best practice document. I wonder where we have gone since then. One of the 
great moments of mystery about this government, which I am sure is etched on the minds of other members as it 
is on mine, was the day the Minister for Water took to his feet in the other place and made a speech that had two 
sections. Part A of the speech was about how great the Waterwise campaign was and how it had been one of the 
most effective conservation programs ever to run in any jurisdiction in the world, and part B was about 
cancelling the Waterwise campaign. It just did not make sense in any terms. I seriously think that the minister 
did not read the end of the speech before he got up to start it, and I imagine the scenario in which he had a 
growing sense of horror, akin to something we might see in a British sitcom about politics rather than something 
being played out in the Western Australian Parliament. I do not know where we have gone since this document 
was produced, but I strongly suspect that the answer is “not very far”. I have referred to the privatisation 
elements of this bill, and I have outlined my concerns with that, so I am sure the minister will address that in her 
second reading summary.  
I refer to the whole question of using energy utilities as models, and I assume that Western Power is included in 
that. Why would the government look to Western Power for something like an asset management template? Did 
we not just have the most dramatic scandal in Western Australia about Western Power’s asset management; yet 
the explanatory documents in this bill says that the model is the energy utilities? It may make sense in a technical 
way, but I would like some explanation of how we are going to ensure that we never get to a place in which the 
auditing of something like an asset management system is being done by the same people who receive the 
auditor’s report and table it in the Parliament. I think it is acknowledged, at least implicitly, on both sides of the 
house, and it has been by the minister himself, that there was a major problem with the way Western Power was 
managing that. So how will the new water services act ensure that we are not led into the same sort of mess as 
we have been in with Western Power?  
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I notice there is also provision for an ombudsman working with water services, which I think is a good thing. But 
in that context I would like the minister, if she can, to provide more details about how the ombudsman will be 
resourced and what the terms of operation will be. At this stage, I will leave my second reading remarks and take 
up some of these issues again when we move into committee at a later stage of debate.  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders.  

House adjourned at 9.45 pm 
__________  
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

TRAIN SERVICES — NEAR INCIDENTS 

5545. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) How many reportable ‘near misses’ have occurred between trains and other trains or vehicles in — 
(a) 2009–10; 
(b) 2010–11; and 
(c) 2011–12? 

(2) In each case — 
(a) what was the cause of the incident; 
(b) was anyone injured, and if yes what were the nature of the injuries; 
(c) what was the damage to the trains; and 
(d) what was the cost of repairs? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

The Public Transport Authority advises: 
(1) (a)  10 

(b)  12 
(c)  15 (as at 30/4/2012) 

(2) (a)  Private vehicle driver error. 
(b)  No new injuries reported as at 2 May 2012. Refer to Question on Notice 5543 part (5). 
(c)  No damage sustained. 
(d)  Not applicable. 

PORT GEOGRAPHE CANAL ESTATE DEVELOPMENT 

5602. Hon Lynn MacLaren to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Transport 

I refer to the Port Geographe canal estate development, and I ask —  

(1) What responsibility does the State Government accept in relation to the seaweed and coastal erosion 
problems affecting the development? 

(2) Has the State Government been approached to fund the removal of the seaweed that continues to 
accumulate and emit a disagreeable odour?  

(3) If yes to (2), has the State Government agreed to pay any money for this purpose? 

(4) If yes to (3) — how much money has the Government agreed to pay; 

(a) how much money has been paid so far and when; and 
(b) how much money is still to be paid and when will this happen? 

(5) Which government body is responsible for managing the ongoing seaweed accumulation and odour 
emission problem? 

(6) Is it a state or local government issue? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

The Department of Transport advises: 
(1)   None. 
(2)–(3)  Yes 
(4)   (a) The costs of this year’s works program will depend on the volume of sediment and seagrass 

wrack to be bypassed. $1.5m has been allocated in the 2012–13 State Budget. 
(b)–(c)   Nil 

(5)–(6)   In the absence of a responsible private developer, the Department of Transport has committed to 
working with the City of Busselton to manage the seaweed and odour emission. 
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TREASURER — GRESHAM ADVISORY PARTNERS LTD 
5608. Hon Matt Benson–Lidholm to the Minister for Finance representing the Treasurer 

Over the past twelve months —  

(1) How many times has the Treasurer met with representatives of Gresham Advisory Partners Limited and 
when and where did the meetings take place? 

(2) How many times has the Treasurer’s staff met with representatives of Gresham Advisory Partners 
Limited and when and where did the meetings take place? 

(3) Has the Department of Treasury entered into any contracts or arrangements with Gresham Advisory 
Partners Limited? 

(4) If yes to (3), what are the terms of the contract or arrangements and the value of any contract or 
arrangement? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 
The Department of Treasury advises: 
(1)–(2)   The Treasurer and/or his staff have not met with Gresham Advisory Partners Limited. 
(3)   Yes. 
(4)   The scope of works for the contract included review of the State’s: 

• proposed Payment Mechanism including but not limited to logic checks of the proposed 
calculations. 

• proposed calibration model to ensure the regime accurately allocates risk and responsibility for the 
State and Private Sector and in doing so incentivises the Private Sector to deliver the services in a 
manner that provides value for money to the State. 

• proposed financial model for the Public Sector Comparator. 
The total capped cost of the Contract is $63,000 (including GST) 
In accordance with the State Government procurement policy, three written quotations were obtained in 
respect of the above scope of works, with Gresham Partners assessed as offering best value for money 
to the State. 

WATER BODIES — COSTS INQUIRY 
5610. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Finance representing the Treasurer 
I refer to the Economic Regulatory Authority’s inquiry into the efficient costs and tariffs of the Water 
Corporation, AqWest and the Busselton Water Board, and I ask —  

(1) Did the inquiry receive any submissions other than those publicly available? 
(2) If yes to (1), how many submissions were received in total? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 
The Economic Regulation Authority advises: 
(1)   No. 
(2)   Not applicable. 

TAXIDRIVERS — INAPPROPRIATE BEHAVIOUR 
5622. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Transport 
I refer to the Minister for Transport’s claims of a new zero tolerance approach to inappropriate behaviour by taxi 
drivers, and ask —  
(1) Will drivers who have previously inappropriately touched or engaged in inappropriate sexual behaviour 

towards passengers be removed from the industry? 
(2) If yes to (1), what action is the Department of Transport taking to review past allegations of 

inappropriate behaviour to ensure these drivers are immediately removed from the industry? 
(3) If no to (1), why are drivers who have previously engaged in inappropriate behaviour not being 

removed from the industry? 
Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 
The Department of Transport advises: 

(1)  Yes. 
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(2)  The Department of Transport has conducted a review of all taxi drivers with previous criminal 
convictions. Each licence holder was affected under the ‘good character’ provisions. Where the driver 
did not meet the good character test, the T extension was cancelled. In previous incidents when there 
was no criminal conviction and the ability to call witnesess and/or present evidence is limited, details 
are kept on file and forms part of the good character test if future complaints are received. 

As at 17 June 2012, the Department of Transport has cancelled 38 and suspended 23 T extensions 
since 1 January 2012. 

(3)  Not applicable. 

RAIL CAR SETS — REQUIREMENT 

5623. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Transport 

How many rail car sets are required to provide normal scheduled services across the Perth rail network during —  
(a) peak times; and 
(b) non-peak times? 
Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

The Public Transport Authority advises as at Tuesday, 6 March 2012: 
(a)  87 rail car sets. 
(b)  44 rail car sets. 

WATER QUALITY TESTING — WAKATHUNI AND BELLARY SPRINGS 

5624. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Health 

With regard to question on notice Nos 5393 and 5396 and the water testing, I ask —  

(1) Has any water testing been carried out at Wakathuni? 

(2) Has any water testing been carried out at Bellary Springs? 

(3) If yes to (1) and (2), will the Minister table the reports of water quality at these communities? 

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

(5) If no to (1) and (2), will the Minister initiate reports into the water quality at these communities? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)–(2)  Yes. 

(3)  No. 

(4)  The data custodian is the Department of Housing and any request for that information would need to be 
considered by the Minister for Housing. 

(5)  Not applicable. 

DOCTORS IN TRAINING 

5625. Hon Helen Bullock to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Health 

(1) What is the total number of doctors in training in Western Australian hospitals? 

(2) How many doctors in training are there in each Western Australian hospital? 

(3) What resources has the State Government allocated to provide supervised training opportunities for 
doctors in training in Western Australian hospitals in terms of —  
(a) funding; 
(b) full time equivalent staffing; and 
(c) other resources? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 8087. 

HAZARDOUS WASTE REGULATIONS 

5626. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

(1) With regard to question on notice No. 5438 of Tuesday, 15 May 2012, question without notice No. 222 
of Tuesday, 5 April 2011 and question without notice No. 116 of Thursday, 22 March 2012, I ask —  
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(a) if the waste material is not considered to be hazardous under the Hazardous Waste (Regulation 
of Exports and Imports) Act 1989 and Regulations, and it does not fall within the scope of one 
of the categories listed in Annex 1 of the Basel Convention; 

(b) if the waste material is not classified as a radioactive substance and then under the Nuclear 
Non Proliferation (Safeguards) Act 1987 (Cwlth) that implements Australia’s obligations 
under the Nuclear Non Proliferation Treaty 1970 do not apply; and  

(c) if the provisions of the Commonwealth Customs (Prohibited Imports) Regulations 1956, do not 
apply to the waste material, is the waste material allowed to be imported into Western 
Australia? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 
Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 
(1)  (a)–(c)  All waste material proposed to be imported into Australia, that is not classified under 

Commonwealth Hazardous Waste, Nuclear Safeguards and Customs legislation, is subject to 
Commonwealth customs and quarantine requirements and State environmental protection 
legislation.  
Waste material proposed to be imported into Western Australia may be subject to the Western 
Australian Environmental Protection (Controlled Waste) Regulations 2004. Waste material 
listed under Schedule 1 of the Environmental Protection (Controlled Waste) Regulations 2004 
is considered to be a controlled waste. 
Waste material not listed in Schedule 1 of the Environmental Protection (Controlled Waste) 
Regulations 2004 is subject to the requirements of the Environmental Protection 
Regulations 1987.  

(2) Not applicable. 
IRVINE ISLAND MINING DEVELOPMENT — ABORIGINAL HERITAGE ACT 

5627. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Environment 
With regard to question on notice No. 5328 to the Minister for Environment answered on Tuesday, 15 May 2012 
and question on notice No. 5327 to the Minister for Indigenous Affairs answered on Tuesday, 15 May 2012, I ask —  
(1) Why was the department not aware of the activity occurring in the areas of ‘very significant cultural 

heritage importance’ that are outside of the footprint shown in Figure 3 that are meant to be protected 
from any potential impact of the Pluton proposal? 

(2) On whose authority was the drilling of environmental monitoring bores within the central portion of 
E04/1172 carried out? 

(3) For what purposes was the drilling of environmental monitoring bores within the central portion of 
E04/1172 carried out? 

(4) On what date was the drilling of environmental monitoring bores within the central portion of E04/1172 
carried out? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 
(1)  The Office of the Environmental Protection Authority has advised that there has been no ground 

disturbance activities in the Cultural Heritage Protection Area in the Referral Document dated August 
2011. 

(2)–(4)  It is understood that the response provided by the Minister for Indigenous Affairs was referring to a 
previous consent given by the then Minister for Indigenous Affairs in November 2010. This consent 
related to activities within the boundary of Exploration Licence 04/1172 administered by the 
Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP). This Exploration Licence covers the whole of Irvine 
Island and the drilling activities were not within the Cultural Heritage Protection Area. The 
November 2010 consent predates the referral of the proposal to the Environmental Protection Authority 
(EPA) in August 2011. The proponent is able to undertake activities on an Exploration Licence 
provided that it has the necessary approvals. These activities can include obtaining environmental 
information, such as groundwater investigations, that can then inform the proposal that is referred to the 
EPA and the likely environmental issues.  

SUPPLEMENTARY PROPERTY PURCHASE PROGRAM — ALCOA TRANSACTIONS 
5628. Hon Giz Watson to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Lands 
Further to question on notice No. 5212 asked on 6 March 2012, which was transferred by the Minister for Lands 
to the Minister for Environment on 14 March 2012, and which has again been transferred by the Minister for 
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Environment back to the Minister for Lands on 22 May 2012, I ask that the overdue answer to the following 
question now be urgently answered — Referring to recent land transactions by Alcoa or its subsidiaries outside 
the Supplementary Property Purchase Program (SPPP) area in the Shires of Harvey and Waroona, I ask —  

(1) When did the SPPP officially end? 
(2) How many land transactions have been recorded since the finalisation of the SPPP program inside the 

SPPP area? 
(3) How many land transactions have been recorded since the finalisation of the SPPP program outside the 

SPPP area? 
(4) How many hectares are covered by the transactions under (3)? 
(5) What was their average price per hectare and year? 
(6) What was the highest price per hectare and year? 
(7) What was the lowest price per hectare and year? 

HON WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

(1)–(7)  The Supplementary Property Purchase Program (SPPP) was one of a number of commitments made by 
Alcoa in a Deed of Undertaking with the previous Government, signed on 28 March 2007. The SPPP 
ended in late 2008. Agencies within the Lands Portfolio have had no involvement in the SPPP. 

HOME AND COMMUNITY CARE PROGRAM — TRACHEOSTOMY FUNDING 

5629. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Health 

Further to question on notice No. 5217 asked on 6 March 2012, regarding the Home and Community Care 
(HACC) program, I ask —  

(1) Is the Minister aware that the Disability Services Commission does not have a range of funded options 
to support families with a child or infant with a tracheostomy?  

(2) Is the Minister aware that the CATCH service is available for support to families with a child or infant 
with a tracheostomy, but that there is currently no funding available?  

(3) Will the Minister advise what services are available for support to families with a child or infant with a 
tracheostomy, which currently has funding? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  The Disability Services Commission has a range of funding packages that have specific criteria for 
eligibility, and they may or may not include the care of a child or infant with a tracheostomy.  
There are families in the community with a child with a tracheostomy who care for their own child at 
their own home. PMH supports families with appropriate education services, ensuring the parents are 
confident and competent to manage the airway prior to discharge from hospital. PMH also manages the 
necessary equipment and training for all families with a child with a tracheostomy. 

(2)  The Children who Are dependent on Technology and Cared for by their parents at Home (CATCH) 
Program has a well determined inclusion criteria, and the infant or child must meet all of the following 
criteria: 
a. A severe or profound disability; 
b. Dependence on medical technology to maintain respiratory function; 
c. Be a patient of PMH/CAHS; and 
d. Be medically stable on discharge. 
There is funding available for CATCH children who meet these criteria. Each child is individually 
assessed, and if the child fits the criteria, then a plan with the multidisciplinary team is formulated and 
an application is made to the CATCH Interagency Management Committee which comprises the 
Disability Services Commission (DSC), Department for Child Protection (DPC) and Princess Margaret 
Hospital (PMH). 

(3)  There are limited services that are available to a child with only a tracheostomy within the Health 
sector. It is a relatively new field of surgery and is becoming more commonplace as part of a staged 
repair to a child’s airway. PMH has an outpatient clinic for children at home with a tracheostomy, and 
PMH supports the parents with equipment, education, counselling and advice. 

If the child has more complex medical issues, there is not-for-profit organisation, Lady Lawley Cottage 
by the Sea, High Needs Unit, which is funded by PMH to provide residential and nursing support, while 
the child is transitioning home.  
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QUAMBALARIA PITEREKA — MANAGEMENT STRATEGY 

5630. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Environment 

I refer to Bulletin No. 16 ‘Marri flowering threatened by introduced pathogen’ published in 2011 by the Centre 
of Excellence for Climate Change, Woodland and Forest Health http://www.foresthealth.com.au/files/ 
CoE%20Bulletin%20no.16_LR.pdf, and I ask —  

(1) Is the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) currently managing the introduced marri 
pathogen Quambalaria pitereka? 

(2) If yes to (1) —  

(a) will the Minister please provide full details of DEC’s management strategy including —  
(i) how it addresses the speed with which the pathogen has become widespread in the 

south west; 
(ii) how it addresses the pathogen’s evolution from a leaf pathogen in the eastern States to 

affecting both vegetative and reproductive tissues of trees in this State; 
(iii) how it takes into account that marri in the south west is also subject to attack from a 

variety of other pathogens; 
(iv) how, and how frequently, the level of success of the strategy is being measured; and 
(v) what has been the outcome of DEC’s management to date? 

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

(4) What research on this disease is being conducted in relation to — 

(a) the mechanism of infection; 

(b) the impact on native bird food sources; 

(c) the impact on honey production; and 

(d) the fecundity and future of marri trees? 

(5) What is the time frame for completion of this research? 

(6) What resources (including funding and full time equivalent staff) have been allocated to this research? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)–(3)  Research is continuing into the nature and impact of Quambalaria species. Once a clearer picture 
emerges, management actions can be developed. I refer the Hon Member to responses provided to 
Legislative Council Question without Notice 601 on 17 August 2011 and Legislative Assembly 
Question on Notice 7949 on 15 May 2012. 

(4) (a)–(d)  Research is being carried out by the Centre of Excellence for Climate Change, Woodland and 
Forest Health. The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) is an industry partner 
with the Centre of Excellence. The Centre has secured an Australian Research Council linkage 
grant to undertake research into the underlying causes and practical management solutions to 
marri decline in the south–west of Western Australia. This research will help inform 
management decisions. 

(5)  This research project is anticipated to have a five year timeline. 

(6)  Funding is through an Australian Research Council linkage grant. The grant has recently been awarded 
and resources are yet to be fully allocated. DEC will complement this research with an in-kind 
contribution. Further project proposals are being developed with the aim to attract research funds to 
undertake work into marri decline, including the impact of Quambalaria species. 

HARDSHIP UTILITY GRANT SCHEME — APPLICATIONS 

5631. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

For all Hardship Utility Grant Scheme (HUGS) applicants processed by the Department of Child Protection from 
February 2012 to April 2012 (months inclusive) can the department please provide the number of applications 
by —  
(a) postcode; 
(b) regional development region; 
(c) main source of income; 
(d) family status; 

http://www.foresthealth.com.au/files/
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(e) number of children; 
(f) gender; 
(g) age; 
(h) housing tenure; and 
(i) ethnicity? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(a)–(i)  [See paper 4803.] 

HARDSHIP UTILITY GRANT SCHEME — APPLICATIONS 
5632. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

For all Hardship Utility Grant Scheme (HUGS) applicants processed by the Department of Child Protection from 
February 2012 to April 2012 (months inclusive) can the department please detail how many applicants were 
from —  
(a) Great Southern Region; 
(b) South West Region; 
(c) Goldfields Region; 
(d) Murchison–Gascoyne Region; 
(e) Wheatbelt Region; 
(f) East Kimberley Region; 
(g) West Kimberley Region; 
(h) Pilbara Region; 
(i) Peel Region; and 
(j) Mid–West? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

The number of Hardship Utility Grants Scheme (HUGS) applications processed by the Department for Child 
Protection for the period February 2012 to April 2012.  
  Region Number of HUGS Applications 

(a) Great Southern Region 172 
(b) South West Region 340 
(c) Goldfields–Esperance Region 97 
(d) Gascoyne Region 48 
(e) Wheatbelt Region 134 
(f)–(g) Kimberley (East and West) Region 119 
(h) Pilbara Region 90 
(i) Peel Region 373 
(j) Midwest 189 

HARDSHIP UTILITY GRANT SCHEME — APPLICATIONS 
5633. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

For each of the utilities Synergy, Horizon, Water Corporation and Alinta in regards to the Hardship Utilities 
Grant Scheme (HUGS) for March 2012 and April 2012, I ask —  

(a) what was the number of approved grants; 

(b) what was the total grant amount; and 

(c) what was the average amount paid? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(a) Utility  Number of Approved Grants 
Synergy 2,425 
Horizon 197 
Water Corporation 136 
Alinta 726 
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(b) Utility  Total Grant Value 
Synergy $858,653 
Horizon $107,673 
Water Corporation $44,889 
Alinta $194,468 

(c) Utility Average Grant Value 
Synergy $354 
Horizon $547 
Water Corporation $330 
Alinta $268 

HARDSHIP UTILITY GRANT SCHEME — APPLICATIONS 
5634. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

For all Hardship Utility Grant Scheme (HUGS) applicants processed by the Department of Child Protection in 
March 2012 and April 2012 can the department please detail how many applicants were from —  

(a) Great Southern Region; 
(b) South West Region; 
(c) Goldfields Region; 
(d) Murchison–Gascoyne Region; 
(e) Wheatbelt Region; 
(f) East Kimberley Region; 
(g) West Kimberly Region; 
(h) Pilbara Region; 
(i) Peel Region; and 
(j) Mid–West? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

The number of Hardship Utility Grants Scheme (HUGS) applications processed by the Department for Child 
Protection for the period March 2012 and April 2012. 
  Region Number of HUGS Applications 

(a) Great Southern Region 110 
(b) South West Region 230 
(c) Goldfields–Esperance Region 60 
(d) Gascoyne Region 37 
(e) Wheatbelt Region 80 
(f)–(g) Kimberley (East and West) Region 80 
(h) Pilbara Region 60 
(i) Peel Region 260 
(j) Midwest 140 

HARDSHIP UTILITY GRANT SCHEME — APPLICATIONS 

5635. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

For all Hardship Utility Grant Scheme (HUGS) applicants processed by the Department of Child Protection in 
March 2012 and April 2012 can the department please provide the number of applications by —  
(a) postcode; 
(b) regional development region; 
(c) main source of income; 
(d) family status; 
(e) number of children; 
(f) gender; 
(g) age; 
(h) housing tenure; and 
(i) ethnicity? 
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(a)–(i)  [See paper 4804.] 

CHILDREN IN CARE — STATISTICS 

5636. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) How many children were under the care of the Department of Child Protection (DCP) during the month 
of May 2012, by district? 

(2) How many of these were placed in non-Government group facilities, by district? 

(3) How many of these were in placements with DCP foster carers by category of relative and non-relative 
carer, by district? 

(4) How many of these were in placements with non-Government organisation foster carers by district? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 
(1)  As at 31 May 2012, there were 3 774 children in care, in the following districts: 

Armadale — 371 
Cannington — 306 
East Kimberley — 110  
Fremantle — 301 
Goldfields — 176 
Great Southern — 165 
Joondalup — 295 
Midland — 258 
Mirrabooka — 317 
Murchison — 179 
Peel — 202 
Perth — 249 
Pilbara — 108 
Rockingham — 211 
South West — 178 
West Kimberley — 149 
Wheatbelt — 187 
Fostering and Adoption Services — 12. 

(2)  As at 31 May 2012, there were 240 children placed in non-government group facilities in the following 
districts: 
Armadale — 26 
Cannington — 12 
East Kimberley — 12 
Fremantle — 12 
Goldfields — 12 
Great Southern — 8 
Joondalup — 28 
Midland — 14 
Mirrabooka — 23  
Murchison — 12 
Peel — 10 
Perth — 22 
Pilbara — 6 
Rockingham — 11 
South West — 10 
West Kimberley — 14 
Wheatbelt — 8. 

(3)  As at 31 May 2012, there were 1 460 children placed with departmental relative foster carers and 1 067 
children placed with departmental non-relative foster carers, in the following districts:  
Armadale — 110 relative, 129 non-relative 
Cannington — 136 relative, 86 non-relative 
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East Kimberley — 47 relative, 6 non-relative 
Fremantle — 136 relative, 66 non-relative 
Goldfields — 90 relative, 24 non-relative 
Great Southern — 66 relative, 50 non-relative 
Joondalup — 90 relative, 107 non-relative 
Midland — 106 relative, 69 non-relative 
Mirrabooka — 117 relative, 96 non-relative 
Murchison — 67 relative, 50 non-relative 
Peel — 86 relative, 63 non-relative 
Perth — 91 relative, 73 non-relative 
Pilbara — 60 relative, 7 non-relative 
Rockingham — 67 relative, 69 non-relative 
South West — 58 relative, 82 non-relative 
West Kimberley — 81 relative, 27 non-relative 
Wheatbelt — 52 relative, 59 non-relative 
Family Information and Adoption Services — 0 relative, 4 non-relative.  

(4)  As at 31 May 2012, there were 313 children placed with non-government organisation foster carers, in 
the following districts: 

Armadale — 50 
Cannington — 29 
East Kimberley — 2 
Fremantle — 30 
Goldfields — 5 
Great Southern — 4 
Joondalup — 31 
Midland — 34 
Mirrabooka — 35 
Murchison — 2 
Peel — 3 
Perth — 44 
Pilbara — 0 
Rockingham — 30 
South West — 5 
West Kimberley — 2 
Wheatbelt — 7. 

CHILD PROTECTION — FTE EMPLOYEES 

5637. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) As at 31 May 2012, what was the total funded full time equivalent (FTE) employee allocation by 
directorate and district? 

(2) As at 31 May 2012 —  

(a) what were the vacancies in the full time equivalent (FTE) terms by directorate and district; 

(b) how many of those vacancies were subject to advertising at 31 May 2012 by district; and 

(c) of those not subject to advertising as at 31 May 2012, why not? 

(3) As at 31 May 2012, what was the total service delivery full time equivalent (FTE) employee allocation 
by directorate and district? 

(4) As at 31 May 2012, what were the total vacant service delivery positions by directorate and district? 

(5) As at 31 May 2012, what was the total full time equivalent (FTE) case worker allocation by directorate 
and district? 

(6) As at 31 May 2012, what were the total full time equivalent (FTE) vacant case worker positions? 

(7) As at 31 May 2012, what was the full time equivalent (FTE) number of employees by directorate and 
district on permanent contract and on fixed term contract? 
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(8) As at 31 May 2012, how many Department of Child Protection (DCP) field officers have been co-
located with Western Australian Police staff from the family protection unit, in regional and rural 
offices as part of the strategy to combat family and domestic abuse? 

(9) What are the co-location sites where the DCP officers referred to in (8) are situated? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  Total funded FTE Allocation — 2 304 FTE.  [See paper 4805.] by directorate and district. 

(2)  (a) Total Vacancies — 154 FTEs [See paper 4805.] by directorate and district. 

(b)  55 FTE were subject to advertising. [See paper 4805.] 

(c)  Of those not subject to advertising, 99 FTE were vacant and were being reviewed for 
advertising and recruitment options. 

(3)  1 555 FTE. [See paper 4805.] by directorate and district. 

(4)  113 FTE. [See paper 4805.] by directorate and district. 

(5)  780 FTE. [See paper 4805.] by directorate and district. 

(6)  51 FTE. [See paper 4805.] by directorate and district. 

(7)  1 957 Permanent FTE, 292 Fixed Term FTE. [See paper 4805.] by directorate and district. 

(8)  9 Field Officers. 

(9)  [See paper 4805.] list of co-location sites. 

CHILDREN IN CARE — SAFETY AND WELLBEING ASSESSMENTS 

5638. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) As at 31 May 2012, what was the number of new Safety and Wellbeing Assessments for a Child 
recorded during that month by district?  

