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SHARK DETERRENT DEVICES — SUBSIDY 

759. Mrs R.M.J. CLARKE to the Minister for Fisheries: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s multifaceted approach to mitigating the risk of shark attacks and 
protecting water users. Can the minister update the house on the incredibly popular subsidy for personal shark 
deterrents and can the minister advise the house of any opposition to this subsidy? 

Mr D.J. KELLY replied: 
I thank the member for Murray–Wellington for the question and her continued interest in these matters. Something 
very significant happened this morning at 9.24 am in Bunbury: a member of the public walked into a dive shop 
and claimed the 1 000th subsidy on offer for a personal shark deterrent. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse! 
Mr D.J. KELLY: One thousand Western Australians have now taken advantage of the personal shark deterrent 
subsidy that has been put in place by the McGowan government. Over 20 per cent of those subsidies have been 
claimed in regional areas and some 64 of them have been claimed in the south west. The population distribution 
in Western Australia — 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, if you want to ask a question, ask a question. Do not ask it during an answer. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: Mr Speaker, you will remember that these shark deterrents have been subsidised on the basis 
of research done by the University of Western Australia, which was funded by the previous government. Since 
day one when we announced that subsidy, members opposite have been out there campaigning against it. The 
member for Vasse, who is very vocal—I assume that is her chirping in the background—was out there on day one 
saying that these shark deterrents were like waving a toothpick at a great white shark. That is exactly what she said 
on ABC radio. Now she complains that not enough people have taken up the deterrents and that people in her area 
are not taking them up. If she was not out there bagging the program, maybe more people in her electorate would 
take them up. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse! 
Mr D.J. KELLY: As I have indicated, over 20 per cent of the subsidies have been taken up in regional areas. 
There has been a very good take-up in regional areas, notwithstanding the criticism of members opposite. What 
have other members opposite said about this program? On Monday when we announced that the second tranche 
of 1 000 subsidies would be available, the member for Geraldton said that the government should be looking to 
reintroduce nets and drum lines. We know there is no science to back up the use of nets and drum lines. We know 
it was a failed policy of the previous government, yet the member for Geraldton, as reported by SBS on Monday, 
called for us to look at the reintroduction of nets and drum lines. The member for Scarborough one moment says 
that the shark deterrent subsidies are too expensive and then the member for Vasse calls for the subsidies to be 
scrapped. The opposition is calling for the reintroduction of nets and drum lines, the member for Scarborough is 
saying that the shark deterrents are too expensive, while the member for Vasse says that we should scrap the 
subsidies. 
It is interesting to note also that on social media, the member for Vasse is promoting devices that are yet to be 
proven. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse! 
Mr D.J. KELLY: Members opposite have been campaigning against the science ever since we announced this 
program. We take this issue very seriously. Obviously, the people of Western Australia have taken up these shark 
deterrents in great numbers. That is why we have announced another 1 000 subsidies. I just wish that members 
opposite would get behind the science and offer some additional protection to Western Australians when they go 
in the water. 
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