(2) As at 31 May 2012, what was the number of new Safety and Wellbeing Assessments with a harm 
assessment recorded during the month by district?  

(3) As at, 31 May 2012, what was the number of children in care for more than 20 days with no planning 
recorded by district?  

(4) As at 31 May 2012, what was the number of Safety and Wellbeing Assessments open for more than 30 
days but less than 90 days by district?  

(5) As at 31 May 2012, what was the number of Safety and Wellbeing Assessment with a harm assessment 
open for more than 90 days by district?  

(6) As at 31 May 2012, what were the number of open Safety and Wellbeing Assessments with a harm 
assessment by district? 

(7) As at 31 May 2012, what was the number of ‘monitored’ or ‘active holding’ cases not allocated to 
workers caseload, by district? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  The number of new safety and wellbeing assessments for a child recorded during the month of 
May 2012 by district was: 

Armadale — 70 
Cannington — 116 
Crisis Care — 38 
East Kimberley — 50 
Fremantle — 37 
Goldfields — 58 
Great Southern — 41 
Joondalup — 79 
Midland — 79 
Mirrabooka — 84 
Murchison — 43 
Peel — 24 
Perth — 67 
Pilbara — 40 
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Rockingham — 70 
South West — 51 
West Kimberley — 29 
Wheatbelt — 63. 

(2)  The number of new safety and wellbeing assessments with harm concerns recorded during the month of 
May 2012 by district was: 
Armadale — 48 
Cannington — 84 
Crisis Care — 38 
East Kimberley — 35 
Fremantle — 30 
Goldfields — 44 
Great Southern — 29 
Joondalup — 65 
Midland — 64 
Mirrabooka — 84 
Murchison — 29 
Peel — 24 
Perth — 62 
Pilbara — 29 
Rockingham — 68 
South West — 39 
West Kimberley — 16 
Wheatbelt — 34. 

(3)  The number of children in care for more than 30 days with no planning recorded as at 31 May 2012 by 
district was: 
Armadale — 0 
Cannington — 1 
East Kimberley — 0 
Fremantle — 1 
Goldfields — 0 
Great Southern — 0 
Joondalup — 0 
Midland — 0 
Mirrabooka — 0 
Murchison — 0 
Peel — 0 
Perth — 0 
Pilbara — 0 
Rockingham — 0 
South West — 0 
West Kimberley — 0 
Wheatbelt — 0. 

(4)  As at 31 May 2012, the number of safety and wellbeing assessments with harm concerns open for more 
than 30 days but less than 90 days by district was: 
Armadale — 89 
Cannington — 69 
Crisis Care — 5 
East Kimberley — 16 
Fremantle — 46 
Goldfields — 21 
Great Southern — 2 
Joondalup — 28 
Midland — 113 
Mirrabooka — 112 
Murchison — 18 
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Peel — 50 
Perth — 15 
Pilbara — 25 
Rockingham — 70 
South West — 7 
West Kimberley — 20 
Wheatbelt — 31. 

(5)  As at 31 May 2012, the number of safety and wellbeing assessments with harm concerns open for more 
than 90 days by district was: 
Armadale — 47 
Cannington — 63 
Crisis Care — 10 
East Kimberley — 3 
Fremantle — 56 
Goldfields — 15 
Great Southern — 21 
Joondalup — 15 
Midland — 78 
Mirrabooka — 55 
Murchison — 14 
Peel — 55 
Perth — 3 
Pilbara — 18 
Rockingham — 19 
South West — 4 
West Kimberley — 9 
Wheatbelt — 20. 

(6)  As at 31 May 2012, the number of open safety and wellbeing assessments with harm concerns by 
district was: 
Armadale — 179 
Cannington — 212 
Crisis Care — 18 
East Kimberley — 55 
Fremantle — 130 
Joondalup — 109 
Goldfields — 75 
Great Southern — 49 
Midland — 272 
Mirrabooka — 246 
Murchison — 56 
Perth — 76 
Peel — 126 
Pilbara — 79 
Rockingham — 156 
South West — 38 
West Kimberley — 48 
Wheatbelt — 83. 

(7)   As at 31 May 2012, the number of ‘monitored’ cases, by district: 
Armadale — 57 
Cannington — 138 
East Kimberley — 57 
Fremantle — 36 
Goldfields — 81 
Great Southern — 34 
Joondalup — 44 
Midland — 71 



 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 14 August 2012] 4805 

 

Mirrabooka — 15 
Murchison — 85 
Peel — 21 
Perth — 24 
Pilbara — 11 
Rockingham — 20 
South West — 21 
West Kimberley — 22 
Wheatbelt — 54. 

FOSTER CARERS — STATISTICS 

5639. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) As at 31 May 2012, what was total number of applications to be a foster carer approved by category of 
relative and non-relative carer and by district? 

(2) As at 31 May 2012, what was the total number of registered foster carers by category of relative carer 
and non-relative carer and by district? 

(3) As at 31 May 2012, what was the total number of interim foster carers, by category of relative and non-
relative carer and by district? 

(4) As at 31 May 2012, what was the total number of registered foster carers with children placed, by 
category of relative and non-relative carers by district? 

(5) As at 31 May 2012, what was the total number of interim foster carers with children placed, by category 
of relative and non-relative carers by district? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  In May 2012, there were 36 relative and 5 non-relative foster carer applications approved in the 
following districts:  

Armadale — 2 relative, 0 non-relative 
Cannington — 6 relative, 0 non-relative 
East Kimberley — 2 relative, 0 non-relative 
Fremantle — 5 relative, 0 non-relative 
Goldfields — 3 relative, 0 non-relative 
Great Southern — 1 relative, 0 non-relative 
Joondalup — 1 relative, 1 non-relative 
Midland — 0 relative, 0 non-relative 
Mirrabooka — 6 relative, 0 non-relative 
Murchison — 1 relative, 0 non-relative 
Peel — 2 relative, 0 non-relative 
Perth — 1 relative, 0 non-relative 
Pilbara — 0 relative, 0 non-relative 
Rockingham — 1 relative, 2 non-relative 
South West — 1 relative, 0 non-relative 
West Kimberley — 2 relative, 0 non-relative 
Wheatbelt — 2 relative, 0 non-relative 
Fostering and Adoption Services — 0 relative, 2 non-relative. 

(2)  These data are not retrospectively available. As at 11 June 2012, there were 1,267 relative and 806 non-
relative approved foster carers in the following districts:  

Armadale — 89 relative, 72 non-relative 
Cannington — 130 relative, 55 non-relative 
East Kimberley — 52 relative, 8 non-relative 
Fremantle — 135 relative, 47 non-relative 
Goldfields — 73 relative, 31 non-relative 
Great Southern — 50 relative, 37 non-relative 
Joondalup — 67 relative, 67 non-relative 
Midland —83 relative, 46 non-relative 
Mirrabooka — 97 relative, 60 non-relative 
Murchison — 57 relative, 35 non-relative 
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Peel — 63 relative, 45 non-relative 
Perth — 83 relative, 41 non-relative 
Pilbara — 60 relative, 10 non-relative 
Rockingham — 49 relative, 50 non-relative 
South West — 48 relative, 75 non-relative 
West Kimberley — 72 relative, 22 non-relative 
Wheatbelt — 55 relative, 57 non-relative 
Fostering and Adoption Services — 4 relative, 48 non-relative. 

(3)   These data are not retrospectively available. As at 11 June 2012, there were 484 relative and 15 non-
relative foster carers who were approved on the basis of an interim assessment in the following districts: 
Armadale — 55 relative, 1 non-relative 
Cannington — 48 relative, 1 non-relative 
East Kimberley — 14 relative, 1 non-relative 
Fremantle — 74 relative, 1 non-relative 
Goldfields — 46 relative, 4 non-relative 
Great Southern — 10 relative, 1 non-relative 
Joondalup — 14 relative, 0 non-relative 
Midland — 37 relative, 0 non-relative 
Mirrabooka — 25 relative, 2 non-relative 
Murchison — 22 relative, 1 non-relative 
Peel — 34 relative, 0 non-relative 
Perth — 25 relative, 1 non-relative 
Pilbara — 11 relative, 0 non-relative 
Rockingham — 13 relative, 1 non-relative 
South West — 15 relative, 1 non-relative 
West Kimberley — 19 relative, 0 non-relative 
Wheatbelt — 20 relative, 0 non-relative 
Fostering and Adoption Services — 2 relative, 0 non-relative. 

(4)  These data are not retrospectively available. As at 11 June 2012, there were 867 relative and 522 non-
relative foster carers with children placed in the following districts: 
Armadale — 67 relative, 52 non-relative 
Cannington — 91 relative, 40 non-relative 
East Kimberley — 37 relative, 3 non-relative 
Fremantle — 74 relative, 35 non-relative 
Goldfields — 52 relative, 14 non-relative 
Great Southern — 30 relative, 23 non-relative 
Joondalup — 49 relative, 47 non-relative 
Midland — 54 relative, 34 non-relative 
Mirrabooka — 71 relative, 43 non-relative 
Murchison — 33 relative, 21 non-relative 
Peel — 45 relative, 32 non-relative 
Perth — 67 relative, 29 non-relative 
Pilbara — 35 relative, 1 non-relative 
Rockingham — 35 relative, 40 non-relative 
South West — 36 relative, 46 non-relative 
West Kimberley — 53 relative, 14 non-relative 
Wheatbelt — 34 relative, 29 non-relative 
Fostering and Adoption Services — 4 relative, 19 non-relative. 

(5)  These data are not retrospectively available. As at 11 June 2012, there were 295 relative and 5 non-
relative foster carers who were approved on the basis of an interim assessment with children placed in 
the following districts: 

Armadale — 37 relative, 0 non-relative 
Cannington — 32 relative, 1 non-relative 
East Kimberley — 10 relative, 0 non-relative 
Fremantle — 30 relative, 0 non-relative 
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Goldfields — 32 relative, 1 non-relative 
Great Southern — 7 relative, 1 non-relative 
Joondalup — 10 relative, 0 non-relative 
Midland — 24 relative, 0 non-relative 
Mirrabooka — 14 relative, 0 non-relative 
Murchison — 10 relative, 1 non-relative 
Peel — 24 relative, 0 non-relative 
Pilbara — 6 relative, 0 non-relative 
Perth — 17 relative, 1 non-relative 
Rockingham — 8 relative, 0 non-relative 
South West — 9 relative, 0 non-relative 
West Kimberley — 13 relative, 0 non-relative 
Wheatbelt — 10 relative, 0 non-relative 
Fostering and Adoption Services — 2 relative, 0 non-relative. 

CARERS — STATISTICS 

5640. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 
(1) During the month of May 2012, what was the total number of registered carers with four or more 

children placed with them by category of relative and non-relative carer, by district?  
(2) During the month of May 2012, what was the total number of interim carers with four or more children 

placed with them by category of relative and non-relative carer, by district?  
(3) During the month of May 2012, how many carers had an interim registration for more than 90 days by 

category of relative and non-relative carer, by district?  
(4) During the month of May 2012, how many carers had a ‘carer record screening’ overdue or not 

recorded by category of relative and non-relative carer, by district?  

(5) During the month of May 2012, how many carers had overdue ‘carer reviews’ by category of relative 
and non-relative carer, by district? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  These data are not retrospectively available. As at 13 June 2012, 58 relative and 62 non-relative 
approved carers had four or more children placed in the following districts: 
Armadale — 3 relative, 8 non-relative  
Cannington — 5 relative, 3 non-relative 
East Kimberley — 0 relative, 0 non-relative 
Fremantle — 7 relative, 4 non-relative 
Goldfields — 4 relative, 2 non-relative 
Great Southern — 3 relative, 2 non-relative 
Joondalup — 4 relative, 8 non-relative 
Midland — 4 relative, 4 non-relative 
Mirrabooka — 5 relative, 6 non-relative 
Murchison — 4 relative, 4 non-relative 
Peel — 4 relative, 5 non-relative 
Perth — 2 relative, 6 non-relative 
Pilbara — 2 relative, 0 non-relative 
Rockingham — 4 relative, 2 non-relative 
South West — 3 relative, 1 non-relative 
West Kimberley — 1 relative, 1 non-relative 
Wheatbelt — 3 relative, 5 non-relative 
Fostering and Adoption Services — 0 relative and 1 non-relative. 

(2)  These data are not retrospectively available. As at 13 June 2012, 16 relative carers approved on the 
basis of an interim assessment had four or more children placed in the following districts: 
Armadale — 2 relative  
Fremantle — 4 relative 
Goldfields — 3 relative 
Great Southern — 1 relative 
Mirrabooka — 2 relative 
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Peel — 2 relative 
Perth — 1 relative 
South West — 1 relative. 

(3)   These data are not retrospectively available.  As at 11 June 2012, there were 232 relative and 5 non-
relative carer households who were approved on the basis of an interim assessment, with assessments 
not completed in 90 days and who had children placed in the following districts:  
Armadale — 32 relative, 0 non-relative  
Cannington — 23 relative, 1 non-relative 
East Kimberley — 7 relative, 0 non-relative 
Fremantle — 24 relative, 0 non-relative 
Goldfields — 26 relative, 1 non-relative 
Great Southern — 5 relative, 1 non-relative 
Joondalup — 7 relative, 0 non-relative 
Midland — 19 relative, 0 non-relative 
Mirrabooka — 8 relative, 0 non-relative 
Murchison — 9 relative, 1 non-relative 
Peel — 21 relative, 0 non-relative 
Perth — 11 relative, 1 non-relative 
Pilbara — 6 relative, 0 non-relative 
Rockingham — 7 relative, 0 non-relative 
South West — 7 relative, 0 non-relative 
West Kimberley — 10 relative, 0 non-relative 
Wheatbelt — 8 relative, 0 non-relative 
Fostering and Adoption Services — 2 relative and 0 non-relative. 

(4)  These data are not retrospectively available. As at 11 June 2012, 29 relative and 5 non-relative 
approved individual carers had a carer record screening not recorded in the following districts: 
Armadale — 1 relative, 0 non-relative 
Cannington — 1 relative, 0 non-relative 
East Kimberley — 0 relative, 0 non-relative 
Fremantle — 2 relative, 2 non-relative 
Goldfields — 5 relative, 0 non-relative 
Great Southern — 6 relative, 0 non-relative 
Joondalup — 2 relative, 1 non-relative 
Midland — 3 relative, 0 non-relative 
Mirrabooka — 3 relative, 0 non-relative 
Murchison — 0 relative, 0 non-relative 
Peel — 0 relative, 1 non-relative 
Perth — 0 relative, 0 non-relative 
Pilbara — 1 relative, 0 non-relative 
Rockingham — 1 relative, 0 non-relative 
South West — 0 relative, 0 non-relative 
West Kimberley — 3 relative, 0 non-relative 
Wheatbelt — 1 relative, 1 non-relative 
Fostering and Adoption Services — 0 relative and 0 non-relative. 

(5)  These data are not retrospectively available.  As at 11 June 2012, 353 relative and 152 non-relative 
carer households with children placed had overdue ‘carer reviews’ in the following districts: 
Armadale — 43 relative, 2 non-relative 
Cannington — 30 relative, 10 non-relative 
East Kimberley — 15 relative, 2 non-relative 
Fremantle — 32 relative, 16 non-relative 
Goldfields — 30 relative, 11 non-relative 
Great Southern — 7 relative, 2 non-relative 
Joondalup — 5 relative, 10 non-relative 
Midland — 26 relative, 16 non-relative 
Mirrabooka — 20 relative, 16 non-relative 
Murchison — 22 relative, 15 non-relative 
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Peel — 20 relative, 8 non-relative 
Perth — 24 relative, 13 non-relative 
Pilbara — 22 relative, 1 non-relative 
Rockingham — 5 relative, 2 non-relative 
South West — 4 relative, 5 non-relative 
West Kimberley — 33 relative, 10 non-relative 
Wheatbelt — 14 relative, 10 non-relative 
Fostering and Adoption Services — 1 relative and 3 non-relative. 

SUSPECTED CHILD ABUSE — STATISTICS 

5641. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 
(1) For the period, 1 March 2012 to 31 May 2012, what was the number of initial inquiries in relation to 

suspected child sexual abuse received by district and by category of mandated referrer? 
(2) For the period, 1 March 2012 to 31 May 2012, what was the number of Safety and Wellbeing 

Assessment with harm assessment, by district and by the following categories of harm —  
(a) neglect; 
(b) sexual abuse; 
(c) physical abuse; and 
(d) emotional abuse? 

(3) Has Western Australia Police notified the Department of Child Protection that charges had been in 
respect of any of the Safety and Wellbeing Assessments recorded in the period 1 March 2012 to 31 May 
2012? 

(4) If yes to (3), how many individuals were charged and what was the nature of those charges? 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  There were 873 initial inquiries for a child between 1 March 2012 and 31 May 2012 where the primary 
concern was sexual abuse, in the following districts: 

Armadale — 85 
Cannington — 58 
Crisis Care — 187 
East Kimberley — 31 
Fremantle — 23 
Goldfields — 31 
Great Southern — 24 
Joondalup — 60 
Midland — 42 
Mirrabooka — 41 
Murchison — 53 
Peel — 22 
Perth — 56 
Pilbara — 16 
Rockingham — 59 
South West — 42 
West Kimberley — 18 
Wheatbelt — 25. 
By category of mandated reporter: 

Doctor — 73 
Midwife — 1 
Nurse — 61 
Police officer — 281 
Teacher or principal — 187 

Non-mandated referrers — 270.  
(2)  There were 2,668 safety and wellbeing assessments with harm concerns recorded between 1 March 

2012 and 31 May 2012, in the following districts: 

Armadale — 180 
Cannington — 267 
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Crisis Care — 141 
East Kimberley — 88 
Fremantle — 119 
Goldfields — 140 
Great Southern — 75 
Joondalup — 177 
Midland — 242 
Mirrabooka — 230 
Murchison — 146 
Peel — 78 
Perth — 168 
Pilbara — 98 
Rockingham — 252 
South West — 101 
West Kimberley — 65 
Wheatbelt — 101. 
By category of harm: 

(a)  Neglect — 1,085 
(b)  Sexual — 773 
(c)  Physical — 776 
(d)  Emotional/psychological — 943. 

(3)  These data are not routinely collected in the Department for Child Protection’s client information 
system. Questions regarding charges should be referred to the Minister for Police. 

(4)  Not applicable. 

RESPONSIBLE PARENTING AGREEMENTS — STATISTICS 

5642. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) For the period, 1 March 2012 to 31 May 2012, how many Responsible Parenting Agreements have the 
Department for Child Protection implemented? 

(2) How many of those Responsible Parenting Agreements listed above originated from a referral from 
another State Government department, and how many were referred by each department? 

(3) How many parents approached to enter into a Responsible Parenting Agreement during this period, 
refused the agreement? 

(4) How many Responsible Parenting Agreements included an agreement for the parents to —  

(a) take part in counselling or parenting skills training; 
(b) take reasonable steps to ensure their child attends school; take reasonable steps to ensure their 

child avoids contact with particular people or places; or undertake other measures? 
(5) How many juveniles, whose parents agreed to a Responsible Parenting Agreement have —  

(a) improved their attendance at school; and 
(b) re-offended since the Agreement was made? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  34 Responsible Parenting Agreements have been entered into. 

(2)  Of the 34 agreements, 33 originated from referrals from: 

a. Department of Education — 8 
b. Department of Health — 3 
c. Department of Corrective Services — 2 
d. Department for Communities (Parenting WA) — 1 
e. Department for Child Protection — 14 
f. Community sector agencies — 5. 
One agreement originated from a referral from the child’s parent or guardian. 

(3)  These data are not collected in the Department for Child Protection’s client information system in a way 
that can be reported on an aggregated basis.  
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(4)  These data are not collected in the Department for Child Protection’s client information system in a way 
that can be reported on an aggregated basis.  

(5)  Given the program’s six month duration, it is too early to comment on the outcomes of these 
agreements.  

In addition, these data are not collected in the Department for Child Protection’s client information 
system in a way that can be reported on an aggregated basis.  

COMPULSORY INCOME MANAGEMENT — REFERRALS TO CENTRELINK 

5643. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) During the months of March 2012, April 2012 and May 2012, how many individuals did the 
Department of Child Protection refer to Centrelink for compulsory income management, by district? 

(2) How many individuals with children have presented seeking financial assistance on two or more 
occasions to the department for the period 1 March 2012 to 31 May 2012, by district? 

(3) How many of these individuals have been assessed for the purpose of referral to the income 
management program by district? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  Centrelink data indicates that the Department referred the following number of clients to Centrelink in 
each of the following months, by district: 

March 2012 — 61 
Armadale — 2 
Cannington — 0  
East Kimberley — 18 
Fremantle — 8 
Joondalup — 3 
Midland — 12 
Mirrabooka — 3  
Peel — 1 
Perth — 8 
Rockingham — 4 
West Kimberley — 2 
April 2012 — 29 
Armadale — 3 
Cannington — 1 
East Kimberley — 3 
Fremantle — 1 
Joondalup — 2 
Midland — 7 
Mirrabooka — 1 
Peel — 0 
Perth — 2 
Rockingham — 8 
West Kimberley — 1 

May 2012 — 59 

Armadale — 1 
Cannington — 4 
East Kimberley — 7 
Fremantle — 6 
Joondalup — 4 
Midland — 13 
Mirrabooka — 10 
Peel — 1 
Perth — 2 
Rockingham — 7 
West Kimberley — 4 
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(2)  Between 1 March 2012 to 31 May 2012, 84 distinct individuals with children have presented, seeking 
financial assistance on two or more occasions, to the same district of the Department for Child 
Protection. The breakdown by district is as follows: 

Cannington — 1 
Crisis Care — 8 
East Kimberley — 3 
Fremantle — 7 
Goldfields — 2 
Great Southern — 6 
Joondalup — 2 
Midland — 7 
Mirrabooka — 8 
Murchison — 7 
Peel — 7 
Perth — 5 
Pilbara — 4 
Rockingham — 2 
Southwest — 5 
West Kimberley — 7 
Wheatbelt — 3 

(3)  The Department does not statistically link these clients with assessment for referral to income 
management, as this assessment process is not able to be captured electronically. Referral statistics to 
income management are recorded via Centrelink’s Unified Government Gateway, which is not a 
departmental system. 

UTILITY BILLS — ASSISTANCE 

5644. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Child Protection 

(1) For the months of May 2012, May 2011 and May 2010, how many applicants were provided with 
financial assistance to pay utility bills for the following suburbs —  
(a) Leeming; 
(b) Canning Vale; 
(c) Morley; 
(d) Wanneroo; 
(e) Willagee; 
(f) Samson; 
(g) Spencer Park; 
(h) Balcatta; 
(i) Dalyellup; 
(j) High Wycombe; 
(k) Kingsley; 
(l) Clarkson; 
(m) Noranda; 
(n) Yokine; 
(o) Currambine; 
(p) Parkwood; 
(q) Innaloo; 
(r) Huntingdale; 
(s) Ellenbrook; 
(t) Darch; and 
(u) Peppermint Grove? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

1.  Information for May 2010 and May 2011 for the suburbs requested is below.  

2.  For the month of May 2012, due to the Department for Child Protection’s quality assurance processes 
for HUGS, data can only be provided one month after the last day of the previous month. Therefore the 
requested information for May 2012 cannot be provided at this time.  
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3.  As many of the suburbs provided have only received a single HUGS application, caution needs to be 
taken to ensure the clients confidentially is retained prior to disclosing any of the above information 
which may inadvertently lead to identification of the applicant. 

Disclosure 

The data provided in this report is taken from multiple sources including the HUGS database and previous 
reports supplied by the Department. The details in this report are a correct reflection of the data at the time the 
report was generated. ‘Data cleansing’ to increase the accuracy of the information in the HUGS database may 
alter the results of reports generated at a later date. This report may contain confidential information and is 
intended for the exclusive use of authorised persons only. 

  NUMBER OF APPROVED APPLICATIONS  

 Suburb May 2011 May 2010 

(a) Leeming 1 0 
(b) Canning Vale 0 1 
(c) Morley 0 0 
(d) Wanneroo 0 0 
(e) Willagee 6 4 
(f) Samson 3 0 
(g) Spencer Park 1 2 
(h) Balcatta 7 0 
(i) Dalyellup 4 0 
(j) High Wycombe 6 1 
(k) Kingsley 2 1 
(l) Clarkson 14 8 
(m) Noranda 3 0 
(n) Yokine 6 0 
(o) Currambine 3 1 
(p) Parkwood 0 0 
(q) Innaloo 2 1 
(r) Huntingdale 11 5 
(s) Ellenbrook 8 2 
(t) Darch 6 0 
(u) Peppermint Grove 1 0 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE — PAY EQUITY UNIT 

5645. Hon Linda Savage to the Minister for Commerce 

(1) Will the efficiency dividend in the 2012–2013 Budget for the Department of Commerce be reflected in 
any reduction in funding for the Labour Relations/Work Life Balance/Pay Equity Unit section of the 
department? 

(2) How much funding has been allocated to the Pay Equity Unit (PEU) in the 2012–2013 Budget? 

(3) How many full time equivalent staff are currently employed in the PEU? 

(4) What action has the PEU undertaken specifically to address the gender pay gap in Western Australia 
from 1 November 2011 to date? 

(5) What exact amount has been spent on each specific action undertaken by the PEU from 1 November 
2011 to date? 

(6) How many non-government agencies or businesses have requested the pay equity audit tool available 
from the Department of Commerce from 1 November 2011 to date? 

(7) I refer to the 2012–2013 Budget Papers, in particular Budget Paper No. 2, Volume 2, page 461 
‘Significant Issues Impacting the Agency’ and the reference to ‘Local Content’, and the estimate that 
Gross Domestic Product could increase by 13 per cent if male and female participation rates were 
equalised in the Deloittes’ report ‘Building the Lucky Country – Where is your next worker?’ of 
November 2011, and ask,  

(1) what has the department done specifically to encourage more women to return to the 
workplace? 
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(8) I refer to the State Government Media Statement of 4 August 2010, stating that the ‘State Government 
has provided more than two million dollars towards research into the early detection of Alzheimer’s 
disease’, and I ask —  

(a) how much direct funding did the State Government provide for research into Alzheimer’s 
disease in the 2009–2010 budget; 

(b) how much direct funding did the State Government provide for research into Alzheimer’s 
disease in the 2010–2011 budget; 

(c) how much direct funding did the State Government provide for research into Alzheimer’s 
disease in the 2011–2012 budget; and 

(d) how much direct funding has the State Government provided for research into Alzheimer’s 
disease in the 2012–2013 budget? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1)  The funding for 2012–13 has not been finalised.  

(2)  The funding for 2012–13 has not been finalised.  

(3)  1.4. Other staff from the Policy Branch assist with pay equity projects when required. 

(4)  Encouraged public and private sector organisations to address gender issues at the workplace level by 
undertaking a pay equity audit, provided training on pay equity audits to eleven State government 
agencies and one non-government agency during the period 1 November 2011 to 12 June 2012 and 
monitored statistics on the gender pay gap and maintains a comprehensive suite of information on pay 
equity issues on the Department of Commerce website.  

(5)  The Pay Equity Unit budget covers staff salaries, superannuation and staff training. The budget is not 
based on an allocation to specific actions. 

(6)  It is not possible to identify the exact number of non-government agencies or businesses that have 
utilised the pay equity audit tool as it is freely available from the Department of Commerce website. 
The website has recorded 5527 unique page views since December 2011. 

(7)  The Unit promotes a range of strategies which aim to make workplace participation more attractive and 
viable for women. These include measures to reduce the gender pay gap, such as the Pay Equity Audit 
initiative, and the provision of information and advice on the implementation of flexible working 
arrangements. The labour force participation rate for females in Western Australia is currently higher 
than any other Australian State. 

(8) (a)–(c)  Please refer to Legislative Council Question On Notice 5527 answered by the Minister for 
Science and Innovation on 12 June 2012.  

(d)  Please refer this question to the Minister for Science and Innovation.  

EDUCATION — EARLY YEARS PLAN 

5646. Hon Linda Savage to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the final report of the Early Years Collaborative Project Team and answer to question without notice 
No. 307 of 23 May 2012, the response to my question ‘Does the Government, during the life of this Parliament, 
intend to release an overall early years plan or strategy for Western Australia?’ and the answer ‘I refer the 
honourable Member to statements made by the Premier and the Minister for Education on 20 March 2012’, and 
ask what exact statements in the 20 March 2012 Ministerial Media Statement ‘New centres to give children the 
best start in life’ form the ‘overall early years plan or strategy for Western Australia’? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

The announcement to progress 10 Child and Parent Centres on public school sites in low socio-economic areas 
across Western Australia has been informed by a range of existing research, programs and reports to 
government, including the Early Years Collaborative Project Final Report.  
The Government’s Child and Parent Centre initiative is underpinned by the seven recommendations of the Early 
Years Collaborative Project Report. 

YOUTH JUSTICE SERVICES 

5647. Hon Linda Savage to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for Corrective Services 

(1) I refer to the 2012–2013 Budget Papers, Budget Paper No. 2, Volume 2, page 782 ‘Significant issues 
Impacting the Agency’, 5th dot point, and ask —  
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(a) when will the new Rangeview Young Adults facility be open and taking inmates; 

(b) referring to the comment that there will be ‘a focus on education, training and employment’ at 
the facility, will there be an on entry assessment of the literacy, language and numeracy skills 
of the young adults; 

(c) given the high correlation between low educational attainment and rates of incarceration, will 
intensive literacy programs be offered; and 

(d) what specific programs will there be for Indigenous offenders at Rangeview? 

(2) I refer to the 2012–2013 Budget Papers, Budget Paper No. 2, Volume 2, page 783 ‘Outcomes and Key 
Effectiveness Indicators’ Rate of return to detention – juveniles and the increase from 2010–2011 actual 
of 50.45 per cent to 2011–2012 estimated actual of 56 per cent, and ask —  

(a) what has led to the increase from 50.45 per cent to an estimated 56 per cent; and 
(b) what specific action will be taken in 2012–2013 to ensure the target of 50 per cent will be met 

given that the 2011–2012 target was 50 per cent and estimated actual is 56 per cent? 

(3) In relation to juveniles, and given the research indicating the success of Multi Systemic Therapy (and 
other forms of this, including the Intensive Supervision Program and Family Intensive Team), and that 
the Health Department won the Excellence in Prevention and Community Education Category of 
the 2011 National Drug and Alcohol Awards for this program, why is this therapy not utilized more 
widely in the treatment of juvenile offenders? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1) (a)  The Young Adults Facility, now renamed the Wandoo Reintegration Facility (Wandoo) will 
commence service on 1 November 2012. 

(b)  Yes.  The exact method or processes is to be determined by Serco’s Rehabilitation and 
Reintegration Manager and will be approved by the Department. 

(c)  Yes.  The Serco bid has an Education team of five staff which covers basic numeracy and 
literacy as well as work, and vocational training and education. It will be a key focus for the 
Serco Rehabilitation and Reintegration team, and especially the education team.  

(d)  Serco is required under the Contract to develop an Aboriginal Action Plan. This includes 
employing Aboriginal staff, providing staff with cultural awareness training, providing access 
to Aboriginal organisations and delivering tailored, evidenced-based programs.  The suite of 
programs will be developed by the Serco Reintegration and Rehabilitation team when they 
commence and will be approved by the Department. 

(2) (a)  As a statistical measure, recidivism for young detainees is likely to vary from year to year 
because of the small numbers of offenders involved.  

(b)  The Department of Corrective Services (the Department) will continue to aim for the 2012–13 
target by ensuring the performance indicators and targets for Youth Justice Services are 
continually improved. The performance indicators and targets measure a range of community 
and custodial based services including prevention and diversion services, advice to courts and 
releasing authorities, case management and supervision, education and training and programs 
and interventions. 
The Department will further consolidate the Regional Youth Justice Services (RYJS) strategy 
established in the Mid–West Gascoyne, Goldfields, East and West Kimberley and Pilbara 
regions. This strategy has proven effective in increasing the rate of diversion of young people 
from the criminal justice system and reducing remands in custody.  
Additionally, the Metropolitan Youth Bail Service (MYBS) will continue to find viable 
alternatives to custody for young people in the metropolitan area who are eligible for bail. 
In 2012/13 MYBS will follow up with families of young people cautioned by Police, who are 
assessed as being most likely to have further involvement with the formal criminal justice 
system.  

(3)  In 2005 the Department established the Intensive Supervision Program to provide a family and 
community based therapeutic program for young people. The program was renamed the Family 
Intensive Team (FIT) program in late 2009 and its core aim was to work with serious repeat young 
offenders to address their offending behaviour. 

In June 2009, the Department contracted an independent evaluation of FIT. The review identified that 
the program had a consistently low referral rate of young people at the most serious end of the 
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offending spectrum and had a lack of an ongoing evaluation plan. Consequently, due to the program not 
achieving the desired outcomes, and subsequently not being cost effective, the Department ceased the 
program in December 2010.  

The Department has invested heavily in the RYJS strategy. Due to the success of the Mid West 
Gascoyne and Goldfields services in diverting young people from the formal justice system, the 
Department was allocated Royalties for Regions funding to expand these services to the East 
Kimberley, West Kimberley and Pilbara regions. The services provided include extended hours family 
support, emergency short stay accommodation, counselling and education services. 

The Department has also invested in the Outcare Live Works program which is a unique training and 
rehabilitation program that successfully engages, trains and supports young Aboriginal males who have 
had contact with the criminal justice system. Live Works facilitates placement of these young 
Aboriginal people into traineeships, apprenticeships or other employment. 

NINGALOO MARINE PARK — WHALE SHARK INTERACTION TOURS 

5648. Hon Sally Talbot to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Environment 

(1) I refer to the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) licence to conduct commercial in 
water whale shark interaction tours within Ningaloo Marine Park, and I ask —  

(a) How many Expressions of Interest were received in response to EOI 1 243 2008? 

(2) In relation to (1), who were the EOIs from? Please specify Applicant, Trading Name and Access Point. 

(3) Who was awarded a licence to commence 1 January 2009? Please specify Applicant, Trading Name and 
Access Point. 

(4) Did one licence remain vacant at the start of the licence period? 

(5) Was the vacancy reviewed after 3 years? 

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

(7) If yes to (5), who conducted the review and what was the result of the review? 

(8) Who currently holds a licence? Please specify Applicant, Trading Name, Access Point and the licence 
expiry date. 

(9) Which unsuccessful EOI 1 243 2008 applicants took up DEC’s offer of a debrief regarding the 
assessment of their submissions and the EOI process? 

(10) In relation to (9) —  

(a) who provided the debrief; and 

(b) who else was present representing DEC? 

(11) Has any current or past holder of a licence or any of their associates, operators or staff been subject to 
investigation or review by DEC since 2008? 

(12) If yes to (11) —  

(a) what was the reason for the investigation; 

(b) when was the investigation conducted; 

(c) who was investigated; and who conducted the investigation? 

(13) Has any current or past holder of a licence or any of their associates, operators or staff been issued with 
a caution notice by DEC since 2008? 

(14) If yes to (13) —  

(a) what was the reason for the caution notice; 

(b) when was the caution notice issued; and 

(c) who issued the caution notice? 

(15) Has any current or past holder of a licence or any of their associates, operators or staff been issued with 
an infringement or a summons to appear in Court by DEC since 2008? 

(16) If yes to (15) —  

(a) what was the reason for the infringement or summons; 

(b) when was the infringement or summons issued; 
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(c) who issued the infringement or summons; and 
(d) what was the outcome of the infringement or summons being issued? 

(17) Are there any ongoing investigations or reviews of licence holders or any of their associates, operators 
or staff? 

(18) If yes to (17) —  
(a) what is the reason for the investigation; 
(b) who is being investigated; and who is conducting the investigation? 

(19) How often does DEC meet with licence holders to review the licence conditions? 

(20) In relation to (19) —  

(a) on what dates have these meetings been held since I January 2009; 
(b) who has been in attendance at each of these meetings; and 
(c) what changes to licence conditions have been made as a result of these reviews? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)–(20) [See paper 4807.] 

FOREST PLANTATIONS — PESTICIDE USE 

5649. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Forestry 

For each plantation species and tree farm species under the Forest Products Commission’s management, will the 
Minister please provide full details regarding the usual regime of application of pesticides including —  

(a) what pesticide(s) are applied; and 

(b) frequency of application? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(a)–(b)  [See paper 4802.] 

POLICE — BOGUS OFFICER INCIDENT 

5650. Hon Giz Watson to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Police 

I refer to the recent incident of a person who posed as a police officer, and I ask —  

(1) Are there any outstanding police complaints against this person? 

(2) If yes to (1), how is that complaint being dealt with given that the person is now known to not be a 
police officer? 

(3) Does it appear that any person may have been unlawfully arrested or detained through this incident? 

(4) If yes to (3), has the person or his/her legal representative been advised? 

(5) If no to (4), why not? 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 
(1)    No 
(2)    Not applicable.  
(3)    No 
(4)–(5) Not applicable. 

RENEWABLE ENERGY — CONSUMER PRODUCTS 

5651. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister for Energy 

(1) Regarding the EasyGreen product, which allows consumers to choose a set dollar amount of renewable 
energy to be applied to each bill —  
(a)    in 2011–12 —  

(i)   how many consumers chose this product; 
(ii)   could the Minister please express this figure as a percentage of all Synergy’s 

consumers; 
(iii)   in total, how much did Synergy receive for this product; 
(iv)   how did Synergy spend that money (please provide full details), 



4818 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 14 August 2012] 

 

(b)  in 2010–2011 —  

(i)   how many consumers chose this product; 

(ii)  could the Minister please express this figure as a percentage of all Synergy’s 
consumers; 

(iii)  in total, how much did Synergy receive for this product; and 

(iv)     how did Synergy spend that money (please provide full details)? 

(2)   Regarding the NaturalPower product, which allows consumers to choose a percentage of their 
electricity that is generated from renewable energy sources —  

(a)   in 2011–12 —  

(i)  how many consumers chose this product; 

(ii)  could the Minister please express this figure as a percentage of all Synergy’s 
consumers; 

(iii)   in total, how much did Synergy receive for this product; 

(iv)   how did Synergy spend that money (please provide full details), 

(b)  in 2010–2011 —  

(i)   how many consumers chose this product; 

(ii)  could the Minister please express this figure as a percentage of all Synergy’s 
consumers; 

(iii)   in total, how much did Synergy receive for this product; and 

(iv)  how did Synergy spend that money (please provide full details)? 

(3)   Regarding the EarthFriendly product, which allows consumers to choose a percentage of their 
electricity emissions that will be offset through greenhouse gas reduction programs —  
(a)  in 2011–12 —  

(i)   how many consumers chose this product; 

(ii)  could the Minister please express this figure as a percentage of all Synergy’s 
consumers; 

(iii)  in total, how much did Synergy receive for this product; 

(iv)  how did Synergy spend that money (please provide full details), 

(b)  in 2010–2011 —  

(i)  how many consumers chose this product; 

(ii)  could the Minister please express this figure as a percentage of all Synergy’s 
consumers; 

(iii)  in total, how much did Synergy receive for this product; and 

(iv)  how did Synergy spend that money (please provide full details)? 

(4)  Given the Minister’s answer on 22 May 2012 to my question without notice that Synergy was still 
investigating the intricacies of the impact of the carbon tax on green energy products and had not yet 
made a decision about whether or not it would pass on carbon tax costs to consumers of its 100 per cent 
NaturalPower product —  

(a)  was the Autumn 2012 edition of ‘Synergy Life’ sent to consumers (including consumers of 
green energy products) inaccurate in making this statement: ‘Following the Federal 
Government’s Clean Energy Future legislation being passed in Parliament late last year, a 
price on carbon will be included in the cost of your electricity tariff and applied to your 
electricity account from 1 July 2012’; and 

(b)  was the telephone advice given by Synergy to a 100 percent NaturalPower product consumer 
on or around 30 May 2012 confirming that statement incorrect? 

(5)  How many complaints or queries has Synergy received from its green energy consumers regarding this 
statement? 

(6)  How many of these have since been referred to the Energy Ombudsman? 
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(7)  Which of Synergy’s green energy consumers will have a carbon tax component added to their 
electricity accounts from 1 July 2012 (please provide full details identifying the particular product, 
consumer contribution threshold for inclusion of a carbon tax component, and number of consumers 
estimated to be affected in 2012–13)? 

(8)  Regarding the answer to (7) —  

(a)  in respect of green energy products by which Synergy purports to sell renewable energy as an 
alternative to carbon-producing energy (particularly the 100 per cent NaturalPower product 
which purports to sell the consumer only energy generated from renewable energy sources), 
what is the policy reason for this; 

(b)  how will the carbon tax component charged by Synergy be calculated (for example, a flat 
charge, or based on units of electricity consumed, or based on the total dollar amount of the 
account including the premium paid by the consumer for the green energy product); 

(c)  what is the policy reason for this calculation method being chosen; 

(d)  what change if any is expected in 2012–13 in the number of consumers purchasing Synergy’s 
green energy products as a result of this decision; 

(e)  how does this decision fulfil or progress Synergy’s Environmental Policy insofar as it 
promises —  
(i)  commitment to work towards a sustainable energy future; 
(ii)  environmental initiatives that benefit Synergy’s customers; 
(iii)  environmental leadership; 
(iv)  support for development and commercial introduction of low emission generation 

technologies; 
(v)  improvement of Synergy’s environmental programs and practices; and 

(f)   does the funding provided in the 2012–2013 Budget for customer information and billing system take 
into account any windfall to Synergy from adding a carbon tax component to the bills of its green 
energy consumers? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1) (a) (i)  972  

This is an estimated figure as an audit has not been completed for calendar year 2011. 

(ii)  0.0009%  

(iii)  $84,000  

This is an estimated figure as an audit has not been completed for calendar year 2011. 
(iv)  Synergy purchases Renewable Energy Certificates in addition to its Mandatory 

Renewable Energy Target (MRET) requirements with the funds it collects from 
EasyGreen customers, and Synergy is audited by the nationally accredited 
GreenPower scheme on an annual basis. 

(b) (i)  973  
This is an estimated figure as the audit is completed by a calendar year not financial. 

(ii)  0.001% 
(iii)  $88,000 
This is an estimated figure as the audit is completed by a calendar year not financial. 
(iv)  Synergy purchases Renewable Energy Certificates in addition to its Mandatory 

Renewable Energy Target (MRET) requirements with the funds it collects from 
EasyGreen customers, and Synergy is audited by the nationally accredited 
GreenPower scheme on an annual basis. 

(2) (a) (i)  4,419  

This is an estimated figure as an audit has not been completed for calendar year 2011.  
(ii)  0.004% 
(iii)  $1,960,000 

This is an estimated figure as an audit has not been completed for calendar year 2011. 
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(iv)  Synergy purchases Renewable Energy Certificates in addition to its Mandatory 
Renewable Energy Target (MRET) requirements with the funds it collects from 
NaturalPower customers, and Synergy is audited by the nationally accredited 
GreenPower scheme on an annual basis. 

(b) (i)  5,631  
This is an estimated figure as the audit is completed by a calendar year not financial. 

(ii)  0.005% 

(iii) $2,400,000  
This is an estimated figure as the audit is completed by a calendar year not financial. 

(iv)  Synergy purchases Renewable Energy Certificates in addition to its Mandatory 
Renewable Energy Target (MRET) requirements with the funds it collects from 
NaturalPower customers, and Synergy is audited by the nationally accredited 
GreenPower scheme on an annual basis. 

(3) (a) (i)  600  
This is an estimated figure as an audit has not been completed for calendar year 2011. 

(ii)  0.0006% 
(iii)  $76,000 

This is an estimated figure as an audit has not been completed for calendar year 2011. 
(iv)  Synergy purchases accredited carbon offset certificates with the funds it collects from 

EarthFriendly customers, and Synergy is audited by the nationally accredited NCOS 
scheme on an annual basis. 

(b) (i)  663 
This is an estimated figure as the audit is completed by a calendar year not financial. 

(ii)  0.0006% 

(iii)  $95,000 
This is an estimated figure as the audit is completed by a calendar year not financial. 

(iv)  Synergy purchases accredited carbon offset certificates with the funds it collects from 
EarthFriendly customers, and Synergy is audited by the nationally accredited NCOS 
scheme on an annual basis. 

(4) (a)–(b)  No. 

(5)  It is not possible to ascertain precisely how many complaints concerned any particular statement, as 
opposed to the application of the carbon tax to GreenPower products in general. 

(6)  Synergy has not had any complaints in relation to the treatment of GreenPower products referred to it 
by the Energy Ombudsman. 

(7)  All Synergy customers who opt to purchase GreenPower products will be affected by the carbon tax. 
The carbon tax will be passed through to consumers via tariffs, and the GreenPower premiums they pay 
will continue to contribute to the purchase of Renewable Energy Certificates in the market, supporting 
the development of large scale renewable energy projects. 

(8) (a)  Synergy has always provided access to marketing materials relating to GreenPower products 
explaining the intricacies involved. The 100 per cent NaturalPower product results in Synergy 
purchasing RECs for the equivalent amount of renewable energy that the customer consumes 
from the grid. 

(b)  Synergy will pass through carbon tax costs to consumers by integrating the cost into tariffs, 
hence the carbon tax will be passed through on a “per unit” basis. 

(c)  Synergy is passing through carbon tax costs as per Federal Clean Energy Future legislation. 
(d)  Synergy anticipates some customers will opt to discontinue their subscription to GreenPower 

products following the introduction of the Federal carbon tax, however has not forecast a 
specific number.  

(e) (i)–(v)  By continuing to provide GreenPower products, Synergy is empowering WA 
consumers to contribute to market demand for RECs, in turn allowing them to support 
investment in large scale renewable energy projects. 

(f)  There is no windfall to Synergy as a result of the implementation of the carbon tax. 
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GNANGARA SUSTAINABILITY STRATEGY — GROUNDWATER LEVELS 

5653. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Water 

(1) I refer to the warning in the Gnangara Sustainability Strategy that ‘any rise in groundwater levels 
predicted from land use and water management changes could potentially flush soluble metals stored in 
soil profiles into the groundwater system’, and I ask — Has a plan for monitoring the effects of 
removing the pines on groundwater levels been developed? 

(2) Has that monitoring commenced? 

(3) Has a plan for monitoring the effects of removing the pines on groundwater quality been developed? 

(4) If yes to (3), please table? 

(5) Has that monitoring commenced? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)–(5)  The Department already undertakes regular groundwater monitoring across the Gnangara groundwater 
system. 

COLLIE RIVER SALINITY PROJECT — REVIEW 

5654. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Water 

I refer to the Collie River Salinity Project, that was reported in November 2011 Annual Report hearings as being 
on hold while an industry review was taking place, and I ask —  
(1) Has this industry review now been completed? 

(2) If no to (1), when will this review be completed? 

(3) If yes to (1), will the Minister please table the findings of the review and advise what decision has been 
made about the future of the Collie River Salinity Project? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  No 

(2)   The review is expected to be completed this year. 

(3)  Not applicable 

WATER — LOWER-USE MANAGEMENT AREAS 

5655. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Water 

I refer to the deferred review of the 13 lower-use management areas, and I ask —  

(1) Have any of these reviews now been completed? 

(2) If yes to (1), which ones? 

(3) When is it anticipated that all 13 deferred reviews will be completed? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  No 

(2)–(3)  Not applicable. 

WATER MANAGEMENT — BUDGET ALLOCATION 

5656. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Water 

I refer to the $13.6 million allocated to developing the ‘Platform for Contemporary Water Management’, and I 
ask —  
(1) Has the scoping document for this project already been developed? 

(2) If yes to (1), would the Minister please table that document? 

(3) If no to (1), how much of this funding will be spent on preparing a scoping document? 

(4) How much of this funding is likely to be spent on hardware upgrades? 

(5) How much of this funding is likely to be spent on software development? 

(6) How much of this funding is likely to be spent on internal training for Department of Water staff in the 
new systems? 

(7) Will the Water Register, Water Atlas and any other publicly available systems be upgraded? 
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Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  No 

(2)  Not applicable 

(3)  Not known at this time. 

(4)  Nil 

(5)  $7.8 million 

(6)  Nil 

(7)  Yes. 

STATE RECYCLING POLICY 

5657. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Water 

I refer to the State Recycling Policy, and I ask —  

(1) When will the development of this policy be complete? 

(2) Who has been consulted? 

(3) Will the Minister please table the draft policy? 

(4) Are there any demonstration projects other than the Managed Aquifer Recharge at Beenyup? 

(5) If yes to (4), could the Minister please specify these projects? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  2012 

(2) Department of Health 
Department of Environment and Conservation 
Department of Planning 
Building Commission — Department of Commerce 
Urban Development Institute of Australia 
WA Local Government Association 
Water Corporation 
Department of Agriculture and Food 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet 
Department of Regional Development and Lands 
Landcorp 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry 
Greywater Industry Group 
Master Plumbers and Gasfitters Association. 

(3)  No. It will be released for public comment in the near future.   

(4)  Yes 

(5)  Some examples of public and private water recycling projects:  

Kwinana Water Reclamation Plant 
McGillivray oval, Subiaco 
Mandurah Country Club, Halls Head 
City of Mandurah 
Mundaring oval 
Tuart Lakes Lifestyle Village, North Baldivis 
The Grove Library project — Peppermint Grove 
Bridgewater Lifestyle Village, Mandurah 
City Square and Durack Centre 2, Perth 
Bishop’s See, Perth 
Broome Golf Course 
Finucane Island  
Port Hedland (BHPB) 
Shire of Augusta–Margaret River 
Brighton estate 
Evermore Heights Baldivis 
Port Catherine — Port Coogee Marina. 
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WATER — MANAGED AQUIFER RECHARGE PROJECT 

5658. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Water 

I refer to the review of Managed Aquifer Recharge project that was assessing the proposal to take water from the 
Harvey Main Drain to the Myelup aquifer, and I ask —  

(1) Has this review been completed? 

(2) If yes to (1) —  

(a) what were the outcomes of this review; and 

(b) will the Minister please table the review? 

(3) If no to (1), when does the Minister anticipate that the review will be completed? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  Yes 

(2)  (a) Advice has been provided to the Department of Agriculture and Food on the preliminary 
proposal/concept. 

(b)  No 

(3)  Not applicable 

WATER DEMAND FORECASTS 

5659. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Water 

I refer to answers to the 2010–11 annual report hearings in which the Department of Water’s forecasts for water 
demand across the state were said to be for internal use only and would not be made public, and I ask – 

(1) Is there any demand projection information that the Minister will make available? 

(2) If yes to (1), please table that information? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  Yes 

(2)  There is information available on the Department of Water website — www.water.wa.gov.au 
- Predicting the future demand for water resources in Western Australia  
- Water future for Western Australia 2008–30 — Volume 1 State Report  
- Water futures for Western Australia 2008–30 — Volume 2 Region Reports  
- Accounting for Climate Change in Water Demand Scenarios — Volume 4 

WATER SUPPLY CATCHMENTS — SALINITY RISKS FROM MINING 

5660. Hon Alison Xamon to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

I refer to the answer to my question on notice, answered 7 March 2012, regarding the assessment of salinity risks 
of mining in Perth’s water supply catchment as prepared by the Bauxite Hydrology Committee for the Mining 
and Management Program Liaison Group as reported in the 2010–11 Department of Water Annual Report, and I 
ask —  
(1) Will the Minister please table this assessment? 

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

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  Yes. A copy of a report titled “Salinity Risk Assessment for the O’Neil to McCoy Mining Area” is 
hereby tabled. [See paper 4796.] 

(2)  Not applicable. 

CANNING RIVER WEIR POOL — STUDIES 

5661. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Water 

I refer to the studies in the Canning River weir pool on ecological responses discussed in the Department of 
Water’s 2010–11 Annual Report, and I ask —  
(1) Have these studies been completed? 
(2) If yes to (1), will the Minister please table these studies? 
(3) If no to (1), when is it anticipated that these studies will be complete? 
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Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  Yes 

(2)  Yes, once the report is finalised. 

(3)  Not applicable 

TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT — BUDGET FUNDING 

5662. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the total appropriations on page 600 of the 2012–13 Budget Statements, and I ask —  

(1) Why are the estimated actual 2011–12 total appropriations $14.402 million lower than the 
$494.370 million 2011–12 budget figure?  

(2) Which programs or services, if any, did not receive the full funding allocated under the 2011–12 
Budget? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)  The reduction in total appropriations is predominantly due to the expected timing of completion of 
capital projects.  

(2)  The reflow of funds does not impact on the estimated total cost of the capital projects. 

TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT — BUDGET FUNDING 
5663. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the new COAG National Partnership on Skills Reform signed on 13 April 2012, and I ask —  

(1) What is the full breakdown of the State and Commonwealth contribution to the 2012–13 Budget 
allocation for the Department of Training and Workforce Development? 

(2) How will this funding be divided between State Training Providers and private providers? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)  Budget allocations for the Department of Training and Workforce Development are: 

2012–13 Budget Estimate State Government total appropriations is $495 241 000. 

2012–13 Budget Estimate Commonwealth Revenue is $174 118 000.  This includes the funding of 
$24 855 000 allocated through the National Partnership Agreement on Skills Reform to Western 
Australia for the 2012–13 financial year. 

(2)  See Budget Paper No. 2. 

TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT — BUDGET FUNDING 

5664. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the significant decrease in the estimated total cost of services and in total income of the Department of 
Training and Workforce Development in the 2012–13 Budget and the ‘considerable challenges’ the department 
will face to reach the new reform milestones under the COAG National Partnership on Skills Reform signed 
on 13 April 2012, and I ask —  
(1) Can the Minister explain how the department will be able to meet its own training targets in the face of 

reduced funding? 

(2) Can the Minister advise which programs or services will be cut? 

(3) Will the Minister be taking steps to protect the financial viability of State Training Providers in an 
increasingly competitive training market that has reduced Commonwealth support?  

(4) If yes to (1), please detail these steps. 

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

(6) What is the current net cash flow position for each of the training providers? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)  Yes. The State Government has provided additional funding of $99.1m for training delivery for 
the 2012 and 2013 calendar years which includes $38.2m to compensate for reduced funding under the 
new Commonwealth National Partnership Agreement on Skills Reform and will enable the Department 
to meet its training targets for those years.  
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The reduction in total cost of services largely reflects one-off Royalties for Regions funding for the 
Skills Training Initiative, one-off Commonwealth funding related to the Education Investment Fund and 
the impact of the efficiency dividend, offset in part by funding for the remedial works program and 
other adjustments.   

(2)  The efficiency dividend will be achieved via a combination of general efficiencies and a reduction in 
general institutional training through the rationalisation of non-critical skills training, and will not 
include delivery related to apprenticeships, traineeships or priority institutional training as identified in 
the States Priority Occupation List. 

(3)  Yes. 

(4)  Western Australia has already put in place a number of mechanisms to support the viable and 
sustainable functioning of State Training Providers.  

The State Training Provider Governance Framework serves as a strong and vibrant governance tool that 
helps the Government in understanding and identifying challenges faced by State Training Providers in 
a timely manner and taking appropriate risk management measures as necessary.  

As part of the implementation of the Governance Framework, the Department of Training and 
Workforce Development is working closely with State Training Providers to ensure they will be able to: 
• work with greater autonomy;  

• have clearer accountability; and 

• have streamlined and transparent reporting relationships. 

The Department of Training and Workforce Development will continue to implement the State Training 
Providers Governance Framework with further enhancements in the coming years, through the 
development of a monitoring framework which will reward high standards of governance with greater 
autonomy.  

(5)  Not applicable. 

(6)  The Department does not collect this type of financial information from all training providers.  Each of 
the State Training Providers publish their financial statements and budget estimates in their Annual 
Reports.  The 2011 actuals and the 2012 budget estimates, including cash balances are included in the 
State Training Providers’ 2011 Annual Reports. 

TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT — BUDGET FUNDING 

5665. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the total income from the State Government in the 2012–2013 Budget Statements. I refer also to 
the 2012–13 Budget Factsheet which promises additional $96 million expenditure for the Department of 
Training and Workforce Development to ‘ensure that training delivery continues to meet the needs of the 
Western Australian economy’, and I ask —  
(1) Where can the additional $96 million be seen in the 2012–13 Budget Statements? 

(2) Why is the overall 2012–13 State Government funding lower than the 2011–12 allocation despite this 
additional funding? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)  The amount of $96m can be identified on page 600 of Budget Paper No. 2 — Part 2. 

(2)  The reduction in Total Income from State Government from the 2011–12 Budget to the 2012–13 
Budget Estimate on page 607 of the 2012–13 Budget Papers is mainly attributable to one off Royalties 
for Regions funding for the skills training initiatives, the efficiency dividend and other minor 
adjustments offset in part by additional funding for the remedial works 2012–13 program, district 
allowance payments, sustainable funding and contracting with the not–for-profit sector and other minor 
adjustments. 

TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT — BUDGET FUNDING 

5666. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the new training entitlement model that is being developed for Western Australia, and I ask —  

(1) Does the 2012–13 Budget provide funds for ongoing departmental research into the trends in training 
systems in other jurisdictions that will guide the Government in selecting an appropriate training 
model? 
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(2) If yes to (1), can the Minister identify these funds? 

(3) If no to (1), how, where and by whom will this research be conducted? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)  Yes.  

(2)  Funding for research is provided through the Department of Training and Workforce Development’s 
normal internal budgeting processes.  

(3)  Not applicable. 

APPRENTICES AND TRAINEES — TARGET 

5667. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the target apprenticeship and traineeship rate in the 2012–13 Budget Statements, and I ask how will the 
Department of Training and Workforce Development reach the 3.6 per cent 2012–13 apprenticeship and 
traineeship Budget target? Please detail the initiatives to be implemented. 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

The Department of Training and Workforce Development has the following apprenticeship and traineeship 
initiatives in place: 
• The development of a more flexible, responsive and resilient apprenticeship and traineeship system that 

better suits the needs of industry and responds to changing economic cycles.  
• The increased access to qualifications including school based apprenticeships and traineeships and part time 

options. 
• The ongoing State Training Board’s Responsive Trade Training working group established to examine ways 

of incorporating flexible training and delivery. The working group were instrumental in the commencement 
of pilot programs in Carpentry and Joinery, Electrotechnology, Telecommunications (Data and Voice 
Communications) and Hospitality. 

• The continuation of the preparatory pre-apprenticeship program which provides an integration of study and 
work experience and can lead to a shortened term of trade based apprenticeships. 

• The Youth Skills Initiative which provides funding for individuals to achieve their first qualification through 
a traineeship pathway. This continuing initiative targets 15?24 year olds who do not have a formal 
qualification and who have been employed for more than three months full time or 12 months part time.   

• The ongoing incentive for employers to take on apprentices and trainees by exempting them from payroll 
tax for wages of apprentices and trainees. 

• The continued rebate on workers’ compensation premiums for first year Certificate III and above 
apprentices and trainees provides an option to reduce the employers’ costs of taking on apprentices and 
trainees. 

• Continuation of incentives such as the WA Training Awards that recognises outstanding achievements of 
apprentices and trainees and the contribution to training made by trainers, training organisations and 
employers. 

• The revised Aboriginal School Based Training program which provides Aboriginal students in Western 
Australia with the opportunity to gain skills and training in school and to achieve a nationally recognised 
qualification. The revised program provides for an institutional pathway for Year 10 students leading to 
either an institutional or a school based traineeship pathway in Years 11 and 12.  

• The expansion of the Travel and Accommodation Allowance Policy 2012 which provide financial support 
for apprentices, trainees, employers to include assistance to training providers who need to travel to deliver 
training. 

• Training in the home region for first year apprentices through local and metropolitan training provider 
partnerships. This removes the impediment of long distance travel for first year regional apprentices and 
increases their chance of completing the apprenticeship. 

• ApprentiCentre support and assistance will continue to be provided to employers, apprentices and trainees to 
increase training and achieve successful outcomes.   

DEPARTMENT OF TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT — STAFF TRANSFER 

5668. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to recent staffing changes at the Department of Training and Workforce Development and specifically the 
transfer of K–12 full time equivalents (FTEs) to the Department of Education, and I ask —  
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(1) As a result of this transfer do the FTEs responsible for Vocational Education and Training in Schools 
and other training programs for students who have not yet completed year 12 now work out of the 
Department of Education? 

(2) Does this transfer include FTEs who work on Department of Training and Workforce Development 
initiatives for school aged apprentices and trainees? 

(3) If yes to (1) or (2), what implications will this have for the operation of training programs for school 
aged students in training? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
(1)–(2)  No. 
(3)  Not applicable. 

STATE TRAINING PROVIDERS — STAFF 

5669. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

(1) Please detail the funding framework that governs staff employment at State Training Providers? 
(2) Can the Minister provide any information on the number and nature (permanent, part-time, contract) of 

staff employed at each of the State Training Providers in —  

(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; and 2012? 

(2) If no to (2), why not? 
Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
(1)  The Department of Training and Workforce Development funds State Training Providers (STPs) via 

Delivery and Performance Agreements based on the number of Student Curriculum Hours of training 
they are required to deliver for the State under that Agreement. Individual STPs determine the number 
and class of employees they need to perform their functions within that overall funding allocation. 

(2)  Yes. 
(a)  2008 

 Permanent Part-time Contract 
Central Institute of Technology 726 330 195 
Challenger Institute of Technology 490 168 126 
C Y O’Connor Institute 108 43 32 
Durack Institute of Technology 126 71 94 
Great Southern Institute of Technology 123 64 58 
Kimberley Training Institute 102 17 37 
Pilbara Institute 187 43 31 
Polytechnic West 766 188 155 
South West Institute of Technology 230 111 48 
West Coast Institute of Training 291 120 48 

(b)  2009 
 Permanent Part-time Contract 
Central Institute of Technology 747 362 238 
Challenger Institute of Technology 491 149 103 
C Y O’Connor Institute 109 45 33 
Durack Institute of Technology 128 57 76 
Great Southern Institute of Technology 126 73 62 
Kimberley Training Institute 98 17 25 
Pilbara Institute 174 39 18 
Polytechnic West 840 194 176 
South West Institute of Technology 219 113 55 
West Coast Institute of Training 234 105 54 

(c)  2010 
 Permanent Part-time Contract 
Central Institute of Technology 741 405 297 
Challenger Institute of Technology 494 152 123 



4828 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 14 August 2012] 

 

C Y O’Connor Institute 115 44 21 
Durack Institute of Technology 130 65 82 
Great Southern Institute of Technology 126 75 68 
Kimberley Training Institute 114 20 29 
Pilbara Institute 157 36 39 
Polytechnic West 902 201 155 
South West Institute of Technology 220 119 58 
West Coast Institute of Training 241 112 83 

(d)  2011 
 Permanent Part-time Contract 
Central Institute of Technology 765 443 319 
Challenger Institute of Technology 474 177 144 
C Y O’Connor Institute 113 35 35 
Durack Institute of Technology 145 73 94 
Great Southern Institute of Technology 124 87 92 
Kimberley Training Institute 123 34 46 
Pilbara Institute 158 39 39 
Polytechnic West 928 225 151 
South West Institute of Technology 210 104 57 
West Coast Institute of Training 278 106 68 

(e)  2012 
 

  Permanent Part-time Contract 
Central Institute of Technology 770 414 304 
Challenger Institute of Technology 490 156 139 
C Y O'Connor Institute 117 32 22 
Durack Institute of Technology 145 74 94 
Great Southern Institute of Technology 125 92 96 
Kimberley Training Institute 130 29 53 
Pilbara Institute 151 30 42 
Polytechnic West 921 197 149 
South West Institute of Technology 215 102 42 
West Coast Institute of Training 294 91 45 

(3)  Not applicable. 

STATE TRAINING PROVIDERS — ABORIGINAL SUPPORT SERVICES 

5670. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to the Auditor General’s recent Report Supporting Aboriginal Students in Training. The Report 
recommended that the Department of Training and Workforce Development review the funding framework for 
the delivery of Aboriginal support services to State Training Providers to allow funding to be delivered for more 
than one year, and I ask —  

(1) Has the department taken steps to implement this recommendation? 

(2) If yes to (1), please detail these steps. 

(3) Does the 2012–13 Budget reflect any changes to the funding framework for State Training Providers? 

(4) If yes to (3), please detail these changes. 

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

(6) The Auditor General’s Report also noted the preparatory courses offered by State Training Providers 
that help to remove barriers to training that face Aboriginal students. Does the 2012–13 Budget 
guarantee funding to State Training Providers to ensure that they can continue to offer these courses at 
their current rate? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)  No. As noted in the report the review of the funding framework for the delivery of Aboriginal support 
services by State Training Providers, should be undertaken as part of the overall review of Delivery and 
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Performance Agreements. This review is ongoing and as yet no decision has been made on whether to 
increase the terms of the agreements.  

(2)  Not applicable. 

(3)  Yes. 

(4)  The Department has reviewed guidelines for use of funds provided to State Training Providers to 
support Aboriginal students, and 2012 Delivery and Performance Agreements now include a revised 
schedule that aligns funding to the formalised Aboriginal Training Plans. 

(5)  Not applicable. 

(6)  State Training Providers have been advised to manage their 2012/13 funding in line with the State’s 
training priorities which includes training delivery for Aboriginal students.  The amount of actual 
delivery undertaken by State Training Providers in 2012/13 for preparatory courses to Aboriginal 
students will reflect the level of demand for those courses.   

STATE TRAINING PROVIDERS — COURSE FEES 

5671. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Training and Workforce Development 

I refer to my question on notice No. 5226, and I ask —  

(1) In relation to each of the State Training Providers which courses have changed from full or partial 
subsidised fee structures to full cost recovery in —  
(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; and 
(e) 2012? 

(2) In relation to each of the courses identified in (1), how many students were eligible for concession fees 
for units undertaken in —  
(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; and 
(e) 2012? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1) Central Institute of Technology 

(a)  Nil. 

(b)  Diploma of Property (Real Estate). 

(c)–(d)  Nil. 

(e)  Diploma of Applied Language. 

Challenger Institute of Technology 

(a)–(e)  Nil. 

C Y O’Connor Institute of Technology 

(a)–(e)  Nil. 

Durack Institute of Technology 

(a)–(b)  Diploma of Beauty Therapy. 

(c)–(e)  Nil. 

Great Southern Institute of Technology 

(a)–(e)  Nil. 

Kimberley Training Institute 

(a)  Apply First Aid (C9253) and Provide First Aid (E1999). 

(b)–(c)  Nil. 
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(d)  Provide Basic First Aid (RTC2704A). 
(e)  Apply First Aid (D8247) and Apply Basic First Aid (C5006). 
Pilbara Institute 
(a)–(e)  Nil. 
Polytechnic West 
(a)–(d)  Nil. 
(e)  Coded Welding (WT43). 
South West Institute of Technology 
(a)–(e)  Nil. 
West Coast Institute of Training 
(a)  Nil. 
(b)  Diploma in Project Management. 
(c)  Certificate IV in Project Management. 
(d)–(e)  Nil. 

(2)  Under the VET fees and charges policy, there is no requirement for concessions to be provided for full 
fee-paying students. However, at their discretion, State Training Providers may provide 
some concessional arrangements for these students and State Training Providers that did during the 
specified periods were: 

Kimberley Training Institute 

2008 
Four students — Apply First Aid. 
23 students — Provide First Aid. 
2009 
53 students — Apply First Aid. 

2010 
131 students — Apply First Aid. 

2011 
211 students — Apply First Aid. 
One student — Provide Basic First Aid. 

2012 
11 students — Apply Basic First Aid. 
30 students — Apply First Aid. 
(Note:  These courses were short courses only). 

Polytechnic West 

2012 
One student — Coded Welding (WT43). 

(3)  No. 

FOETAL ALCOHOL SPECTRUM DISORDER 

5672. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Health 

I refer to my question on notice No. 5516 regarding Foetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorder (FASD) and the Western 
Australia Register of Developmental Anomalies, and I ask —  

(1) Does the register record data on the incidence of any FASD other than Foetal Alcohol Syndrome? 

(2) If yes to (1), which other FASD diagnoses are included? 

(3) If no to (1), does the Minister intend to expand the register to include any additional diagnoses arising 
from prenatal alcohol exposure? 

(4) If yes to (3), when is this likely to occur? 

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

(6) If no to (3), does the Minister intend to put any other strategies in place to more accurately ascertain 
how many Western Australian children have FASD? 
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Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  Yes. 

(2)  Partial Foetal Alcohol Syndrome; Neurodevelopmental Disorder, Alcohol–Exposed. 

(3)–(6)  Not applicable. 

INDONESIANS IN CUSTODY — SALARY WITHHOLDING POLICY 

5673. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Corrective Services 

I refer to my question on notice No. 5034 regarding Indonesians in custody in Western Australian adult prisons 
for so called ‘people smuggling’ offences, and I ask —  

(1) Has the Minister been made aware of cases where the dependents of Indonesians currently held in 
Western Australian prisons have died as a result of the salary withholding policy? 

(2) On what date did the Department of Corrective Services receive the request from the Commonwealth 
Attorney General’s Department to prevent individuals charged with ‘people smuggling/illegal fishing’ 
offences from attempting to remit money overseas? 

(3) Has the Department of Immigration and Citizenship now issued a Garnishee Notice? 
(4) What is the total amount of money still being held by the Department for Indonesian prisoners who 

were released between 1 March 1997 to 31 January 2012 and whose most serious charge/offence is 
recorded as ‘people smuggling’? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)  No. 

(2)  A Senior Officials’ Committee Teleconference on ‘People Smuggling Crew Prosecutions’ was held 
on 8 April 2011, and at this meeting the Commonwealth Attorney General’s Department requested that: 

State and Territory corrections authorities prevent people smuggling crew from attempting to remit 
money overseas until the Department of Immigration and Citizenship (DIAC) can issue a notice to 
freeze or garnish their gratuity earnings. 

(3)  DIAC issued two Garnishee Notices on 29 September 2011, which were later retracted on 3 October 
2011. 

(4)  As at 23 July 2012, $1 114.42 is being held by the Department of Corrective Services for Indonesian 
people smuggling prisoners who were released between 1 March 1997 and 31 January 2012. 

YONGAH HILL IMMIGRATION DETENTION CENTRE 

5674. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Health 

I refer to my question on notice No. 5521 regarding the provision of medical services to detainees at the Yongah 
Hill Immigration Detention Centre near Northam, and I ask —  
(1) Will International Health and Medical Services be recruiting any staff locally for the provision of 

services to the Immigration Detention Centre? 

(2) If no to (1), where is it expected International Health and Medical Services recruit medical staff? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

The WA Government has no relationship with International Health and Medical Service (IHMS). IHMS operates 
under contract to the Commonwealth Government in providing services to detainees.  

IMMIGRATION DETAINEES — MEDICAL SERVICES 

5675. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Health 

I refer to the provision of medical services to immigration detainees, and I ask —  

(1) How many detainees from the Curtin Immigration Detention Centre have received treatment at the 
Derby Hospital in the last 12 months? 

(2) How many detainees from the Curtin Immigration Detention Centre have been admitted to the Derby 
Hospital in the last 12 months?  

(3) Based on these figures, what is the expected increase in demand on public medical services in Northam 
from detainees at the Yongah Hill Immigration Detention Centre? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  558. 
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(2)  45 inpatient admissions. 

(3)  Not known at this stage as the Northam centre was opened on 27 June 2012 by the Department of 
Immigration and Citizenship and is not at anywhere near the capacity of the Derby centre. 

ABORIGINAL YEAR 9 STUDENTS — PARTICIPATION RATES 

5676. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Western Australian State Budget Papers 2012–13, page 395 under the heading Indigenous 
Education and the participation of Aboriginal students in education, and I ask —  

(1) What are the participation rates for Aboriginal Year 9 students for the years —  

(a) 2011; 
(b) 2010; 
(c) 2009;  
(d) 2008; and  
(e) 2007? 

(2) Are there any new initiatives planned to increase the participation of Aboriginal students in education? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are these initiatives? 

(4) If yes to (2), is there any budget allocation for 2012–13? 

(5) If yes to (4), how much? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1) (a)–(d) NAPLAN Participation rates for Western Australian Year 9 Aboriginal students in public 
schools are as follows: 

 

 Reading Writing Spelling Grammar and 
Punctuation 

Numeracy 

2011 69.4 70.0 71.9 71.9 68.7 
2010 72.6 71.2 74.1 74.1 70.2 
2009 70.1 72.1 73.7 73.7 69.0 
2008 70.8 71.4 72.0 72.0 68.1 

(e)  NAPLAN commenced in 2008.  No data are available for 2007. 

(2)  Public schools use a range of strategies to maximise Aboriginal student participation in education by: 

• working in partnership with community sector organisations to provide flexible schooling and 
engagement programs for Aboriginal students, including the Clontarf Foundation’s Football 
academies; the Graham (Polly) Farmer Foundation’s Follow the Dream:  Partnerships for Success 
program; and Swan Districts Football Club Shooting Goals and Kicking Goals programs; 

• school-based senior secondary engagement programs that provide flexible learning programs and 
targeted case management and support for high school students who are considered to be at risk of 
disengaging from school;  

• the Aboriginal School Based Training program, which operates in partnership with the Department 
of Training and Workforce Development, and provides work readiness and apprenticeship or 
traineeship learning opportunities for Aboriginal students in Years 10 to 12; 

• negotiating formal partnership agreements with local Aboriginal communities that articulate how 
they will all work together to improve student attendance, participation and other educational 
outcomes; 

• working with community sector organisations to support school participation and attendance 
through programs such as the Community Development Foundation’s School Passport Program;  

• the Aboriginal Tutorial Assistance Scheme, which provides literacy, numeracy and subject-specific 
tuition to improve Aboriginal students’ academic results, retention and participation at school; and 

• making classroom learning more relevant and engaging for Aboriginal students through:  

• professional development and cultural awareness training to enhance teachers’ and school leaders’ 
abilities to cater for the educational needs of Aboriginal students;  

• more flexible schooling options for students to meet their current and future learning needs; and 
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• strategies to attract, retain and support high quality leaders and teachers working in schools with 
high enrolments of Aboriginal students.  

Schools’ abilities to use these strategies have been strengthened by the Western Australian 
Government’s reforms giving schools greater autonomy and flexibility in deciding how best to cater for 
their students’ and local community’s needs. 

(3)–(5)   Not applicable. 

EDUCATION — IT INFRASTRUCTURE FUNDING 

5677. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Western Australian State Budget Papers 2012–13, page 395 under Growth, Student Demographics 
and the rapid introduction and development of new technologies for learning, and I ask —  

(1) Has any funding been allocated to update the public education system’s IT infrastructure for 2012–13, 
or in forward estimates? 

(2) If yes to (1), how much? 
(3) If no to (1), why not? 
Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)   Yes. 
(2)   $18m has been allocated for ICT grants to schools.  This funding is for the maintenance of a 1:10 

computer to student ratio in primary schools and 1:5 in secondary schools on a four year replacement 
cycle, network hardware and other IT equipment if there are surplus funds.  

Additionally, the budget includes ongoing annual investment in IT infrastructure and operations which 
include: 
• special programs including the installation of IT equipment and ongoing support to selected schools 

in low socio-economic areas; 
• improving network infrastructure in secondary schools; 
• applications development such as reporting to parents, student assessment information system, 

schools security monitoring system, attendance management, behaviour and wellbeing; and 
• enterprise licensing such as: 
• Microsoft Enterprise Agreement; 
• McAfee Anti-Virus; 
• Oracle Online Service Delivery Platform; and 
• Adobe Software for secondary schools. 

(3)   Not applicable. 

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE EDUCATION — STUDENT TRANSFER 

5678. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Western Australian State Budget Papers 2012–13, page 395 under Growth, Student Demographics 
and changes in school demographics, and I ask —  
(1) How many students transferred from the public education system to the private system in —  

(a) 2010–11; and 
(b) 2011–12? 

(2) How many students transferred from the private education system to the public system in —  

(a) 2010–11; and 
(b) 2011–12? 

(3) What is the Minister’s expectation of trends regarding the transfer of students to public schools for the 
medium term? 

(4) What impacts are increasing cost pressures on Western Australian families likely to have on the number 
of students who transfer from the private education system? 

(5) Have these impacts been allowed for in the current budget or in future estimates? 

(6) If yes to (5), how has it been budgeted for? 

(7) If no to (5), why not? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)   The Department monitors movements between the sectors at the key transition points of Years 6–7, 
Years 7–8 and Years 10–11. 

(a)   Between 2010 and 2011, 2 958 students transferred from public to private schools for the 
commencement of Year 7, 2 336 students for Year 8 and 330 students for Year 11. 

(b)   Between 2011 and 2012, 3005 students transferred from public to private schools for the 
commencement of Year 7, 2 082 students for Year 8 and 372 students for Year 11. 

(2)   The Department monitors movements between the sectors at the key transition points of Years 6–7, 
Years 7–8 and Years 10–11. 

(a)   Between 2010 and 2011, 41 students transferred from private to public schools for the 
commencement of Year 7, 636 students for Year 8 and 814 students for Year 11. 

(b)  Between 2011 and 2012, 56 students transferred from private to public schools for the 
commencement of Year 7, 695 students for Year 8 and 847 students for Year 11. 

(3)   It is anticipated that a similar pattern of transfers to the public school system will be maintained until 
Year 7 students in public schools are moved from primary to secondary in 2015.    

(4)   Parents will continue to choose public or private schools based on a wide range of variables, including 
economic and non-economic factors.  

(5)   The Department forecasts enrolment growth over the forward estimates period and this is factored into 
budget allocations.  Enrolment projections are based on Australian Bureau of Statistics data and past 
enrolment trends.  

(6)   Not applicable.  

(7)   Enrolment forecasts are based on Australian Bureau of Statistics data and past enrolment trends.   

SCHOOLS — STUDENT POPULATION CAPACITY 

5679. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Western Australian State Budget Papers 2012–13, page 395 under State-wide Schooling Planning, 
and I ask —  
(1) Which public high schools are currently under capacity by more than 25 students? 
(2) For each school in (1), please detail by how many students. 
(3) Which public high schools are currently over capacity by more than 25 students? 

(4) For each school in (3), please detail by how many students. 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)–(2)  The attached table [See paper 4801.] is based on the difference between the theoretical capacity of the 
school and current enrolments.  The Department of Education uses the Effective Full Teaching Area 
(EFTA) indicator as an estimate of the number of teaching spaces available at the school. 

This indicator applies to a wide variety of teaching spaces, including general classrooms, specialist 
rooms and gymnasiums, and is only an approximate guide to the amount of space available at the 
school and enrolments can be managed above this calculated capacity. 

(3)–(4)  
 

Western Australian public high schools currently over capacity by more than 25 students 

SCHOOL Number of students enrolled in 
excess of the calculated EFTA 

Duncraig Senior High School 29 
Mount Lawley Senior High School 50 
Warnbro Community High School 52 
Woodvale Secondary College  56 

TEACHERS — RETRAINING FUNDING 

5680. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Western Australian State Budget Papers 2012–13, page 396 regarding the supply of teachers 
in 2015 with the transfer of year 7 students to secondary schools and the Minister’s announcement of funding for 
primary teachers to retrain as secondary school teachers, and I ask —  
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(1) How many teachers are likely to take up this opportunity? 

(2) How is this number determined? 

(3) What initiatives or incentives will be funded through this allocation to encourage and support teachers 
to retrain? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)   This initiative provides an opportunity for up to 525 government teachers to participate.  

(2)   The number was determined on the current number of Year 7 teachers (730) less a proportion of 
teachers expected to leave the workforce due to natural attrition which has been forecast on existing 
retirement and resignation rates.   

(3)   This initiative will provide: 

• additional out-of-class time for study and to undertake practicum placements and training; and 

• financial assistance toward professional learning tuition costs.  

CHILD AND PARENT CENTRES 

5681. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Western Australian State Budget Papers 2012–13, page 398 and the Asset Investment Program, 
specifically the Child and Parent Centres that will be developed as part of the Additions and Improvements to 
Primary Schools, and I ask —  
(1) What role will school staff play in the running of these Centres? 
(2) How much integration will there be between the school and the centre? 
(3) Will teachers be able to refer students to the Centres? 
(4) Who will have primary responsibility for the management of the staff at the Centres? 
(5) Are any of the Centres at Independent Public Schools? 
(6) If yes to (5), which schools? 
(7) What will the $10.9 million in funding provide for? 
(8) Please provide a general breakdown of the expected staffing at the Centres. 
(9) Will principals have a say in the staffing profile? 
(10) Which other departments, if any, will have funding responsibility for the running costs of the centres? 
(11) Will the centres be evaluated once they have been established and in operation for a certain period? 

(12) If yes to (9), how will the centre be assessed? 

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

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
(1)  The role of school staff will be minimal.  The centre coordinator will liaise with the school principal on 

an ongoing basis.   

(2)  Initially programs and services will be co-located with schools.  The schools and Centres will work 
towards integration in the longer term.   

(3)  Yes. 

(4)  Respective agencies will manage their own staff who will work at and through the Centres.  The centre 
coordinator will have a coordination role, be line-managed by their employing organisation, and work 
in partnership with the school principal.   

(5)  Yes. 

(6)  Calista Primary School, Challis Early Childhood Education Centre, Roseworth Primary School and 
Warriapendi Primary School.  

(7)  Five new buildings, two purpose-built early childhood education facilities and three classroom 
refurbishments will be provided. 

(8)  Expected staffing at the Centres will include a centre coordinator.  Department of Education school 
psychologist/s will work at and through the Centres, and the Department of Health child health staff 
will work at and through the Centres where applicable. Other staff are yet to be determined and this will 
be dependent on a site-by-site assessment of local needs.  
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(9)  Yes. 
(10)  None. 
(11)  Yes. 
(12)  Each Child and Parent Centre will develop a delivery and performance agreement which will include 

improvement and performance targets.   
During the first year, monitoring and evaluation tools and processes will be developed and 
implemented, which will inform the formal external evaluation that will be carried out during the last 18 
months of the current funding round of the initiative.   

(13)  Not applicable.   

SCHOOLS — ELECTRONIC WHITEBOARDS 
5682. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Education 
(1) I refer to the Western Australian State Budget Papers 2012–13, page 400 and the $2 million allocated 

for electronic whiteboards, and I ask — Is this funding for the provision of new electronic whiteboards 
only? 

(2) If yes to (1), is there any provision for funding to replace BER-funded IT as they age, including 
whiteboards and computers? 

(3) If yes to (2), how much funding has been allocated? 
(4) If no to (2), will schools be required to pay for this out of their own budgets? 
(5) Why is there no funding allocation in forward estimates for electronic whiteboards? 
Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
(1)  Yes. 
(2)–(3)  Yes, Schools receive a formula-driven allocation through their annual school grant for the repair and 

replacement of all equipment and are required to budget accordingly. 
(4)  Not applicable. 
(5)  The program announced in the 2011–12 Budget was for $4m, initially to be expended over four 

financial years.  The program has been fast-tracked to meet demand.  The first two rounds of the 
program have been allocated.  The remaining $2m for the program will be expended in the 2012–13 
financial year.   

LAND ACQUISITION PROGRAM — FUNDING 
5683. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Education 
I refer to the Western Australian State Budget Papers 2012–13, page 403 and the $15 million allocated for the 
Land Acquisition Program under New Works, and I ask why is the funding for 2012–13 less than the previous 
three years, with further declines in forward estimates, given the expected growth in population? 
Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
The budget allocations for land acquisition have been aligned to the anticipated roll-out of new schools over the 
period of the Forward Estimates. 

RURAL INTEGRATION PROGRAM — FUNDING 
5684. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Education 
I refer to the Western Australian State Budget Papers 2012–13, page 403 and the $600,000 allocated for the 
Rural Integration Program, and I ask the Minister to please provide details about the nature of the program? 
Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
The Rural Integration Program is a capital works refurbishment program to provide upgraded early childhood 
facilities for students in country schools.  
These are generally schools with low enrolments and the facilities are designed to cater for multi-age groups 
(e.g. Kindergarten to Year 3). 

CAPITAL APPROPRIATION — FUNDING 

5685. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Western Australian State Budget Papers 2012–13, page 403 and the Capital Appropriation under 
the heading ‘Funded By’, and I ask why there is such a significant decrease in funding between the 2011–12 
estimated actual and 2012–13, from $575,828,000 to $337,936,000? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

The decrease in Capital Appropriation between 2011/12 Estimated Expenditure and 2012/13 Estimated 
Expenditure is primarily attributable to the Building the Education Revolution (BER) program.  The BER is a 
once-off program that was completed in the 2011/12 financial year.   

The 2011/12 Estimated Expenditure includes BER expenditure of $170.1m, while there is no BER expenditure 
included in the 2012/13 Estimated Expenditure. 

The remaining reduction is attributable to the completion, or substantial completion of a number of capital works 
projects in 2011/12, as listed in pages 400 to 402 in the Budget Statements.   

REDRESS WA SCHEME 

5686. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Community Services 
I refer to the Redress WA Scheme, and I ask —  

(1) Have all Redress payments been finalised?  

(2) If no to (1), how many are outstanding? 

(3) For what reason are each of the payments identified in (2) outstanding? 

(4) How many payments have been made under each payment level? 

(5) How many offers of payment have been made under each payment level? 

(6) How many Redress applicants died before receiving final payment? 

(7) How many payments have been made to the estates of deceased Redress WA applicants? 

(8) What is the total amount which has now been paid to Redress WA applicants? 

(9) How many applications lapsed before completion? 

(10) How many Redress applicants withdrew their application before it was finalised? 

(11) How many applicants rejected the offer made to them under the Redress scheme? 

(12) How many applicants were determined to be ineligible for payment under the scheme? 

(13) How many applicants’ payments have gone to unclaimed monies? 

(14) What is the total amount of unclaimed Redress payments? 

(15) How many applicants appealed their offer? 

(16) How many applicants were successful in their appeal?  
(17) How many people have contacted the Department about submitting a Redress application following 

closure of the Scheme? 

(18) How many Redress applicants advised during the Redress process that they had not been paid wages for 
work they undertook as a state ward? 

(19) Which institutions have been identified through the Redress process as sites at which state wards 
suffered abuse? 

(20) For each institution identified in (19) —  

(a) how many applicants received Redress payment for abuse occurring while they were resident 
at the institution; and 

(b) how many payments were made at each payment level? 

(21) How many cases have now been referred to police? 

(22) How many people identified through the Redress process as perpetrators of abuse are currently working 
with children? 

(23) How many people identified through the Redress process as perpetrators of abuse currently have valid 
Working with Children Check cards? 

(24) What measures have been taken to address the issue of identified perpetrators who have current 
Working with Children Check clearances? 

(25) Have children been removed from the care of any of the people identified in (23)? 

(26) If yes to (25), how many carers have had children removed from their care? 
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  No 

(2)  20 or 0.35% 

(3)  Nine applicants could not be contacted, seven relate to locating the beneficiaries of deceased applicants 
and four are rejected offers. 

(4)  Level 1 — 859 

Level 2 — 1 813 

Level 3 — 1 477 

Level 4 — 1 063 

(Total — 5 212) 

(5)  Level 1 — 866 

Level 2 — 1 818 

Level 3 — 1 478 

Level 4 — 1 063 

(Total — 5 225) 

(6)  120  

(7)  82 

(8)  $117 740 167 

(9)  40 applicants registered interest but did not subsequently provide a full application. 
(10)  13 
(11)  4 
(12)  519 

(13)  20 

(14)  $146 797  

(15)  89 

(16)  19 

(17)  168 written requests  

(18)  These figures were not collected. 

(19)  The Redress database was not designed to capture data in this manner. It is relevant to note that 
applicants often experienced multiple placements but did not necessarily allege abuse in all placements. 
A search request for abuse alleged at a specific institution can be undertaken, but would be resource 
intensive.  

(20)  Information is not available for (a) and (b)  

(21)  2 231 

(22)  A perpetrator of abuse is defined as a person who has been convicted of abuse; and/or subject to an 
investigation by the Department where allegations of harm have been substantiated; and/or classified by 
the Department as a ‘Person Responsible’ or as a person ‘Assessed as Causing Significant Harm’. 
Of the people referred to the Department for Child Protection (the Department), none are perpetrators of 
abuse. 

14 households, are currently approved with a WWC card and children in their care. 

An immediate assessment was undertaken of these carers who had children placed with them and action 
was taken to ensure no children in placements were at risk of harm. These assessments and actions 
considered investigations of the allegations, the individual circumstances of each placement, and the 
best interests of the child, rather than exclusively on the original Redress allegations. 

It is noted that some of the Redress allegations were over forty years old, may have been dealt with by 
the Department at the time of the alleged incident, or involved circumstances where the carer was never 
made aware of the allegations or given the opportunity to refute them during the Redress process. 
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(23)  No perpetrators of abuse identified through Redress allegations have Working with Children cards. Of 
the people identified in Redress allegations and referred to the Department, 29 have current Working 
with Children (WWC) card. 

(24)  The Department cannot take any action in relation to WWC cards until a charge or convection relevant 
to the safety of children is reported to the Department. 

(25)  Three children have been removed from carers (that are currently approved and had children in their 
care) that have had Redress allegations made against them, due to age and standard of care issues. 

(26)  Two carers (one household) have had children removed from their care due to age and standard of care 
issues. 

REDRESS WA SCHEME 

5687. Hon Alison Xamon to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Police 
I refer to the Redress WA Scheme, and ask —  

(1) How many Redress cases are currently the subject of police investigation? 

(2) How many individuals have been charged with offences relating to information provided in Redress 
applications? 

(3) How many charges have been laid as a result of investigations stemming for information provided 
through the Redress process? 

(4) Please detail the nature of each of those charges from (3).  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 

WA Police advised that as of 6 July 2012: 

(1)   204 

(2)  Two (separate individuals) 

(3)  1 x 93 Police Charges 

1 x 43 Police Charges  

(4)    33 x  Unlawfully & Indecently assaulted a male child — Sec 315 Criminal Code 
10 x Indecent Dealing of a Child under 14 years — Sec 183 Criminal Code 
37 x Committed Indecent Practices between males — Sec 184 Criminal Code 
6 x Carnal Knowledge against the order of nature — Sec 181(1) Criminal Code 
6 x Permitting Male to have Carnal Knowledge — Sec 181(3) Criminal Code 
1 x Attempted Carnal Knowledge — Sec 182 Criminal Code. 
27 x Indecent Dealing of child under 14 years — Sec 183 Criminal Code 
7 x Indecent Dealing of Girl under 16 years — Sec 189 (1) (i) Criminal Code 
6 x Incest by male — Sec 197 Criminal Code 
2 x Unlawful Carnal Knowledge of child under 16 years — Sec 187 (1) 
1 x Attempted Carnal Knowledge — Sec 182 Criminal Code 

COMMERCE — KEY EFFICIENCY INDICATORS 

5688. Hon Kate Doust to the Minister for Commerce 

I refer to Services and Key Efficiency Indicators, Budget 2012–13, Budget Paper No. 2, Volume 2, page 463, 
and I ask — 
(1) In relation to the Efficiency Indicators, will the Minister provide the actual number of — 

(a) Client Contacts to provide Information Advice for — 

(i) 2010–11, budget target and actual; 

(ii) 2011–12, budget target and actual; and 

(iii) 2012–13 budget target; 

(b) Policy Projects for — 

(i) 2010–11, budget target and actual; 

(ii) 2011–12, budget target and actual; and 

(iii) 2012–13 budget target; 
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(c) Inspections or Investigations for — 

(i) 2010–11, budget target and actual; 

(ii) 2011–12, budget target and actual; and 

(iii) 2012–13 budget target; 

(d) Registrations or Licences for —  

(i) 2010–11, budget target and actual; 

(ii) 2011–12, budget target and actual; and 

(iii) 2012–13 budget target? 

(2) Will the Minister provide the following items in relation to grants paid to external parties for the budget 
periods 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13 — 

(i) the name of the grant; 

(ii) the recipient; 

(iii) the amount; 

(iv)  the purpose; and 

(v) the measures to assess their performance? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1)–(2)  [See paper 4798.] 

COMMERCE — PROGRAM AND FUNDING ALLOCATIONS 
5689. Hon Kate Doust to the Minister for Commerce 

I refer to the Details of Controlled Grants and Subsidies, Budget 2012–13, Budget Paper No. 2, Volume 2, 
page 467, and I ask — 

(1) What is meant by Other Miscellaneous? 

(2) In relation to (1), will the Minister please provide the names of the programs and funding allocations 
(Actual, Estimate Actual and Budget Estimate) for —  
(a) 2010–11; 
(b) 2011–12; and 
(c) 2012–13? 

(3) What are the Real Estate and Business Agents–Settlement Agents Supervisory Board Property Industry 
Grants? 

(4) In relation to (3), will the Minister please provide the names of the programs and funding allocations 
(Actual, Estimate Actual and Budget Estimate) for —  
(a) 2010–11; 
(b) 2011–12; and 
(c) 2012–13? 

(5) What are the various projects funded through the Royalties for Regions grants? 

(6) In relation to (5), will the Minister please provide the names of the programs and funding allocations 
(Actual, Estimate Actual and Budget Estimate) for —  
(a) 2010–11; 
(b) 2011–12; and 
(c) 2012–13? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1) “Other Miscellaneous” covers minor grants and subsidies considered not significant to include as 
separate line items in the table. 

(2) (a)  2010–11 (Actual) 

Plumbing Industry Commission $4,000 

(b)  2011–12 (Estimated Actual) 

Ministerial Council of Consumer Affairs $14,000 
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(c)  2012–13 (Budget Estimate) 

Ministerial Council of Consumer Affairs $15,000 

(3)  The Real Estate and Business Agents– Settlement Agents Supervisory Board Property Industry grants 
are: 
• Real Estate Home Buyers Assistance application payments 
• Real Estate Fidelity Guarantee claim payments 
• Real Estate Compulsory Professional Development payments to support training of licensees and 

sales representatives 
• Settlement Agents Fidelity Guarantee claim payments 
• Settlement Agents Compulsory Professional Development payments for training delivered to 

licensees. 
(4) (a)  2010–11 (Actual) 

Nil, payments were made by the individual Boards not the Department of Commerce. The 
Boards accounting was combined with the Department at the 1st of July 2011. 

(b)  2011–12 (Estimated Actual) 

Real Estate Home Buyers Assistance $5,615,000 
Real Estate Fidelity Guarantee $4,140,000 
Real Estate CPD Education $1,122,000 
Settlement Agents Fidelity Guarantee $200,000 
Settlement Agents CPD Education $187,000 

(c)  2012–13 (Budget Estimate) 

Real Estate Home Buyers Assistance $5,783,000 
Real Estate Fidelity Guarantee $4,264,000 
Real Estate CPD Education $1,157,000 
Settlement Agents Fidelity Guarantee $206,000 
Settlement Agents CPD Education $192,000 

(5)  The projects funded through Royalties for Regions grants are: 
• Regional Mobile Communications Project 
• Community Emergency Mobile Communications Project 
• Regional workers incentive allowance 
• Pilbara maritime common user facility 

(6) (a)  2010–11 (Actual) 
Nil grants from Royalties for Regions funds were paid during 2010/11 

(b)  2011–12 (Estimated Actual) 
Regional Mobile Communications Project $8,000,000 
Community Emergency Mobile Communications Project $585,000 
Regional workers incentive allowance $45,000 

(c)  2012–13 (Budget Estimate) 
Regional Mobile Communications Project $18,094,000 
Community Emergency Mobile Communications Project $2,000 
Pilbara maritime common user facility $3,000,000 

COMMERCE — REGULATOR FEES AND FINES 

5690. Hon Kate Doust to the Minister for Commerce 

I refer to the Income and Statement Budget 2012/13, Budget Paper No. 2, Volume 2, page 467, in relation to the 
line item Regulator fees and fines, and I ask — 
(1) What is the reason behind the rise in this line item since the 2010–11 Actual? 

(2) Will the Minister provide a break-down for the categories of fees and charges into — 

(a) 2010–11, 2011–12, 2012–13 and the forward estimates; and 

(b) The amount for each fee or fine category? 
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Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

(1)  This income includes receipts from fees and fines in the WorkSafe, EnergySafety, Plumbers, Motor 
Vehicle industry, Building Commission, and Real Estate and Settlement Agents areas. The significant 
increase from 2011/12 arises from the expected introduction of the Building Services levy principally to 
fund the functions currently under the Builder’s and Painter’s Registration Boards (Building Services 
levy of $12.6m budgeted in 2011/12) and the income received from the Real Estate and Settlement 
Agents Trust accounts (anticipated to be approximately $18m per year). Some revenues streams are 
projected to decrease with the transfer of some functions to the Commonwealth under the COAG 
reforms (Business Names, Register of Encumbrances Vehicle Scheme, and Trading Standards). 

(2) (a)–(b)  [See paper 4799.] 

SCIENCE AND INNOVATION — PROGRAM FUNDING 

5691. Hon Kate Doust to the minister representing the Minister for Science and Innovation 

I refer to the details of controlled grants and subsidies for science and innovation featured in the State Budgets, 
and I ask — 
(1) What was the funding allocated to each grant or subsidy, budget, actual budget and total State 

Government funding, where applicable, for the following periods — 
(a) 2005–06; 
(b) 2006–07; 
(c) 2007–08; 
(d) 2008–09; 
(e) 2009–10; 
(f) 2010–11; and 
(g) 2011–12? 

(2) What is the funding allocation for programs in the 2012–13 Budget and the forward estimates, 
including details on — 

(a) program name; 

(b) final funding round; 

(c) estimated total State Government funding; and 

(d) (d) whether or not it is a new science initiative beginning in that period? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  Funding allocated to each grant or subsidy for 2005/06 to 2011/12 is as per Tabled Paper LC 5691: 
Attachment 1. [See paper 4797.] 

(2) (a)–(c)  Funding allocation for programs in the 12/13 budget and forward estimates is as per Tabled 
Paper LC 5691: Attachment 2. [See paper 4797.] 

(d)  New funding has been provided to the WA Fellowships Program, Nobel Laureates WA 
Ambassador Program and Scitech in the 2012/2013 Budget. 

SCIENCE AND INNOVATION — PROGRAM FUNDING 

5692. Hon Kate Doust to the minister representing the Minister for Science and Innovation 

I refer to the Service Summary in Budget 2012/13, Budget Paper No. 2, Volume 2, page 460 and draw your 
attention to the decrease of $6.503 million between 2011–12 Budget and 2011–12 Estimated Actual, and I ask — 

(1) What were the names of the grants and subsidies that were not fully subscribed in 2011–12? 

(2) For each grant specified in the answer to (1), what was — 

(a) the amount left over; 

(b) the project or programme that the left over funding was redirected too including the — 

(i) amount redirected; 

(ii) department or agency; and reason for the redirection? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  The names of the grants and subsidies that were not fully subscribed in 2011–12 were as follows: 
• Centre of Excellence for Computational Biology; 
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• Western Australian Fellowships Program; 

• Innovation Capability Development Program; 

• Innovation Co-Investment Program. 

(2) (a)  The amount pending allocation is: 

• Centre of Excellence for Computational Biology $464,000 
• Western Australian Fellowships Program  $1,500,000 
• Innovation Capability Development Program  $150,000 
• Innovation Co-Investment Program  $4,300,000 

(b)  the funding from these projects or programmes remains available as follows:  

(i)   the amounts for the Centre of Excellence for Computational Biology, the Western 
Australian Fellowships Program and the Innovation Capability Development Program 
continue to be available to those projects. The $4.3m relating to the Innovation Co-
Investment Program (ICP) has been repositioned to 2012/13. $3.5m will be re-applied 
to the ICP and $800,000 will be applied to ongoing support for innovation and 
industry development promotion programs. 

(ii)  Not applicable. 

(iii)  ICP has been reallocated to enable the continuation of ongoing support for innovation 
and industry development promotion programs. 

SCIENCE AND INNOVATION — PROGRAM FUNDING 

5693. Hon Kate Doust to the minister representing the Minister for Science and Innovation 

I refer to the Budget 2012/13, Budget Paper No. 2, Volume 2, page 462 and the paragraph entitled ‘Science and 
Research’, and I ask in relation to coordination and review of research funding — 
(1) What programs (grants, awards, projects, subsidies) has, or will, the Industry, Science and Innovation 

Division played a coordination role for the time between 2011–12 and the end of the current forward 
estimates (2015–16)? 

(2) How many reviews have been conducted into the science and innovation funding programs since 2008? 
(3) The program or programs reviewed? 
(4) What are the names of the reviews conducted? 
(5) Who conducted these reviews? 
(6) Will the Minister release the findings of these reviews? 
(7) If no to (6), why not? 
Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)–(7) The paragraph from Budget paper No.2, Volume 2, page 462 refers to the draft science priorities 
document and, following approval, the development of a science and innovation strategy which will 
inform investment decisions for science and research across government. 

SCIENCE AND INNOVATION — PROGRAM FUNDING 

5694. Hon Kate Doust to the minister representing the Minister for Science and Innovation 

I refer to the Minister’s media statement of 2 May 2012, in which the Minister states ‘Each and every WA 
Research Fellow is consistently evaluated at the highest level and all have greatly benefited the State’, and I 
ask — 
(1) Will the Minister advise who has evaluated the program? 
(2) When these evaluations were carried out? 
(3) Will the Minister provide the reports or reviews into the evaluation of this program?  
(4) If no to (3), why not? 
(5) Will the Minister provide the same details for the Office of the Nobel Laureates?  
(6) If no to (5), why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  An evaluation panel was established as part of the investment selection process to evaluate applications 
received and make recommendations on the preferred application. The evaluation panel comprised the 
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Chief Scientist of WA, together with the Deputy Vice-chancellors Research, or their representative, 
from each of the five WA universities. 

(2)  The evaluations were carried out by the evaluation panel in March/April 2012 after receipt of 
applications in February 2012. 

(3)–(4)  As the evaluation report contains confidential assessment pertaining to individuals and their 
confidential proposals under this program it is not appropriate to provide this report.  

(5)  The application for funding from the Office of the Nobel Laureates was reviewed by the department 
against the requirements of the Nobel Laureates — Western Australian Ambassador Scheme as part of 
the 2011/12 and 2012/13 budget processes. 

(6)  The review was conducted as part of the budget process. 

MENTAL HEALTH RECORDS — INTERSTATE AGREEMENTS 
5695. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Health 

(1) What cross border agreements are in place or operating to link medical and mental health records 
between States in Australia? 

(2) If none, are there any plans to implement such a system so that, for example, if family members are 
concerned about the mental health of a patient who has moved interstate, they can contact the 
corresponding agency in the new state and refer them to a patient’s history? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  Jurisdictional Cross Border agreements are in place where legislation supports this and currently 
progressed between different jurisdictions. These agreements relate to patients on Forensic Custody 
Orders and Involuntary Orders. The cross border agreements have variations according to the different 
inter-jurisdictional arrangements. No arrangements are in place to link medical and mental health 
records between any States and/or Territories in Australia without the patient’s consent. 

(2)  Family members can alert interstate mental health services of concerns they may have about a 
relative. Mental Health Services in Western Australia can release patient information to any agency 
with the patient’s written consent. . 

ROSSMOYNE SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL — STAGE 3 UPGRADE 

5697. Hon Sue Ellery to the Minister for Education 

(1) What is the plan for Stage 3 of Rossmoyne Senior High School upgrade, given there is no funding in 
the 2012–13 Budget or in the forward estimates? 

(2) Is Stage 3 being abandoned?  

(3) In readiness for year sevens moving to Rossmoyne Senior High School in 2015, what funding has the 
Minister allocated for new buildings at the school? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)–(2)  In 2007, Rossmoyne Senior High School received $5.2m for new science facilities.  In 2010, the school 
received a further $14m for Stage 2 works recently completed in 2012.  Stage 3 of the Rossmoyne 
Senior High School upgrade will continue to receive consideration in future capital works programs, 
assessed against needs and priorities of schools across the State. 

(3)  The Department is currently conducting planning audits and meetings with schools to confirm the 
requirements for Year 7 students. Once this process has been completed, the details regarding the 
timelines, specifications and costings for construction at each school will be made available.  This will 
include the details of the Year 7 requirements at Rossmoyne Senior High School. 

BROWSE LNG PROJECT — ABORIGINAL HERITAGE SITES 

5698. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Indigenous Affairs 

(1) Is the Minister aware that Woodside Petroleum Ltd has applied for permission pursuant to the 
Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 to disturb sites near James Price Point? 

(2) Has the Minister met with any of the traditional owners of these sites to discuss this application? 

(3) If no to (2), does the Minister have any objection to doing so? 

(4) Which members of the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee have declared a conflict of interest in 
relation to this application? 
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(5) Section 18(3) of the Act requires the Minister to have regard to the general interest of the community 
when making a decision on this matter. Given that the State has not yet compulsorily acquired the 
proposed development site, that the project has yet to gain environmental approvals, and that the 
proposed development is strongly opposed in Broome, which factors will the Minister take into account 
when making his decision on whether to grant an approval under section 18 of the Act? 

(6) Which factors will the Minister not take into account?  
(7) Will the Minister take private financial interests into account when deciding whether to grant section 18 

approval?  
Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)  Yes. 
(2)  Not in relation to the application but I have met with Traditional Owners in Broome on three occasions 

in the last six months.  
(3)  No. 
(4)  The Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee (ACMC) are yet to receive the section 18 Notice for 

consideration. When the ACMC meet to discuss the section 18 Notice, members are required to declare 
any conflict of interest. 

(5) As the Notice and the advice is not before me I am not in a position to provide advice. 
(6)  As above. 
(7)  No. 

BROWSE LNG PROJECT — STATE COSTS 

5699. Hon Robin Chapple to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development 

(1) What is the total cost to the State of the Browse LNG Precinct including, but not limited to —  
(a) the site selection process; 
(b) the costs of consultation with the Kimberley Land Council; 
(c) the compulsory acquisition process; 
(d) the environmental approvals process; 
(e) the deployment of extra police; 
(f) the (estimated cost of ) the construction of the Browse LNG Precinct Access Road; 
(g) the budget of the Department of State Development allocated to this project; and 
(h) any other costs? 

(2) Regarding the Minister’s recent public statement that he would use ‘the Agreement Acts that cover both 
James Price Point and the North West Shelf project’ to force the Browse LNG joint venture partners to 
locate their gas hub at James Price Point, is there currently an ‘Agreement Act’ that covers James Price 
Point, or did the Minister mean that he would at some time in the future introduce into Parliament a Bill 
for a State Agreement Act to cover James Price Point? 

(3) If there is no Agreement Act currently i n place for James Price Point, did the Minister issue a retraction 
stating that he was incorrect to imply that such an Act was already in place and could be used to force 
companies to locate at James Price Point?  

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

(5) If the Browse LNG joint venture partners complete their current assessment of the cost of developing an 
LNG facility at James Price Point and confirm that it will cost them as much as $10 billion more to 
build this facility compared to the costs of piping the gas to existing LNG plants in the Pilbara, will the 
Minister still force the companies to locate at James Price Point? 

(6) If yes to (5), will the State Government be liable for, or in any way contribute to, the extra cost of 
building at James Price Point?  

(7) If yes to (5), what powers does the Premier have to force the proponents to build at James Price Point? 

(8) If no to (6), does the Premier have written assurances from the Browse LNG Joint Venture that they 
will not seek to recover the extra cost of locating at James Price Point? 

(9) When the Minister recently stated publicly that the decision as to where Browse gas gets processed is 
‘not a private decision, it’s a government decision’, did he first advise the companies involved that this 
was his and his government’s position, whether they agreed with it or not? 
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(10) Has the Minister formally written to the Browse LNG joint venture partners to advise them that no 
matter what they determine in relation to costs and preferred locations, they are going to have to build a 
gas hub at James Price Point regardless?  

(11) If no to (10), will the Minister be doing so in the near future? 

(12) In advising the companies that a gas hub is to be built at James Price Point regardless of their 
commercial decisions, has the Premier taken advice on the potential impacts of this on the company’s 
share prices and investor confidence? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) (a)–(h)  The total cost to the Department of State Development (established in January 2009) for the 
Browse LNG Precinct is $24,529,071 (as at May 2012). This figure does not include 
approximately $16 million reimbursed by Woodside Energy Ltd. 

(2)–(12) The State Government’s preferred site for processing Browse Basin Gas is near James Price Point, 
approximately 60 kilometres north of Broome. The site was selected from a possible 43 sites based on 
an assessment of technical, engineering, environmental, cultural and socio-economic grounds. 
The State Government’s key objectives for the establishing the site at this location were to: 
• process Browse Basin gas in the Kimberley; 
• provide economic benefit for the Kimberley region; 
• provide significant benefit to Traditional Owners; 
• ensure that development is environmentally, socially and culturally sustainable; and 
• to avoid multiple LNG sites on the Kimberley coast. 

The Browse Joint Venturers (Joint Venturers) are currently assessing the feasibility of establishing an 
LNG Processing Facility at the preferred site and a Final Investment Decision is expected in the first 
half of 2013. The decision will be based on commercial considerations. 

A decision to process Browse Basin Gas at the government’s preferred site or any alternative site within 
the State cannot be made by the Joint Venturers alone. They are required to negotiate project terms and 
conditions with the State and enter into a State Agreement. 

TRAIN STATIONS — PASSENGER BOARDINGS 
5700. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) For 2011, what are the daily average passenger boardings for each of the following stations —  

(a) Mandurah; 
(b) Warnbro; 
(c) Rockingham; 
(d) Wellard; 
(e) Kwinana; 
(f) Cockburn Central; 
(g) Murdoch; 
(h) Bullcreek; 
(i) Canning Bridge; and 
(j) Esplanade? 

(2) For 2011, what are the weekday average passenger boardings for each of the following stations —  

(a) Mandurah; 
(b) Warnbro; 
(c) Rockingham; 
(d) Wellard; 
(e) Kwinana; 
(f) Cockburn Central; 
(g) Murdoch; 
(h) Bullcreek; 
(i) Canning Bridge; and 
(j) Esplanade? 

(3) For 2011, what are the weekend average passenger boardings for each of the following stations — 

(a) Mandurah; 
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(b) Warnbro; 
(c) Rockingham; 
(d) Wellard; 
(e) Kwinana; 
(f) Cockburn Central; 
(g) Murdoch; 
(h) Bullcreek; 
(i) Canning Bridge; and 
(j) Esplanade? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

The Public Transport Authority advises: 

(1) (a)–(j)  3679, 2415, 2964, 823, 1281, 3695, 5669, 3604, 2362, 8279. 

(2) (a)–(j)  4012, 2704, 3389, 986, 1542, 4609, 7284, 4576, 2995, 11382. 

(3) (a)–(j)  2957, 1788, 2038, 468, 712, 1708, 2158, 1491, 985, 1534. 

TRAIN STATIONS — PASSENGER BOARDINGS 

5701. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) For 2011, what are the daily average passenger boardings at each of the following train stations —  

(a) Clarkson; 
(b) Currambine; 
(c) Joondalup; 
(d) Edgewater; 
(e) Whitfords; 
(f) Greenwood; 
(g) Warwick; 
(h) Stirling; 
(i) Glendalough; and 
(j) Leederville? 

(2) For 2011, what are the weekday average passenger boardings at each of the following train stations —  

(a) Clarkson;  
(b) Currambine; 
(c) Joondalup; 
(d) Edgewater; 
(e) Whitfords; 
(f) Greenwood; 
(g) Warwick; 
(h) Stirling; 
(i) Glendalough; and 
(j) Leederville? 

(3) For 2011, what are the weekend average passenger boardings at each of the following train stations —  

(a) Clarkson;  
(b) Currambine; 
(c) Joondalup; 
(d) Edgewater; 
(e) Whitfords; 
(f) Greenwood; 
(g) Warwick; 
(h) Stirling; 
(i) Glendalough; and 
(j) Leederville? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 
The Public Transport Authority advises: 

(1) (a)–(j)  3476, 1507, 4002, 1418, 3388, 1629, 4138, 3702, 3020, 2003. 
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(2) (a)–(j)  4218, 1919, 4888, 1831, 4354, 2062, 5305, 4682, 3842, 2593. 

(3) (a)–(j)  1862, 610, 2075, 522, 1288, 687, 1603, 1570, 1232, 720. 

TRAIN STATIONS — PASSENGER BOARDINGS 

5702. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) For 2011, what are the daily average passenger boardings at each of the following train stations —  

(a) Midland; 
(b) Woodbridge; 
(c) East Guildford; 
(d) Guildford; 
(e) Success Hill; 
(f) Bassendean; 
(g) Ashfield; 
(h) Bayswater; 
(i) Meltham; 
(j) Maylands; 
(k) Mt Lawley; 
(l) East Perth; 
(m) Claisebrook; and 
(n) McIver? 

(2) For 2011, what are the weekday average passenger boardings at each of the following train stations —  

(a) Midland; 
(b) Woodbridge; 
(c) East Guildford; 
(d) Guildford; 
(e) Success Hill; 
(f) Bassendean; 
(g) Ashfield; 
(h) Bayswater; 
(i) Meltham; 
(j) Maylands; 
(k) Mt Lawley; 
(l) East Perth; 
(m) Claisebrook; and 
(n) McIver? 

(3) For 2011, what are the weekend average passenger boardings at each of the following train stations — 
Midland; 
(a) Midland; 
(b) Woodbridge; 
(c) East Guildford; 
(d) Guildford; 
(e) Success Hill; 
(f) Bassendean; 
(g) Ashfield; 
(h) Bayswater; 
(i) Meltham; 
(j) Maylands; 
(k) Mt Lawley; 
(l) East Perth; 
(m) Claisebrook; and 
(n) McIver? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

The Public Transport Authority advises: 
(1) (a)–(n)  3163, 129, 222, 421, 117, 2006, 473, 1459, 458, 1490, 327, 555, 637, 613. 
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(2) (a)–(n)  3891, 154, 279, 499, 135, 2499, 624, 1815, 543, 1796, 383, 689, 826, 837. 

(3) (a)–(n)  1578, 76, 99, 251, 76, 935, 143, 684, 272, 823, 205, 262, 226, 124. 

TRAIN STATIONS — PASSENGER BOARDINGS 

5703. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) For 2011, what are the daily average passenger boardings at each of the following train stations —  
(a) Fremantle; 
(b) North Fremantle; 
(c) Victoria Street; 
(d) Mosman Park; 
(e) Cottesloe; 
(f) Grant Street; 
(g) Swanbourne; 
(h) Claremont; 
(i) Loch Street; 
(j) Karrakatta; 
(k) Shenton Park; 
(l) Daglish; 
(m) Subiaco; 
(n) West Leederville; and 
(o) City West? 

(2) For 2011, what are the weekday average passenger boardings at each of the following train stations —  
(a) Fremantle; 
(b) North Fremantle; 
(c) Victoria Street; 
(d) Mosman Park; 
(e) Cottesloe; 
(f) Grant Street; 
(g) Swanbourne; 
(h) Claremont; 
(i) Loch Street; 
(j) Karrakatta; 
(k) Shenton Park; 
(l) Daglish; 
(m) Subiaco; 
(n) West Leederville; and 
(o) City West? 

(3) For 2011, what are the weekend average passenger boardings at each of the following train stations —  
(a) Fremantle; 
(b) North Fremantle; 
(c) Victoria Street; 
(d) Mosman Park; 
(e) Cottesloe; 
(f) Grant Street; 
(g) Swanbourne; 
(h) Claremont; 
(i) Loch Street; 
(j) Karrakatta; 
(k) Shenton Park; 
(l) Daglish; 
(m) Subiaco; 
(n) West Leederville; and 
(o) City West? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

The Public Transport Authority advises: 
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(1) (a)–(o)  4088, 405, 427, 452, 673, 236, 273, 1488, 197, 179, 657, 525, 2847, 649, 1586. 

(2) (a)–(o)  4554, 460, 486, 526, 718, 279, 331, 1788, 233, 214, 832, 584, 3395, 761, 2056. 

(3) (a)–(o)  3075, 285, 299, 291, 576, 143, 147, 835, 121, 105, 278, 396, 1657, 406, 564. 

TRAIN STATIONS — PASSENGER BOARDINGS 

5704. Hon Ken Travers to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) For 2011, what are the daily average passenger boardings at each of the following train stations —  

(a) Armadale; 
(b) Sherwood; 
(c) Challis; 
(d) Kelmscott; 
(e) Seaforth; 
(f) Gosnells; 
(g) Maddington; 
(h) Kenwick; 
(i) Beckenham; 
(j) Cannington; 
(k) Thornlie; 
(l) Queens Park; 
(m) Welshpool; 
(n) Oats Street; 
(o) Carlisle; 
(p) Victoria Park; 
(q) Burswood; 
(r) Belmont Park; 
(s) Claisebrook; and 
(t) McIver? 

(2) For 2011, what are the weekday average passenger boardings at each of the following train stations —  

(a) Armadale; 
(b) Sherwood; 
(c) Challis; 
(d) Kelmscott; 
(e) Seaforth; 
(f) Gosnells; 
(g) Maddington; 
(h) Kenwick; 
(i) Beckenham; 
(j) Cannington; 
(k) Thornlie; 
(l) Queens Park; 
(m) Welshpool; 
(n) Oats Street; 
(o) Carlisle; 
(p) Victoria Park; 
(q) Burswood; 
(r) Belmont Park; 
(s) Claisebrook; and 
(t) McIver? 

(3) For 2011, what are the weekend average passenger boardings at each of the following train stations —  

(a) Armadale; 
(b) Sherwood; 
(c) Challis; 
(d) Kelmscott; 
(e) Seaforth; 
(f) Gosnells; 
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(g) Maddington; 
(h) Kenwick; 
(i) Beckenham; 
(j) Cannington; 
(k) Thornlie; 
(l) Queens Park; 
(m) Welshpool; 
(n) Oats Street; 
(o) Carlisle; 
(p) Victoria Park; 
(q) Burswood; 
(r) Belmont Park; 
(s) Claisebrook; and 
(t) McIver? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied: 

The Public Transport Authority advises: 

(1) (a)–(t)  1390, 413, 217, 1375, 142, 1195, 929, 548, 476, 1569, 2351, 616, 322, 2074, 440, 706, 1078, 
2420, 748, 779. 

(2) (a)–(t)  1665, 501, 268, 1699, 165, 1445, 1188, 699, 591, 1967, 2896, 766, 422, 2568, 523, 838, 1191, 
729, 962, 1053. 

(3) (a)–(t)  791, 223, 104, 671, 93, 652, 366, 219, 226, 705, 1165, 289, 104, 1000, 260, 420, 831, 1692, 
282, 184. 

PILBARA — VACANT GOVERNMENT DWELLINGS 

5705. Hon Sue Ellery to the minister representing the Minister for Housing 

(1) How many State Government owned dwellings in the Pilbara are currently vacant? 

(2) How many State Government owned dwellings are currently vacant in —  

(a) Port Hedland (including South Hedland); 

(b) Karratha (including Dampier, Wickham and Roebourne); 

(c) Newman; and 

(d) Tom Price? 

(3) How many State Government owned dwellings in the Pilbara have been sold in the last 12 months? 

(4) How many State Government owned dwellings have been sold in the last 12 months in —  

(a) Port Hedland (including South Hedland); 

(b) Karratha (including Dampier, Wickham and Roebourne); 

(c) Newman; and 

(d) Tom Price? 

(5) Does the State Government have any plans to sell any State Government dwellings in the Pilbara, and if 
so, what are the details? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

The Department of Housing advises: 

(1)  31 

(2) (a)  Nil.  Other communities located within the Port and South Hedland locality with vacant 
properties include: Cassia 3, Koombana 4, Lawson 3, Shellborough 1, Tkalka Boorda 1, 
Walnut Grove 4 and Spinifex Hill 1.  

(b)  10 

(c)  3 

(d)  Nil 

(3)  16 
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(4) (a)  6 

(b)  6 

(c)–(d)  Nil 

(5)  The department will continue to dispose of refurbished dwellings under its South Hedland New Living 
project to enable it to provide home ownership opportunities within the town, as well as to provide a 
balanced social mix by more evenly distributing social housing throughout the town.  

Properties in other towns that reach the end of their useful lives are subject to the department’s normal 
strategic asset management processes, which seek to balance community needs. 

FORESTRY ACTIVITIES — NANNUP AREA 

5706. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Forestry 

I refer to forestry activities near Nannup, and I ask —  

(1) Regarding the large stockpile of sheoak currently at McCorkhill Forest Block —  

(a) how much sheoak has been cut and stockpiled; 

(b) for what purpose has it been cut; and 

(c) given how quickly it spoils, why has it been stockpiled? 

(2) Regarding the jarrah stockpiles currently at McCorkhill Forest Block that are marked GFW (green 
firewood) —  

(a) how much jarrah has been cut and stockpiled for green firewood; 

(b) to whom is it allocated; and 

(c) is the Minister aware that the trees are used by cockatoos as a food source? 

(3) Is the Minister and/or the Forest Products Commission aware that at McCorkhill Forest Block there 
have been instances of rollers that are contaminated with wet clay from areas affected by dieback, 
driving in dieback free areas without first removing the wet clay? 

(4) Why is there a lack of facilities at McCorkhill Forest Block for cleaning rollers, to prevent this from 
happening? 

(5)  Why have boundary trees at Kearney Forest Block (where visibility is good as a result of clearing) been 
marked or blazed by using an axe which injures the trees, instead of using ribbon which does not injure 
trees? 

(6) Regarding Helms Forest Block —  

(a) is the reason the fauna habitat zone has been relocated to a previously cleared (burnt) area, to 
make way for logging; 

(b) what logging is planned for Helms Forest Block, and when; 

(c) what assessment has been made of the impact of this logging on —  

(i) Carnaby’s black cockatoos; 

(ii) Baudin’s black cockatoos; 

(iii) Red tailed black cockatoos; 

(iv) release and survival of the black cockatoos from the nearby rehabilitation centre at 
Jalbarragup; and 

(v) other native fauna; 

(d) what evidence is this assessment based on; 

(e) is it the Minister’s understanding that this assessment satisfies the Department of Environment 
and Conservation; 

(f) what assessment has been made of the impact of relocating the fauna habitat zone to its present 
location on —  

(i) Carnaby’s black cockatoos; 

(ii) Baudin’s black cockatoos; 

(iii) Red tailed black cockatoos; 
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(iv) release and survival of the black cockatoos from the nearby rehabilitation centre at 
Jalbarragup; and 

(v) other native fauna; 
(g) what evidence is this assessment based on; and 

(h) is it the Minister’s understanding that this assessment satisfies the Department of Environment 
and Conservation? 

(7) Why is Nannup Mill using first grade jarrah timber for sleepers instead of value adding? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1) (a)  McCorkhill forest block is a current operation and no logs have been “stockpiled”. As a 
standard practice logs are temporarily stored on landings prior to delivery. 
Approximately 1000 tonnes of sheoak logs have been harvested and delivered to customers 
from McCorkhill forest block thus far.  

(b)  The logs were cut and supplied to local sawmills for processing into a variety of timber 
products, such as furniture and flooring as well as boards for panelling and structural purposes.  

(c)  The logs were stored on landings temporarily prior to delivery to a customer. These logs have 
now been delivered to customers. 

(2) (a)  McCorkhill forest block is a current operation and logs that are stored temporarily on landings, 
pending delivery to customers, are not routinely measured. The logs marked as a commercial 
product will be delivered to customers prior to the completion of the operation. The FPC does 
not usually establish “stockpiles” of logs in State Forest. Only logs not suitable for the 
production of higher value products are sold as firewood. 

(b)  The logs produced in this operation are scheduled for delivery to a range of customers who 
hold contracts with the FPC.  

(c)  The Minister is aware that a variety of tree species are used as a food source for cockatoos. A 
number of provisions, such as fauna and flora habitat zones, and individually marked habitat 
trees, are implemented to ensure the impact on overall feed sources at landscape and local 
scale is minimal. At the forest level, less than 0.5 per cent of the native forest area is harvested 
in any year and there is always a mosaic of age classes and forest types that provide food 
sources and habitat for cockatoos. 

(3)  The FPC follows very strict environmental and hygiene management plans which are specified and 
monitored by the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC). The Minister and the FPC are 
not aware of any specific breaches of hygiene requirements. 

(4)  In order to ensure there are specific protocols in place to manage dieback, Hygiene Management Plans 
(HMPs) are prepared in conjunction with DEC for every harvesting operation. Wash down facilities are 
not always a requirement under HMPs. The alternative approach is to ensure that all vehicles are ‘clean 
on entry’ when accessing a dieback free zone and to restrict vehicle movements when this condition 
cannot be satisfied. FPC and its contractors inspect all vehicles prior to entering a ‘clean on entry’ point.  

(5)  The FPC prefers to use tape for the marking of boundaries rather than blazing. However, taped 
boundaries in this area have been tampered with on previous occasions. As a result, the FPC has had to 
use semi-permanent marking to ensure boundaries are not compromised. The blazing undertaken is 
superficial and is not intended to penetrate the sapwood layer of the tree, therefore reducing the 
likelihood of any permanent damage. 

(6) (a)  The location of Fauna Habitat Zones is the responsibility of DEC and the Conservation 
Commission. 

(b)  Selective harvesting is scheduled to occur in Helms forest block during Spring/Summer 2012. 

(c) (i)–(iv)  The assessment of threats to declared specially protected fauna is documented in 
species Recovery Plans prepared by DEC. These plans detail appropriate recovery 
strategies and actions. Prior to the commencement of harvesting, the Fauna 
Distribution Information System (FDIS) is used to predict the likely occurrence of 
fauna that might be impacted by timber harvesting. This system defines appropriate 
measures to minimise adverse impacts on fauna that may be present. 

(v)  The assessment of impacts on other native fauna has been undertaken across a range 
of forest types and forest harvesting measures through FORESTCHECK and other 
DEC research. This long-term monitoring has clearly shown a rapid recovery of fauna 
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biodiversity after harvesting disturbance such that there is, in most cases, no 
difference in the species richness or abundance between reference areas and the 
harvesting treatments. These assessments are undertaken by DEC and have been 
published on the DEC website and in the “Australian Forestry” journal. 

(d)  The evidence for these assessments is cited in the relevant Recovery Plans and 
FORESTCHECK paper. 

(e)  Yes 

(f)–(h)   The location of Fauna Habitat Zones is the responsibility of DEC and the Conservation 
Commission. 

(7)  Nannup Mill currently purchases Bole (Multiple Grade) Sawlogs and Third Grade Sawlogs. From these 
logs the mill is able to produce a range of timber products that provides a financial return to the 
business. Sleepers are cut from these logs and from parts of the log that are not suitable for cutting into 
higher value products.  

WILDLIFE REHABILITATORS — GOVERNMENT SUPPORT 

5707. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Environment 

(1) What support does the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) provide to registered 
wildlife rehabilitators and centres in terms of —  

(a) training; 
(b) insurance (eg workers compensation); 
(c) joint projects (eg research); 
(d) funding/grants; 
(e) reimbursement of expenses incurred; 
(f) discounts on DEC products (eg national park access, Landscope magazine); and 
(g) other support? 

(2) What support does the DEC provide to volunteer wildlife rehabilitators in terms of —  

(a) training; 
(b) insurance (eg workers compensation); 
(c) joint projects (eg research); 
(d) funding/grants; 
(e) reimbursement of expenses incurred; 
(f) discounts on DEC products (eg national park access, Landscope magazine); and 
(g) other support? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1) (a)  DEC offers a two-day basic Wildlife Rehabilitators Training course four times annually in the 
metropolitan area and may deliver the course in regional centres one or two times 
annually. Registered rehabilitators access the course for free. Special and advanced topic 
workshops are offered three or four times annually. DEC also provides a midweek two-day 
training course “Working with Volunteers in DEC”. 

(b)  DEC provides insurance cover through RiskCover for volunteers, which may be applied once 
other provisions have been exhausted. No wages are paid to volunteers, therefore workers 
compensation is not applicable. 

(c)  DEC convenes the Wildlife Rehabilitators Consultative Committee with rehabilitator 
representatives drawn from around the state. Projects have included the minimum standards for 
wildlife rehabilitation guidelines. DEC has also supported research projects, particularly those 
related to threatened fauna. In-kind support has included participation and guidance from DEC 
research personnel and grant application support. 

(d)  Grant funding has been provided within the ‘rescue and rehabilitation of injured or 
incapacitated fauna’ category of the Environmental Community Grants Program. A total of 
$139,035.15 has been allocated in the three years 2009 to 2011 ($32 679.50 in 2009; 
$56 854.04 in 2010 and $49 501.61 in 2011). Grants range from $500 to $5000. Support in the 
form of information and advice in applying for external grant funding is also given. 
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(e)  Generally wildlife rehabilitators meet their own expenses although grant funding can be used 
for rehabilitation expenses. 

(f)  DEC provides a comprehensive “rewards” system for its registered volunteers, based on hours 
completed. From 1 July 2012, these rewards are:  

• 20 hours: 20 per cent discount voucher (one-off) for DEC outlets; 
• 50 hours: 12 month DEC Volunteer park pass; 
• 150 hours: Limited edition pin badge featuring WA native wildlife; 
• 300 hours: DEC Voucher ($30 — $40 value); and 
• 500+ hours: 12-month DEC Volunteer park pass and 12-month subscription to Landscope 

magazine (one subscription per household). 

DEC volunteer passes provide free access to all DEC–managed lands for which there is an 
entry fee, and also a 20 per cent discount at DEC outlets on most products. 

(g)  DEC provides mentoring and advice to support registered wildlife rehabilitators and 
centres. Written guidelines have been published to assist rehabilitators in achieving best 
practice. DEC also houses and manages the Wildcare Helpline and maintains the wildlife 
rehabilitator’s directory. 

(2) (a)  In accordance with the Wildlife Conservation Regulations 1970, people can temporarily care 
for sick or injured fauna at home or volunteer their time at a rehabilitation centre without 
becoming a registered volunteer. DEC encourages such volunteers to become registered and to 
participate in training, however this is not mandatory. Anyone can undertake the basic Wildlife 
Rehabilitators Training course for a fee of $240. A volunteer who works at a registered centre 
can receive a discount for this training.  

(b)  A volunteer working at a registered centre is covered by virtue of the fact that the centre is 
registered. A rehabilitator who is not registered as a DEC volunteer or working at a registered 
wildlife rehabilitation centre is not covered by DEC’s insurance. 

(c)  Unregistered rehabilitators who are known by DEC to possess particular expertise in a subject 
area pertinent to a research proposal may be invited to participate in a joint research project. 

(d)  Unregistered rehabilitators may apply for funding as individuals for grants where they meet the 
advertised application criteria. The Environmental Community Grants program for rescue and 
rehabilitation of injured or incapacitated fauna is limited to registered rehabilitators. 

(e)  Generally wildlife rehabilitators meet their own expenses, although they may also receive 
donations and sponsorships.  

(f)  Unregistered rehabilitators do not have access to discounts on DEC products. 

(g)  Unregistered rehabilitators can obtain the minimum standards for wildlife rehabilitation 
guidelines from DEC and are encouraged to register so that they become eligible for support 
from DEC. 

DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND PETROLEUM — LEGACY MINES POLICY 

5708. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Indigenous Affairs 

I refer to the answers to a question without notice asked of the Minister of Mines answered on 12 June 2012 and 
an extract from Tabled paper 4583 that accompanied that answer —  

‘Recommendation 4: DIA should ensure that mining operators comply with conditions under Section 18 
of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972. This will include conducting adequate monitoring and inspections. 
The Department of Indigenous Affairs is leading the response to this recommendation.’ 

and I ask —  

(1) Has the Department of Indigenous Affairs (DIA) concluded its response to the Auditor Generals 
Recommendation 4? 

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

(3) If yes to (1), will the Minister table that response? 

(4) If no to (1), when is the DIA expected to respond to the Auditor Generals Recommendation 4? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)  Yes 
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(2)  Not applicable. 

(3)  DIA has recognised the need and commenced a process of improvement prior to the Auditor General’s 
report with the establishment of a Compliance Unit in July 2010. There is no documentary response to 
table. 

(4)  DIA welcomed some useful suggestions from the Auditor General to further improve it processes and 
has incorporated those suggestions into its processes, this includes the commencement of an audit 
program to ensure compliance with mining exploration activities. 

There will be an ongoing improvement to the process and this includes the increased compliance 
capacity in each of the seven DIA regional offices, the establishment of the Audit program and the 
continued focus on site impact avoidance through the provision of heritage information to mining 
proponents and the engagement of Aboriginal people with heritage knowledge working collaboratively 
with industry on the protection of sites. 

MINING — ENVIRONMENTAL BONDS 

5709. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

(1) I refer to conversations and questions asked in Estimates on Wednesday, 6 June 2012 in relation to 
bonds and ask — When does the Government intend to lift the bond rate to 40 per cent of the total 
environmental damage? 

(2) In relation to (1), how will this be implemented by mining companies? 

(3) In relation to the implementation of a fidelity account, what will happen to the current bond system 
when it is introduced? 

(4) In relation to the implementation of a fidelity account, what will happen to insurance or bond coverage 
in the period between the closure of the current bond system and the fidelity account generating enough 
funds to cover for rehabilitation of defaulting mining tenements? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  The next increase to 40 per cent of the estimated rehabilitation cost is from 1 January 2013; 

(2)  The new bond rate will apply to mining proposals received after 1 January 2013. For existing projects, 
the new bonds rate will be applied as part of Department of Mines and Petroleum’s ongoing bond 
review process. 

(3)  Should the fidelity account be introduced as proposed, then the facility to apply bonds will remain 
under the Mining Act 1978, and bonds will be retained on high risk sites. 

(4)  The majority of bonds will be retired as mining companies pay into the fund. Even in the early years the 
Government will be in an improved position to meet any critical rehabilitation issues. 

DEPARTMENT OF INDIGENOUS AFFAIRS — LAND ACCESS SOLUTIONS 
5710. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Indigenous Affairs 

I refer to the company Land Access Solutions, and ask —  

(1) Has the Department of Indigenous Affairs (DIA) had any dealings with Land Access Solutions? 

(2) If yes to (1), on how many occasions? 

(3) In what capacity were these contacts? 

(4) If yes to (1), whom within that company has DIA had communication with? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)  Yes 

(2)–(4)  Mr Damien Piro of Land Access Solutions contacted the Department of Indigenous Affairs (DIA) on 
two occasions to view heritage site files. Mr Justin Cvitan of Land Access Solutions telephoned DIA on 
two occasions to request information on the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee meeting dates and 
processes. 

DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND PETROLEUM — ADMINISTERED TRANSACTIONS 
5711. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to page 169 of the 2012–13 Budget, and I ask the Minister to please explain the $15 million drop in 
Administered transactions? 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

The drop is mainly due to $17 million being provided for Mining Tenement Refunds in 2011–12. 

MINING — ENVIRONMENTAL ANNUAL REPORTING SYSTEM 

5712. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to the third dot point on page 171 of the 2012–13 State Budget papers regarding transparency, and I 
ask —  
(1) How far advanced is the mining environmental annual reporting system? 
(2) When is the Minister expecting that system to be available to the public? 
(3) Will the information on the site still only be for projects that have been part of a formal EPA-

assessment? 
(4) Will the reporting and monitoring information for all projects be available, and if so, when? 
(5) Will a similar system to make public the environmental reporting information for petroleum projects by 

put into place? 
(6) If yes to 5 —  

(a) when is this likely to occur; 

(b) will it provide information on all projects, or only projects that have been formally assessed by 
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA); and 

(c) will it at least provide this information for all unconventional gas projects? 

(7) Has the Minister considered funding and locating monitoring/enforcement staff with the EPA? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  The Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) is expanding its database system (EARS: 
Environmental Assessment and Regulatory System) to allow online lodgement of mining annual 
environmental reports. This new enhancement will also include the environmental performance data 
being made publicly available on DMP’s website.  

(2)  The enhancement to the database is under development and the functionality is planned to be completed 
in the fourth quarter of 2012. 

(3)  The implementation of the online lodgement system will not be restricted to those projects that have 
been part of the Part IV process under the Environmental Protection Act 1986.  

(4)  The enhancements to EARS to enable online lodgement and public availability of data will be 
implemented in stages. The system functionality for mining environmental performance reports will be 
in place in the fourth quarter of 2012. The timeframe for other projects (for example exploration) will 
be determined once this stage of the new functionality is implemented. 

(5)  DMP has already signalled its intention to implement a similar system through the draft petroleum 
regulations recently released for public comment. 

(6)  (a)–(c) The timing and scope of this will be determined following the passing of the regulations under 
the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Resources Act 1967, Petroleum (Submerged Lands) 
Act 1982 and the Petroleum Pipelines Act 1969. 

(7)  No. 
UNCONVENTIONAL GAS INDUSTRY — FARMING CO-LOCATION 

5713. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to page 172 of the 2012–13 State Budget papers regarding Geoscience information and advice – 
‘Assistance and advice on land-use matters’, and I ask —  

(1) Has the Minister provided any advice regarding the co-location of unconventional gas and farming? 

(2) To whom has this advice been given? 

(3) Will the Minister please table any such advice that has been given to —  

(a) industry as represented by APPEA; 
(b) farmers as represented by the Farmers’ Federation; and 
(c) local communities? 

(4) Is the Minister engaging with WA Farmers’ Federation regarding their desire for a right of veto? 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  No, not personally. However, the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) through its program of 
Geoscience Information and Advice, including assistance and advice on land-use matters, provides a 
wide range of information mainly through publications that are on the DMP website. 

(2)  In addition to the information on DMP’s website, DMP responds to individual queries from the broad 
community and runs conferences, workshops and meetings on specific topics. The information 
presented and discussed includes geoscience data and analysis over Western Australia demonstrating 
the prospectivity for all commodities including gas that would show its co-location with farming. 
Additional information is provided on how the regulatory processes address the variety of interests in 
land. The information is generally not focussed on advice per se, although if questions relate to 
individual rights then it could be seen as specific advice on particular legislative processes or rights. 

(3)  No. Given the general and wide ranging nature of the information disseminated by DMP, it would be 
impractical to attempt to do this. 

(4)  No, not personally. However, DMP has had, and will continue to have, discussions with the Western 
Australia Farmers’ Federation concerning this issue. 

ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS — COMMUNITY SERVICES FUND 

5714. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 
I refer to note D on page 174 of the State Budget papers regarding the Royalties for Regions Community 
Services Fund, and I ask —  
(1) Will the Minister please detail the projects that access money from this fund? 
(2) If no to (1), why not? 
Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  The Exploration Incentive Scheme, consisting of the following six projects: 
• Exploration and Environmental Coordination  
• Innovative Drilling including the Co-Funded Drilling Program  
• Geophysical and Geochemical Surveys  
• 3D Geological Mapping  
• Promoting Strategic Research with Industry  
• Sustainable Working Relations with Indigenous Communities  
Regional Workers Incentives Allowance Payments 

(2)  Not applicable. 
MINES AND PETROLEUM — ALTERNATIVE ENERGY MOBILISATION SCHEME 

5715. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 
I refer to the $20.6 million for the Alternative Energy Mobilisation Scheme identified in the 2011–12 Budget 
that was not spent and is not currently noted in the 2012–13 Budget. I was advised on 1 May 2012 that a revised 
business case had gone to Regional Development and Lands and that no funds had as yet been released to the 
Department of Mines and Petroleum. The Financial Review reported ‘the collapse of a WA Govt initiative to 
form a rig club for drilling’. I ask —  

(1) Is this business case still progressing? 
(2) If yes to (1), when is the Minister expecting those funds to become available? 
(3) Has the formation of Enerdrill and their planned import of three drill rigs been incorporated into the 

revised business case, or will further work now be required? 
Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 
(1)  No. More recently, committed operators have generally been successful in accessing rigs for drilling 

unconventional energy targets. 
(2)–(3)  Not applicable. 

MINES AND PETROLEUM — PETROLEUM STATE ROYALTIES 

5716. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to page 177 of the 2012–13 State Budget papers regarding Petroleum State Royalties. I note that the 
Government received less than half the anticipated royalties in 2011–12 and is predicting a further steep fall in 
petroleum royalty income in 2012–13, and I ask —  
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(1) Why were the actual royalties received from petroleum so much lower than you expected in 2011–12? 

(2) Why are the budgeted royalties for 2012–13 so much lower again? 

(3) As companies are telling communities that they will drill far fewer wells than originally anticipated for 
an unconventional gas field, will the Minister return the royalty rate for tight gas to the rate for 
conventional gas projects?  

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  The decrease reflects the lower than forecast sales volumes and energy prices coupled with the higher 
than forecast exchange rate. 

(2)  Page 112 of 2012–13 Budget paper No 3 states “Petroleum royalties are forecast to fall by $7 million 
(or 36.1%) to $13 million in 2012–13, primarily reflecting declining output from existing on-shore oil 
and gas fields.” 

(3)  Tight gas exploration wells are generally more expensive and entail greater risk in making a 
commercial discovery, than for conventional gas. Tight gas production wells are generally more 
expensive and more wells are usually required, than for conventional gas. The royalty rate set for tight 
gas recognises the significantly higher exploration, drilling and petroleum recovery costs than for 
conventional gas. 

COAL INDUSTRY — DEVELOPMENT FUNDING 

5717. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to the money spent on coal industry development in 2011–12, which was twice the budgeted amount, and 
I ask —  
(1) Will the Minister please explain why this extra money was spent? 
(2) Will the Minister please explain what this extra money was spent upon? 
(3) If no to (1) or (2), why not? 
Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 
(1)  The additional expenditure in the 2011–12 financial year is carryover funding from the  previous 

financial year.  
(2)  The expenditure was for the State’s contribution towards the Harvey One test  stratigraphic well. 
(3)  Not applicable. 

MINES AND PETROLEUM — PERMITS AND LICENCES 

5718. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to the proceeds from petroleum permits and licences nearly doubling from 2011–12 actual to 2012–13 
budget as detailed on page 177 of the 2012–13 State Budget papers, and I ask —  

(1) Will the Minister please explain the expected increase in terms of —  

(a) permit numbers; and  

(b) increased fees? 

(2) What is the Minister’s expectation regarding how many of these will be production licences? 

(3) Does the Minister have an expectation that any of these licenses will be production licences for 
unconventional gas? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) (a)  It is estimated that there will only be a small increase in the number of permits in 2012/13. 

(b)  The 2012/13 budget estimate includes an increase in all State Petroleum permits and licences 
of 14 per cent. The additional revenue is principally attributed to increased costs associated 
with the introduction of an Attraction and Retention Incentive. 

It should be noted that the reduction in the estimated actual proceeds from petroleum permits 
and licences for 2011/12 was a consequence of the loss of Commonwealth Petroleum revenue 
associated with the implementation of the National Offshore Petroleum Regulatory reforms 
introduced by the Commonwealth on 1 January 2012. These reforms have resulted in the 
transfer of a number of petroleum regulatory functions between the State (Department of 
Mines and Petroleum) and the new national bodies regarding issuance of titles and approvals 
for safety and environment.  
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The budget estimate for 2012/13 and forward estimates remain unadjusted as the full impact of 
the Commonwealth — State arrangements are still to be worked through.  

(2) It is difficult to predict how many discoveries will prove to be commercially viable. 

(3)  It is unlikely that the Department of Mines and Petroleum will be granting production licences for 
unconventional gas in the 2012/13 financial year. 

MENTAL HEALTH FACILITIES — GOLDFIELDS–ESPERANCE REGION 

5719. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to the new sub-acute service to be established in the Goldfields–Esperance region, and I ask —  

(1) Are these new beds which will be in addition to the beds currently available at Graylands Hospital and 
other sub-acute mental health facilities in Western Australia? 

(2) If no to (1), are these beds being relocated from Graylands? 

(3) If yes to (2), how many beds will be closed at Graylands? 

(4) If yes to (2), will any funding be redirected from Graylands to the new service? 

(5) If yes to (3), how much? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  Yes 

(2)  Not applicable 

(3)  No beds at Graylands are planned to be closed to support this new service. The State Government in 
the 2012–13 budget has committed new funding of $2.5 million for the subacute service in the 
Goldfields–Esperance region. 

(4)–(5)  Not applicable 

MENTAL HEALTH — STEP UP, STEP DOWN FACILITY 

5720. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to the new step up-step down facility at Joondalup, and I ask —  

(1) Will the facility be run directly by the Department of Health? 

(2) If no to (1), which organisation has been identified to run the facility? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 
(1)  No 
(2)  The tender for the Joondalup Sub acute Service was advertised on Tenders WA and closed on 18 July 

2012. The tender evaluation process is currently being undertaken. 

PEOPLE WITH EXCEPTIONALLY COMPLEX NEEDS PROGRAM 
5721. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to the People with Exceptionally Complex Needs (PECN) pilot program, and I ask —  

(1) Has any funding been allocated for this program for 2012–13? 

(2) If yes to (1), how much? 

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

(4) Is there any intention of expanding this program? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  Yes, the Disability Services Commission and the Mental Health Commission jointly fund the two 
coordinator positions for the PECN Program, which are located within the Disability Services 
Commission.  

The Department for Child Protection, Disability Services Commission and the Mental Health 
Commission jointly fund the coordinator position for the Young People with Exceptionally Complex 
Needs (YPECN) Program. 

(2)  The funding for the PECN Coordinator positions is $120,000 per year per agency ($240,000 total). In 
addition, the Department of Child Protection provide $50,000 per year under the National Partnership 
Agreement on Homelessness as a brokerage fund to enable allocation of small amounts of funding to 
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facilitate urgent action to support program participants. Agencies utilise their mainstream funding to 
support participants within the program as they would normally be able to access the services of the 
respective agencies. 

The funding for the YPECN Coordinator position is $50,000 per year per agency ($150,000 total). 

(3)  Not applicable 

(4)  The PECN program was expanded in 2011/12 to support 18 clients (originally nine). There is no plan 
for further expansion in 2012/13. 
The YPECN program was only established in 2012. There is no plan for further expansion in 2012/13. 

MENTAL HEALTH — SERVICES AND FACILITIES FUNDING 

5722. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to the Western Australian State Budget 2012–13, and I ask —  

(1) Has any funding been allocated for any new services or programs specifically to meet the needs of 
people with co-occurring mental illness and intellectual disability? 

(2) If yes to (1), please provide a brief description of any planned programs. 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  Yes 

(2)  Young People with Exceptionally Complex Needs (YPECN). The YPECN project was established in 
early 2012. The Department for Child Protection, Disability Services Commission and Mental Health 
Commission jointly fund the coordinator position for the YPECN project. This amounts to $50 000 per 
year, per agency. 

The target group is young people who: 
• pose a significant risk of harm to self or others;  
• require intensive support; 
• would benefit from receiving co-ordinated services; and 
• for whom the existing system is not working as well as it should, and who also have two or more of 

the following: 
o a mental illness; 
o an acquired brain injury; 
o an intellectual disability; or 
o a significant substance use problem. 

Disability in the Arts, Disadvantage in the Arts Australia (DADAA — In February 2012, funding of 
$90,000 was announced for Disability in the Arts, Disadvantage in the Arts Australia (DADAA) to run 
‘The Esperance Emergence Project’. This is aimed at enhancing self-esteem, teaching new skills and 
encouraging social engagement and friendships through fun, educational and inclusive activities. 

The program will develop the creative skills of people with disability, mental illness and substance use 
issues. It will have a sustained day activity and respite impact and improve social inclusion and access 
to innovative self-advocacy communication tools. DADAA is working with local partners such as 
BOICO, community mental health services, the Local Area Coordinator and the Shire of Esperance. 

MENTAL HEALTH — SERVICES AND FACILITIES FUNDING 

5724. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to the Western Australian State Budget 2012–13, and to funding for ‘Consumer, Family and Carer 
engagement,’ and I ask —  

(1) How much funding has been allocated to the consumer peak body for each of the next three years? 

(2) Has funding been allocated to progress any new initiatives to support the growth of a consumer 
workforce? 

(3) If yes —  
(a) how much; and 
(b) will the Minister please provide some information on the initiatives planned? 

(3) If no to (2), why not? 
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Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  The Mental Health Commission has allocated $250,000 (excluding GST) for each of the next three 
years to Consumers of Mental Health Western Australia (CoMHWA) as Western Australia’s first 
consumer peak association of mental health consumers. Funding will be indexed each year. 

(2)  Yes 

(3)  (a) Funding listed below excludes GST: 

$130,752: Peer Support Worker Grants 

$16,300: The National Mental Health Consumer and Carer Forum (NMHCCF) 

$455,000: Workforce development scholarships 

$10,000: 2012 Western Australian Drug and Alcohol conference — Making it Happen: 
Improving Services through Collaboration  

(3) (b) Peer Support Worker Grants — these grants provide funding to develop the capacity of 
Community Managed Organisations (CMO) to employ people with a lived experience of 
mental health issues. The aim is to prepare a CMO for peer workers; promote cultures that 
welcome peer workers, provide training or to assist in the development of support structures 
for peer workers. To be eligible for the grants, the CMO needed to partner with a public mental 
health service. Three CMOs have been granted funding: Neami Ltd; Mental Illness Fellowship 
of WA Inc; and Women’s Healthworks.  

State representatives on the NMHCCF — NMHCCF, under the auspices of the Mental Health 
Council of Australia, is the combined national voice for mental health consumers and carers 
participating in the development of Australian mental health sector and its services. Through 
its membership, the NMHCCF gives mental health consumers and carers the opportunity to 
meet, form partnerships and be involved in the development and implementation of mental 
health reform. It is funded through contributions from each jurisdiction and the Australian 
Government Department of Health and Ageing. The Mental Health Commission has facilitated 
the selection of the State representatives using the national guidelines for the selection process. 
The consumer representative is Lorraine Powell and the carer representative is Debora Sobott. 
The NMHCCF is ongoing and funding is indexed each year. 

Workforce development scholarships — the Mental Health Commission offered scholarships 
to complete approved university and polytechnic studies in mental health. The scheme is part 
of the Commission’s commitment to building a sustainable, highly trained and capable mental 
health workforce. Twenty–five (25) people with lived experience were successful for the 
scholarship. 
2012 Western Australian Drug and Alcohol conference — Making it Happen: Improving 
Services through Collaboration — the Mental Health Commission is providing registration for 
three consumers and three carers to attend the conference in August. 

MENTAL HEALTH — BENTLEY ADOLESCENT UNIT 

5726. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to the Bentley Adolescent Mental Health Unit, and ask —  

(1) What is the current status of the upgrade of the unit? 

(2) How much has been spent in total on the upgrade? 

(3) How much is yet to be spent? 

(4) Has the Government made a decision regarding the future of those beds for older youths which will not 
be relocated to the new children’s hospital? 

(5) If yes to (4), what will happen to these beds? 

(6) If no to (4), when is it expected a decision will be made? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  Stage 1 of the Bentley Adolescent Mental Health Unit redevelopment is complete. This has resulted in a 
new staff base, which improves observation within the unit, a new treatment room, a patient laundry, a 
dirty utility area and a new staff room. Stage 2 has commenced which involves the redevelopment of 
the Focal Care Area, (specialised intensive treatment area for inpatients), and this stage is due for 
completion by 1 September 2012.  
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(2)–(3)  [See paper 4809.] 

(4)  A decision has not yet been finalised on the future inpatient service requirements for older youths, 
which will not be relocated to NCH. 

(5)  Not applicable 

(6)  A Youth Mental Health Plan for WA will be developed by the end of 2012. This will include 
consideration of the future allocation of beds for older youth. 

MENTAL HEALTH — DECLARED PLACE 

5727. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health 

(1) Does the Minister intend to establish a declared place for people with a severe and persistent mental 
illness? 

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

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

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)–(3)  The Government’s priority at this stage is to establish declared places for people with an intellectual or 
cognitive disability who have been accused, but not convicted, of a crime. This is prioritised because no 
alternatives to prison currently exist for this small group of people. The Government has committed 
nearly $11.3 million in the 2012–13 State Budget to building two 10-bed disability justice centres and a 
prison in-reach program in 2012–13, with another $6.4 million from the Disability Services 
Commission.  

MENTAL HEALTH — CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

5728. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to the first paragraph under ‘Mental Illness in the Criminal Justice System’ on page 869 of the 2012–13 
State Budget papers, and I ask if the Minister would please advise of the source of the statistic that six per cent of 
adults attending the Perth Magistrates’ Courts are estimated to have a serious mental illness? 
Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

The estimate of 6 per cent was derived from a review of the Australian and international literature, and reflects a 
conservative approach. 

A range of Australian and international studies have attempted to estimate the rate of serious mental illness in the 
criminal justice system, which includes the court-attending population. These studies use differing 
methodologies, subject selection and use of instruments, and also have different target populations. 
Examples of this work include but are not confined to: 

Ogloff et al (2007) ‘The identification of mental disorders in the criminal justice system: report to the 
Criminology Research Council’ Australian Institute of Criminology  

An extensive review of existing Australian epidemiological data by Mullen et al (2003) National forensic mental 
health scoping study, Canberra: Department of Health and Ageing,  
The review of the literature contained in: the 2008 and 2009 reports of the Law Reform Commission: 

Law Reform Commission of Western Australia (2008) Court Intervention Programs: Consultation Paper, 
Government of Western Australia 

Law Reform Commission of Western Australia (2009) Court Intervention Programs: Final Report, Government 
of Western Australia 

This is reinforced by the considerable work of Professor Shaw from the University of Manchester over the past 
decade, including Shaw J et al (1999) Prevalence and detection of serious psychiatric disorder in defendants 
attending court, The Lancet, Volume 353, Issue 9158. 

HAZARDOUS WASTE REGULATIONS 

5729. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

With reference to answer to question without notice No. 116, question on notice No. 5438 and the Customs 
(Prohibited Imports) Regulations 1956, Regulation 4R Importation of radioactive substances, Hazardous Waste 
(Regulation of Exports and Imports) Act 1989 and Hazardous Waste (Regulation of Exports and Imports) 
Regulations 1996, I again ask if the waste material is not classified as hazardous under any of the above is Lynas 
permitted to import its waste into Western Australia from its Malaysian plant? 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

Waste material that is not classified as hazardous or radioactive under Commonwealth legislation, is subject to 
the requirements of Western Australian legislation.  

Any company wishing to import waste material into Western Australia is subject to the requirements of the 
Environmental Protection (Controlled Waste) Regulations 2004 and/or Environmental Protection Regulations 
1997.  

CRISTAL GLOBAL PLANT — CONTAMINATION 

5731. Hon Sally Talbot to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Environment 

In relation to the Cristal Global plant located on government land at Lot 4 Old Coast Road Australind, I ask — 
(1) Is this site monitored by the Department of Conservation and Environment (DEC)? 
(2) If no to (1), why not? 
(3) Has the Minister any evidence that the company has commenced rehabilitation of the contaminated 

areas on the site? 
(4) What steps has DEC taken to ensure that remediation and rehabilitation is taking place on this site? 
(5) Is the Government considering applying an environmental bond on Cristal Globe to safeguard against 

long term contamination? 
(6) If no to (5), why not? 
Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)–(2)  The chemical manufacturing plant at Lot 4 Old Coast Road, Australind is licensed under Part V of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986 and is also classified contaminated — remediation required under 
the Contaminated Sites Act 2003. The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) monitors 
compliance with the licence conditions and also monitors progress with contamination investigations 
and remediation. 

(3)  The licensee reports on progress with its contaminated groundwater recovery and treatment program in 
its Annual Environmental Report, submitted in accordance with its licence conditions. 

(4)  Prior to the commencement of the Contaminated SitesAct, the premises’ licence included reporting 
requirements on the groundwater recovery and treatment program. Contamination investigation and 
remediation at the site are now regulated under the Contaminated Sites Act, and DEC monitors progress 
with these works. 

(5)  No 

(6)  The licensee has taken voluntary action since 1978 to recover and treat contaminated groundwater, 
indicating that a financial assurance need not be applied in this instance. DEC will ensure that the 
licensee continues to make satisfactory progress with investigation, remediation, management and 
monitoring of contamination at the site. 

CRISTAL GLOBAL PLANT — CONTAMINATION 

5732. Hon Sally Talbot to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Environment 

In relation to the Cristal Global plant located on government land at Lot 4 Old Coast Road Australind, I ask —  

(1) Given the current level of contamination at the current site, has a Health Risk Assessment been carried 
out on the plant site and on land adjacent to this site? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 
(3) If yes to (1), is this assessment available to the public? 

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

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  A screening level health and environmental risk assessment was carried out as part of the classification 
of Lot 4 Old Coast Road, Australind as contaminated — remediation required under the Contaminated 
Sites Act 2003. The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) understands that 
environmental consultants engaged by Cristal Global have undertaken further investigation and more 
detailed human health and ecological risk assessment of groundwater contamination. DEC also 
understands that an accredited contaminated sites auditor has reviewed and provided comment on the 
consultant’s report. Once the auditor has approved the report and the site management plan, these 
documents will be submitted to DEC.  
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(2)  Not applicable. 

(3)–(4)  A summary of the screening level health and environmental risk assessment is contained in the Basic 
Summary of Records for the site, which is available from the Contaminated Sites Database on DEC’s 
website at www.dec.wa.gov.au.  

Once the report on the detailed human health and ecological risk assessment of groundwater 
contamination has been submitted to DEC, it will be available to the public by requesting a Detailed 
Summary of Records under the provisions of the Contaminated Sites Act and Contaminated Sites 
Regulations 2006. 

NUCLEAR WASTE STORAGE 

5736. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Health 

I refer to nuclear waste storage, and the recent passage of the National Radioactive Waste Management Bill 2010 
through the Commonwealth Senate, and answer to question on notice No. 273 asked of the Minister for Mines, 
and I ask — 

(1) Has the Minister sought legal advice about the impact of this legislation on the operation of the Western 
Australian Nuclear Waste Storage and Transportation (Prohibition) Act 1999? 

(2) Will the Minister table the advice or provide an explanation to the Council? 

(3) What, if anything, will the Minister do to uphold the intent of the Western Australia Nuclear Waste 
Storage and Transportation (Prohibition) Act 1999? 

(4) Will the Minister take immediate action to convey to the Commonwealth Government this State’s clear 
and legislated opposition to the storage and transportation of nuclear waste in Western Australia? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  No. 

(2)  Not applicable. 

(3)–(4)  Not applicable. I do not believe it is the Commonwealth’s intention to site the repository in Western 
Australia. 

BURRUP PENINSULA — ABORIGINAL HERITAGE SITE 23323 

5737. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Indigenous Affairs 

I refer to Aboriginal interim registered heritage site 23323, Burrup Peninsula, Murujuga and question on notice 
No. 5024, and I ask —  
(1) Why were the Aboriginal parties to the Burrup Maitland Industrial Estates Agreement not consulted 

with by staff of the Department of Indigenous Affairs (DIA) in respect of the Aboriginal Cultural 
Material Committee (ACMC) decision (question on notice No. 5024 (4)) when in answer to question on 
notice No. 5024 (10–12) the DIA initiated briefings with the Department of State Development, 
Dampier Port Authority and other industry? 

(2) Is it the role of the DIA or the Registrar to seek further input from Government and industry about a 
decision of the ACMC after a decision has been reached? 

(3) If yes to (2), will the Minister identify which section of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 gives the 
powers to the DIA or the Registrar to not implement the ACMC’s decision and await further input from 
Government and industry before formalising the ACMC’s decision? 

(4) What was the basis for the DIA or the Registrar concluding that there was ‘insufficient information’ 
when the ACMC had concluded that there was sufficient information? 

(5) Does site 23323 still retain the status of ‘insufficient information’? 

(6) If yes to (5), what is the nature of the ‘insufficient information’? 

(7) If yes to (5), when does the Minister consider that the DIA or the Registrar will have sufficient 
information? 

(8) Was the ACMC advised by the DIA or Registrar that they had not a ctioned the decision of the ACMC 
in respect of their findings in respect of site 23323? 

(9) If yes to (8), on what date did this occur? 

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

(11) If no to (8), when will the ACMC be advised? 
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(12) In respect of site 23323, was the ACMC required to consult with Government and industry landholders 
prior to making a decision in respect of that site? 

(13) If no to (12), why not? 
(14) If yes to (12), why? 
(15) Did the ACMC receive any information from government and industry landholders prior to making 

their decision in respect of site 23323? 
(16) If yes to (15), which Government or industry landholders provided that information? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

(1)  The Department of Indigenous Affairs (DIA) was of the view that consultation with traditional 
custodians was appropriate and adequate. 

(2)  Yes 
(3)  The Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee (ACMC)’s role is limited to providing advice, forming an 

opinion and making recommendations. Section 37(2) of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 (AHA) 
provides that the role of the Registrar is to administer day to day operations of the ACMC and perform 
any functions allocated to the Registrar under the AHA. DIA provides secretariat support to ACMC 
where required. 

(4)  The ACMC assessment in August 2011 was in the context of a section 18 application submitted by 
Main Roads Western Australia and dealt with the question of whether the AHA applies to part only of 
the site. The site informants informed DIA that the boundary of the site was greater than the area 
subject of that section 18 application. 

(5)  Yes 
(6)  Confirmation of the boundaries of the whole of the area 23323. 
(7)  A project to map the cultural heritage values and boundaries of the Burrup Peninsula is being developed 

by DIA and will commence in September 2012 in consultation with traditional custodians and other 
stakeholders. It is anticipated there will be sufficient information at the completion of this project to 
determine the heritage values and boundaries of site 23323. 

(8)  Yes 
(9)  29 September 2011 
(10)–(11) Not applicable. 

(12)  It is a matter for the ACMC as to what may be required to inform its advice opinion or 
recommendation. 

(13)–(14) Not applicable. 
(15)  Yes 
(16)  Main Roads Western Australia. 

EXMOUTH REGION — RESIDENTIAL WATER BORES 

5738. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Environment 

I refer to the development of multiple water bores in the Exmouth region and town site. This is in spite of the 
North West Cape’s World Heritage values due to its unique karst system, host to protected stygofauna. 

I also draw your attention to the statement in Appendix 3: Guidance for water management to protect ecological 
values of the Cape Range Province of the Environmental Protection of Cape Range Province, Position Statement 
No. 1, December 1999 —  

To manage water abstraction to ensure that karst formations and wetlands are protected, all bores in 
the area should be licensed and abstraction from all bores should be coordinated through a single 
provider with day to day management responsibility. As the major abstracter in the area, an on-site 
presence and good monitoring systems, the Water Corporation should be the current focus for this 
coordinated management. 

and I ask —  

(1) Were there amendments in legislation or regulation in 2011 to allow for residential water bores without 
application or licence within the Exmouth town site or in the region? 

(2) If yes to (1), will the Minister provide a copy of the changes in legislation or regulation that allow for 
residential water bores without application or licence? 
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(3) If no to (1), what is the current process that applies to the people who wish to construct water bores 
within the Exmouth town site or in the region? 

(4) Given that there has been an influx of private residential water bores being drilled in Exmouth 
Township in recent months, does the Department of Environment and Conservation or the Minister 
have any concerns about the impact of water extraction on the regional-local aquifer and stygofauna? 

(5) What are the risks that over-extraction will lead to detrimental impacts on the protected subterranean 
stygofauna? 

(6) What are the risks that over-extraction will allow for the ingress of sea water into the aquifer? 

(7) What monitoring of the extraction rates, impacts and ingress of saline water is being carried out to 
ensure the objectives of the Environmental Protection of Cape Range Province, Position Statement 
No. 1, December 1999 are being met? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)–(3)  Yes, see the Government Gazette of 8 July 2011 No. 132, page 2901. 

(4)–(6)  Abstraction of groundwater could result in changes to water quality due to saltwater intrusion by 
upconing, and this may have the potential to impact on stygofauna. 

Over-extraction of freshwater can lead to the inland migration of the saltwater interface, resulting in the 
loss or modification of habitat for subterranean species. 

There is always some risk of abstraction increasing salinity in the aquifer and this has not changed with 
exempting the need to license domestic bores. The Department of Water advises that domestic bore use 
in comparison to the overall use of the resource represents a minimal risk. Largely the ingress of sea 
water into the aquifer depends on where a bore is located, how much is abstracted and how much the 
aquifer was recharged by rainfall during the previous year.  

(7)  The Department of Water monitors the potential impacts and ingress of saline water via the 
administration of a groundwater licence held by the Water Corporation that requires the monitoring of 
water levels and water quality including salinity. 

ALCOA — BAUXITE RESIDUE DISPOSAL 

5740. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Environment 

I refer to the use of Residue Storage Areas (RSAs) by ALCOA for the disposal of bauxite residue waste under its 
current licence, and I ask —  

(1) What environmental standards is ALCOA applying to the RSAs to ensure that there is no contamination 
of the soil and groundwater and no airborne pollution from residual toxic metals, substances and 
radioactive material stored in the RSAs? 

(2) Has the Department of Environment and Conservation carried out any compliance audits of the RSAs 
used by ALCOA? 

(3) If yes to (2) —  

(a) at which sites and on what dates; and  

(b) what were the findings of the audit at each site? 

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

(5) Is the Minister satisfied that ALCOA is using the most up-to-date technology for the disposal and 
treatment of bauxite residue? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) has advised that Alcoa designs and 
constructs all new residue storage areas (RSAs) in accordance with the then Australian Government 
Department of Industry, Tourism and Resources’ “Tailings Management — Leading Practice 
Sustainable Development Program for the Mining Industry (February 2007)” and the Australian 
National Committee on Large Dams Incorporated’s “Guidelines on Tailing Dams — Planning, Design, 
Construction, Operation and Closure (May 2012)”.   

These documents address tailings management and include sections on environmental 
management.  They also include criteria for earthquake risk, long-term stability and management of 
stormwater events, all of which have potential environmental implications. 
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To minimise environmental risks, DEC also requires Alcoa to design and construct all new RSAs with a 
low permeability base; a high density polyethylene geomembrane; a base drainage system; a stormwater 
containment system; sprinklers which have coverage of the entire mud pouring area; and a detailed 
groundwater monitoring program in the vicinity of the RSA. 

(2)  Yes 

(3) (a)  DEC inspected Alcoa’s RSAs at its Kwinana Refinery on 3 September 2007 and a desktop 
audit was conducted on 25 May 2011.  The RSAs at the Wagerup Refinery were inspected and 
audited on 14 December 2010, and at the Pinjarra Refinery on 16 December 2010. 

(b)  At the time of inspection, DEC determined that Alcoa was compliant with its licence 
conditions applicable to RSAs for the Pinjarra and Wagerup Refineries. DEC identified two 
technical breaches of licence conditions applicable to the RSAs for the Kwinana 
Refinery. DEC determined that these breaches resulted in no adverse environmental impacts. 

(4)  Not applicable 

(5)  Alcoa has developed two pioneering and best practice processes for the treatment of bauxite 
residue. These are the use of carbon dioxide to treat red mud, and bacteria to destroy oxalate. 

MENTAL HEALTH — HOSPITAL RETURN WITHIN 72 HOURS 
5749. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich to the Minister for Mental Health 

At each of the following hospitals, how many patients with a mental diagnosis have returned to the hospital 
within 72 hours after discharge over the past three years —  

(a) Royal Perth Hospital;  
(b) Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital;  
(c) Armadale Health Service;  
(d) Swan Health Service;  
(e) Joondalup Health Campus;  
(f) Fremantle Hospital;  
(g) Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital;  
(h) Geraldton Regional Hospital;  
(i) Derby Regional Hospital;  
(j) Broome Regional Hospital;  
(k) Bunbury Regional Hospital;  
(l) Albany Regional Hospital;  
(m) Port Hedland Regional Hospital; and  
(n) Northam Regional Hospital? 
Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(a)–(n)  [See paper 4808.] 

ROTTNEST ISLAND — UTILITIES MANAGEMENT 
5751. Hon Lynn MacLaren to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Tourism 

With regard to the utilities on Rottnest Island and their management by the Rottnest Island Authority (RIA), I 
ask —  

(1) Have there been any breaches or non-compliance notices received during the financial year 2011–2012 
for any of the island’s utilities, including waste management? 

(2) If breaches have occurred, could the Minister please advise —  

(a) the number and type of utilities that have been subject to non-compliance notices; and 

(b) whether any breaches or non-compliance notices are currently being addressed by the RIA? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  Yes. 

(2) (a)  Electricity: 12 non compliances (out of 196 obligations). 
Potable Water: 6 non compliances. 
Waste Water: 2 non compliances. 
Waste management (landfill): 6 non compliances. 

(b)  Yes. 
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ROTTNEST ISLAND — GOLF COURSE 

5752. Hon Lynn MacLaren to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Tourism 

I refer to question on notice No. 7971 asked in the Legislative Assembly on 15 May 2012, regarding the 
estimated profit to the Rottnest Island Authority (RIA) from the upgraded golf course during the first three years 
of its operation, the Minister for Tourism said, in part, that a net profit is not expected during the first three years 
and that ‘based on current assumptions, the break-even point occurs in year seven of the proposed ten-year lease 
period’, and ask —  

(1) Will the Minister advise how the RIA can justify such a business case in a context of decreasing 
numbers of tourists to Western Australia in general and to Rottnest in particular, especially in the winter 
months? 

(2) Does the Minister agree that infrastructure on the Island, including roads and paths, are in urgent need 
of repair and are being ignored in favour of highly speculative projects? 

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

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

(1)  The business case for the golf course is derived from the projected revenue figures determined during 
industry briefings and the tender process for the operator, and is consistent with the RIA’s published 
strategy to expand recreational activities and increase visitor numbers with innovative winter packages, 
including golf. 

(2)  No.  
(3)  All infrastructure on the Island is maintained consistent with regulatory compliance requirements. 

In 2011/12 $1.57m was spent on infrastructure and in 2012/13 $4.5m is scheduled to be spent on 
infrastructure. 

CAUSEWAYS 1 AND 2 — ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 

5753. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to question on notice No. 5123 asked in the Legislative Council on 6 March 2012, and I ask —  

(1) Can the Minister confirm if the old causeway (Causeway 1) from Latitude 17.17954 
Longitude 123.731804 to Latitude 17.162893 Longitude 123.740001 was assessed by the Department 
of Mines and Petroleum under ‘relevant Petroleum Legislation’, as suggested by the answer to question 
on notice No. 5123 on 1 May 2012? 

(2) If yes to (1), on what date was this assessed and what was the result? 
(3) If no to (1), why not? 
(4) Were any conditions attached to this causeway that passed through mangal systems? 
(5) Was there any requirement for the proponent to remove the causeway, drill pad or drill mud pond and 

rehabilitate the area? 
(6) If no to (4) or (5), why not? 
(7) If yes to (4) or (5), will the Minister table any conditions or requirements? 
(8) If no to (7), why not? 
(9) What were the types of drilling fluids used at this site? 
(10) Were the drilling fluids removed and where were they removed to? 
(11) As the pond no longer exists and if the fluids were not removed, does t he Minister consider that release 

of these drill muds into the mangal and marine ecosystem is acceptable? 
(12) Who was the proponent responsible for the environmental management of this causeway, drill pad and 

drill mud pond? 
(13) Will the proponent be prosecuted for environmental contamination, breach of conditions or breach of 

licence? 
(14) If yes to (13), with the Minister table details? 
(15) If no to (14), why not? 
(16) Can the Minister confirm if the new causeway (Causeway 2) from Latitude 17.152303 

Longitude 123.707058 to Latitude 17.162893 Longitude 123.740001 was assessed by the Department 
of Mines and Petroleum under ‘relevant Petroleum Legislation’, as suggested by the answer to question 
on notice No. 5123 on 1 May 2012? 
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(17) If yes to (16), on what date was this assessed and what was the level of assessment? 

(18) If no to (16), why not? 

(19) Were any conditions attached to this causeway that passed through mangal systems? 

(20) Was there any requirement for the proponent to remove the causeway, drill pad or drill mud pond and 
rehabilitate the area? 

(21) If no to (19) or (20), why not? 

(22) If yes to (19) or (20), will the Minister table any conditions or requirements? 

(23) If no to (22), why not? 

(24) What were the types of drilling fluids used at this site? 

(25) Were the drilling fluids and mud removed and where were they removed to? 

(26) As the drill mud pond is inundated on king tides and no longer contains any material, and if the fluids 
were not removed, does the Minister consider that release of these drill muds and fluids into the mangal 
and marine ecosystem is acceptable? 

(27) Who is the proponent responsible for the environmental management of this causeway, drill pad or drill 
mud and fluid pond? 

(28) Will the proponent be prosecuted for environmental contamination, breach of conditions or breach of 
licence as a result of release of drilling muds and fluids into the marine and mangal environments? 

(29) With reference to the causeway 2 borrow pit, were there any requirements to rehabilitate the area? 

(30) If no to (29), why not? 

(31) If yes to (29), when are the works anticipated to be commenced? 

(32) In establishing this borrow pit, was permission sought or granted to remove material from below the 
water table? 

(33) If no to (32), why not? 

(34) If yes to (32), will the Minister table the conditions associated with this application? 

(35) If no to (32), what action is available to the Minister to force remediation of this situation and will the 
Minister take such action? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  Yes. 

(2)  The causeway was approved as part of an application to undertake a petroleum activity on 
16 September 1992. 

(3)  Not applicable. 
(4)  The approval required that the activity was carried out in accordance with the application. 
(5)  No. 
(6)  The proposal was for the causeway to be left in place to erode gradually over time by wave action. 
(7)–(8)  Not applicable. 
(9)  In accordance with the provisions of the authorising legislation, the Department of Mines and 

Petroleum (DMP) cannot release this information. Since early in 2012, DMP has been consulting with 
stakeholders on legislative changes so that drilling fluids listed in environment plans will be publicly 
available in the future. 

(10)  Fluids were placed into the evaporation pond located on the pad. The project design was for the 
evaporation pond to be backfilled and left in place. 

(11)  The application was received and assessed by the prevailing policies, schedules and standards at that 
time and deemed acceptable. The approach however would not be considered acceptable practice today. 

(12)  ANZOIL. 
(13)  DMP does not consider that a case exists to substantiate a prosecution of the company. 

(14)  Not applicable. 

(15)  DMP does not consider that there has been a breach of the approval. 

(16)  Yes. 
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(17)  The causeway was approved as part of an application to undertake a petroleum activity on 3 July 2007. 

(18)  Not applicable. 

(19)  In addition to the approval requiring the activity to be conducted in accordance with the application, 
specific conditions were attached to the approval requiring compliance with an environmental plan.  

(20)  Yes.  

(21)  Not applicable.  

(22)  The activity was approved on the condition that the proponent would follow the approved 
Environmental Management Plan.  The proponent committed to rehabilitation at the completion of 
operations. The well is currently suspended.  There is no requirement to rehabilitate while suspended.  
In accordance with the provisions of the Petroleum Geothermal Energy Resources Act 1967, DMP 
cannot release the Environmental Management Plan. As stated above, since early in 2012, DMP has 
been consulting with stakeholders on legislative changes to allow environment plans to be publicly 
available in the future. 

(23)  Not applicable. 

(24)  The types of drilling fluids used at the site constitute part of the Environmental Management Plan, and 
DMP is unable to release this information. 

(25)  The proponent is required to divert drilling mud into the sump where it is allowed to evaporate, and 
then it is disposed of on an approved waste site at the completion of drilling. 

(26)  DMP understands that the drilling muds were removed from the evaporation ponds in accordance with 
their approval requirements, and has received no evidence to the contrary.  

(27)  ARC Energy constructed the causeway and well site. Buru Energy, as the permit holder, is currently 
responsible for the management of the site. 

(28)  DMP does not consider that there is evidence that the company has failed to comply with its conditions 
of approval. 

(29)  Yes. 

(30)  Not applicable. 

(31)  The proponent committed to rehabilitation at the completion of operation. The well is currently 
suspended and there is no requirement to rehabilitate while suspended. 

(32)  No, permission was not sought from DMP. 

(33)  The proponent committed to the aquifers remaining isolated. 

(34)  Not applicable.  

(35)  A Direction can be served on the registered holder of a permit when legislation or Environmental 
Management Plan commitments are breached. 

ANIMAL WELFARE ACT 2002 — FISH 

5756. Hon Lynn MacLaren to the Minister for Fisheries 

Given that a fish is not defined as an animal under the Animal Welfare Act 2002 —  

(1) Will the Minister please identify what statutory protection exists to regulate the welfare of fish? 

(2) What measures does the Department of Fisheries plan to take in the 2012–2013 financial year to 
promote the welfare of fish, and how much has been budgeted in respect of these measures? 

(3) Has the Minister considered defining a fish as an animal under the Animal Welfare Act 2002 to correct 
this deficiency in the Act? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)  Section 258(1)(va) and (vb) of the Fish Resources Management Act 1994.  

(2)  The Department of Fisheries will be leading a project to develop a national set of guidelines relating to 
the humane treatment of aquatic animals for restaurant owners. This work,  which is being co- 
sponsored by the Australian Animal Welfare Strategy, will involve a stock-take of existing information 
available to restaurant owners, consideration of the key species kept in restaurant aquaria and an 
examination of major issues involved in the industry, including the supply chains and identifying any 
cultural issues that may prevail.  It is expected that this project will lead to an improvement in 
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the understanding of species-specific welfare requirements and greater consistency across all States and 
Territories in regard to the treatment of aquatic animals.  The Department of Fisheries has budgeted 
$17,600 to contribute to the project.  

(3)  I am advised that this matter was given extensive consideration at the time the Animal Welfare Bill was 
being drafted, and the decision was taken not to include fish welfare under the Animal Welfare Act. I 
support that decision.  

FOETAL ALCOHOL SPECTRUM DISORDER — MEDIA CAMPAIGN 

5766. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Mental Health 

I refer to the six-week online and television Foetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorder (FASD) media campaign, that 
will promote the message that no alcohol during pregnancy is the safest option to pregnant women and those 
trying to have a baby, and I ask —  

(1) What other campaigns targeting FASD awareness have been planned for 2012–13?  

(2) What is the total amount that has been budgeted for FASD awareness-raising campaigns for 2012–13? 

(3) Will any campaigns provide people with specific information about FASD, including the symptoms of 
these disorders? 

(4) If yes to (3), please provide a brief outline of the campaign/s.  

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

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

1.  The Drug and Alcohol Office has two campaigns which seek to promote the National Health and 
Medical Research Council’s (NHMRC) recommendation regarding alcohol and pregnancy. While 
neither of these campaigns specifically raise awareness of FASD, they seek to reduce maternal alcohol 
consumption, thus assisting in the prevention of FASD. The current online and television alcohol and 
pregnancy campaign is part of the broader Alcohol.Think Again Campaign which seeks to reduce 
alcohol-related harm across the population. It is proposed the current campaign will be scheduled again 
in mid-2013. The campaign component of the Strong Spirit Strong Future: Healthy Women and 
Pregnancies (SSSF) program is targeted at the Aboriginal population and is funded under the Council of 
Australian Governments’ Closing the Gap funding.  

2.  The total planned budget for the Alcohol.Think Again Campaign in 2012–2013 is $340,000. There will 
be two repeat phases of the Strong Spirit Strong Future: Healthy Women and Pregnancies campaign 
in 2012–2013 with a planned campaign budget of $570,000.  

3.  The planned campaigns in 2012–2013 will not provide specific information about FASD symptoms but 
will aim to raise further awareness of the National Health and Medical Research Council’s 
recommendation that while pregnant, planning a pregnancy or breastfeeding, no alcohol during 
pregnancy is the safest choice.  

4.  Not applicable. 

5.  Expert advice is that public education addressing FASD is best focussed on promoting low risk use of 
alcohol in pregnancy. The National Health and Medical Research Council guideline clearly states that 
the safest choice is not to drink while pregnant. 

LUMEN CHRISTI CATHOLIC COLLEGE — QUARRY BOUNDARY 

5772. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Health 

With reference to question on notice No. 5156 to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for 
Environment, answered on 2 May 2012, and pertaining to the fugitive dust impacting the Lumen Christi Catholic 
College (LCCC), I ask —  

(1) With reference to answer (22) of question on notice No. 5156, are the Lumen Christi College students 
and staff continually advised that dust from the quarry has potential health risks? 

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

(3) If yes to (1), is this information made available to the students, parents and staff? 

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

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 

(1)  Extensive consultation and dust monitoring occurred between 2004 and 2008 in regards to excessive 
dust affecting the school. 
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The College sought planning permission to extend in 2010. Before planning approval was granted the 
Department of Health recommended to the Department of Planning that the College implement: 

• an outdoors exposure management plan for when the college was impacted by visible dust; and 

• an indoor air quality improvement plan that might include high fine particle filtration air 
conditioning to ensure that exposure to dust in the summer is well managed. 

(2)  Not applicable. 

(3)  The report detailing the finding of the dust investigation studies is available on the Department of 
Planning website. 

(4)  Not applicable. 

PUBLIC HOUSING — SAFETY AND SECURITY 

5775. Hon Lynn MacLaren to the minister representing the Minister for Housing 

I refer to the sale of public housing dwellings to the private market since 2000 and further to question on notice 
No. 1141, and ask —  

(1) How many households currently live in Homeswest properties?  

(2) Has the department conducted or commissioned any research on the perception and experience of safety 
and security amongst Homeswest tenants?  

(3) What current schemes or initiatives are in place specifically relating to improving safety and security in 
Homeswest housing?  

(4) Does the department keep any statistics or records on the number of incidences where tenants in 
Homeswest housing have been victims of crime?  

(5) If yes to (4), please provide details with specific reference to —  

(a) break-ins; 
(b) property damage; 
(c) theft; and  
(d) assault.  

(6) How many instances (‘call outs’) of police attendances were to Homeswest properties in the last five 
years? 

(7) How does this compare to the number of call outs by police to private residences in the same time 
period?  

(8) What are the number and percentage of crimes committed against persons residing in Homeswest 
versus non-Homeswest housing since 2000 for —  
(a) break-ins; 

(b) property crime;  

(c) crimes against the person;  

(d) domestic violence; and 

(e) drug or alcohol related offences? 

(9) What are the number and percentage of charges laid against persons residing in Homeswest versus non-
Homeswest housing since 2000 for —  

(a) break-ins; 

(b) property crime;  

(c) crimes against the person;  

(d) domestic violence; and  

(e) drug or alcohol related offences? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

The Department of Housing advises: 

(1)  As at 30 June 2012, 35,413 properties were tenanted. 

(2)  No. 



4874 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 14 August 2012] 

 

(3)  The Department’s Security Policy. This includes security screens and doors to all designated seniors 
accommodation. Tenants (other than designated seniors accommodation) may apply to have barrier 
doors, screens or lock bolts fitted to sliding glass doors and windows if not already fitted. New 
construction dwellings will be fitted with security measures at time of construction.  

(4)  No. 

(5)  Not applicable. 

(6)  The Department of Housing does not collect data of police attendances to public housing properties. 

(7)  The Department of Housing does not collect data to compare the number of call outs by police to 
private residences in the same time period. 

(8)  The Department of Housing does not collect data regarding the number and percentage of crimes 
committed against persons residing in public housing versus non-public housing properties. 

(9)  The Department of Housing does not collect data regarding the number and percentage of charges laid 
against persons residing in public housing versus non-public housing properties. 

PUBLIC HOUSING — SALES 

5778. Hon Lynn MacLaren to the minister representing the Minister for Housing 

I refer to the sale of public housing dwellings to the private market since 2000 and further to question on notice 
No. 1141, and ask —  

(1) Please outline the State government’s current policy in relation to the sale of public housing dwellings. 

(2) Does the Government make explicit that revenue generated from sales of State housing assets are 
reinvested into the purchase or build of new public housing dwellings —  
(a) at a discounted rate to the State housing authority; and 

(b) at a discounted rate to community housing sector? 

(3) How many public housing dwellings have been sold to the private market since 2000? 

(4) What was the total net sale value for these properties?  

(5) In relation to (4), please provide answer by year, number of dwellings sold, and sale price. 

(6) What is the net increase in public housing dwellings as a direct result of these sales?  

(7) In relation to (6), please provide answer by year, number of dwellings purchased with this capital, and 
location.  

(8) Please outline the State government’s current policy in relation to the sale or disposal of surplus land or 
buildings.  

(9) Does the Government make explicit that the sale of surplus land or buildings should be used to increase 
the supply of affordable housing? 

(10) What amount (in ha) and proportion of surplus land disposed in the last ten years has been made 
available to the State housing authority or community housing sector? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  

The Department of Housing advises: 

(1)  The Department disposes of public housing properties to reduce presence concentrations, when a 
property is no longer required, is at the end of its useful life, or when an eligible tenant applies to 
purchase it.  There are several programs under which properties are sold: New Living; approved by the 
Department’s Development Committee; and surplus, high value, or tenant sales, assessed by the 
Department’s Strategic Asset Management Group. 

(2) (a)–(b)  Other than the high value properties initiative, proceeds of sale are not allocated separately but 
are made available to fund the Department’s programs, including providing social and 
affordable land and housing options.  Typically the Department invests a greater amount of 
funding in new social housing each year than is generated by sales of public housing 
dwellings. 

(3)  5745 as at 31 July 2012. 

(4)  $761 688 597 as at 31 July 2012. 

(5)  See below. 
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Financial Year Number of 
Properties Sold Net Property Value Net Sale Price 

2000–01 937 $  72 687 453.47 $  89 013 544.68 
2001–02 841 $  67 016 939.19 $  81 799 178.00 
2002–03 772 $  63 420 965.99 $  75 220 788.40 
2003–04 621 $  51 386 361.68 $  70 513 411.50 
2004–05 572 $  56 093 858.24 $  75 765 461.94 
2005–06 596 $  85 340 511.64 $  98 378 685.00 
2006–07 358 $  64 917 693.37 $  76 991 192.64 
2007–08 165 $  40 892 488.01 $  44 027 777.00 
2008–09 246 $  65 608 664.73 $  63 187 028.40 
2009–10 226 $  71 680 451.40 $  72 435 949.87 
2010–11 196 $  53 657 938.07 $  56 564 726.77 
2011–12 196 $  63 532 064.26 $  63 917 800.00 

2012–13 as at  
31 July 2012 19 $    5 453 207.57 $    5 726 745.00 

Total 5 745 $ 761 688 597.62 $ 873 542 289.20 

(6)–(7)  Please refer to (2). 

(8)  The Department disposes of land once occupied by public housing and now considered surplus to 
public housing requirements largely under the banner of its urban renewal initiatives, the 
Redevelopment and “New Living” programs. This land may have resulted from the demolition of 
public housing at the end of its economic life or to take advantage of density codes that enable 
increased dwelling yields through the amalgamation and re-subdivision of adjoining lots. The surplus 
land is offered for sale to provide home ownership opportunities or to reduce the concentration of 
public housing in a particular area.  

(9)  Revenue from the sale of surplus land is not used explicitly to increase the supply of affordable housing 
but is made available to fund the Department’s broader operations, including the provision of social and 
affordable housing outcomes. 

(10)  This response is based on land currently identified for redevelopment in the Department’s inventory. 
Information for the last 10 years was not available in the timeframe. 

Out of 50 hectares, 25 hectares (50 per cent) have been made available to the Department or community 
housing sector and 25 hectares (50 per cent) have been sold to the general market. 

__________ 
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