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GRAFFITI — KINGSLEY ELECTORATE 

Grievance 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [9.51 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Police. I have spoken a 
number of times to the minister privately and in this house about my concerns about graffiti in my electorate. I 
repeat that I find it very frustrating, and my constituents are finding it extremely frustrating, that we are not 
getting on top of this scourge on our community. I find it very disappointing when I drive through my electorate 
at any time of the day, particularly weekends, and I need to ask myself, “How did they do this? What have they 
done now?” The obvious graffiti is, of course, obvious, but when I look around I find it amazing to see where 
they are putting graffiti now.  

My concern is graffiti in public places—both local government and state government—and private property. 
People should not have to put up with it. It does not appear to be getting any better. Once it was just in black and 
now it is in colour; however, it does not make it look any better and it certainly has not changed my attitude 
towards graffiti. We have had to fence off schools and all sorts of things to try to prevent graffiti. I admit the 
schools are happy they have had fencing erected. At least they do not find tags on school buildings and 
vandalism. I am finding that now the offenders are using the school fences on which to put their markings and 
their tags. My constituents are extremely frustrated and annoyed. What is affecting me more is that my 
constituents are very disappointed that we do not seem to be getting on top of this and there does not appear to 
be a reduction in the amount of graffiti.  

I live within the City of Joondalup and its program for the removal of graffiti is outstanding. If graffiti is found 
somewhere in the morning by the end of the day it is not there, and that is incredible. My concern is that the city 
spends over $900 000 a year on removing graffiti and that money could be better spent.  

I have some people within my electorate who, in conjunction with the City of Joondalup, do an outstanding job. I 
mention Gil Burridge who spends hours removing graffiti. He has some very interesting stories and he can name 
names. I am actually concerned about his welfare because he is going to places where he should not be going.  

My constituents do not want to be reactive to graffiti, although they appreciate what so many people are doing. 
They know that the tags can be identified. Many people know who these taggers are. They acknowledge that it is 
very difficult to catch people in the act of doing graffiti. I can tell them to report it and do other things, but the 
catching of the people is the difficult part at the moment. Even Woodvale Senior High School, which has CCTV 
that captures some of area around the school fence that people can get through, cannot catch these people 
because the offenders put their hood over their head and walk past the camera and cannot be identified. Even 
though I thought that would be a good deterrent, it is not working.  

I know that the minister has reinstated the Graffiti Taskforce and I applaud this government for doing that. I 
know that there has been a successful trial of some activity further in the City of Joondalup. My simple question 
to the minister is: when is my community going to see a reduction in graffiti?  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Minister for Police) [9.56 am]: I thank the member for Kingsley for her 
grievance today and I know of her concerns about what is absolute antisocial behaviour in the form of visual 
pollution that some people put around this state. I know that every member in this house has suffered to some 
degree from the effects of graffiti. I will speak firstly in general terms and then I will give some specifics.  

The Graffiti Taskforce, which was established under the Richard Court government and was in place until 2001, 
was very successful. Graffiti was almost obliterated. The task force was working very well. Unfortunately, when 
the Labor government took government in 2001, it disbanded the Graffiti Taskforce. In that government’s eight 
years in office the level of graffiti grew to the disdain of people in the community. During that time I had 
numerous calls from my constituents who were concerned about the level of graffiti: “It’s not good enough.”  

I will give a few statistics because certainly effective responses to graffiti continue to be a state government 
priority. The 2010–11 budget provides $4 million in the forward estimates to continue the excellent work being 
done by the newly formed Graffiti Taskforce, which is working very well. The government provides $1 million a 
year in recurrent funding to enable the task force to deliver its tough on graffiti strategy later this year. I have 
seen a draft copy of that strategy and I am impressed with it. The funding will also cover the cost of graffiti 
clean-up and provide financial support to community groups and programs, many of which have been successful 
at preventing graffiti at a grassroots level. The task force is working closely with most local government 
authorities, which have had a tremendous input into the Graffiti Taskforce. The strategy, which will be launched 
later this year, puts a renewed emphasis on police-led law enforcement and offender management, alongside a 
range of other strategies.  
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I will give an example of what is being done. Police recently announced results from coordinated metropolitan 
operations that netted 84 graffiti offenders for 183 offences. There is a renewed emphasis on police, and it is 
great that I have as chair of the Graffiti Taskforce Assistant Commissioner Barbara Etter, who is committed to 
trying to obliterate graffiti. That police presence as chair on the Graffiti Taskforce will give emphasis within the 
police service to ensure that graffiti is seen as a crime. In the past graffiti might have been a low priority but that 
priority is coming up the ladder and taking effect. The result has been the establishment of some very good 
programs. I am aware that the police are carrying out other operations to catch these people.  

In terms of improved offender management, WA Police are focused on ensuring offenders are referred to 
programs where appropriate or given appropriate sentences to meet that crime, and it is a crime. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: It is 10 per cent. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: They have been catching them. They have caught more of them in 18 months under this 
government than they did in eight years under the member for Girrawheen’s government. The previous 
government did nothing. All it did was abolish the Graffiti Taskforce that was in place and was working. The 
member should be ashamed of herself. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): Member for Girrawheen, the Minister for Police has the call.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker. May I just say as an aside that if the member for 
Girrawheen wants to give me a grievance one day on graffiti, I will be happy to take it. If the member puts her 
name on the list, I will be happy to take it. I will give the member for Girrawheen the facts and figures; she will 
not like the truth, though!  

Mr P. Papalia: You said you would clean it up and sort it out.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Rome was not built in a day—but I was not on that job! The government is making 
inroads into the former government’s defunct actions on graffiti. The former government gave up the ghost, at 
the end of the day. It abolished the Graffiti Taskforce, which was working. When members opposite came into 
government in 2001, they abolished the Graffiti Taskforce so that we saw the graffiti problem grow and grow 
and grow. Members opposite should be ashamed of themselves and their constituents should be ashamed of them 
for doing that. 

Several members interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I seek your protection, Madam Acting Speaker, from certain members opposite.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, members!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Western Australia has some of the toughest penalties for graffiti through the juvenile 
clean-up referral pilot program, which is ensuring that juvenile offenders are referred to clean up their mess and 
the mess of others under very competent supervision. This is a great program. This program was recently 
launched in Joondalup and in Victoria Park. Although it is in its early stages, I am told that the program has 
already met —  

Mr J.R. Quigley: You took the money away from the graffiti program in Mindarie. You shipwrecked the graffiti 
program in Mindarie.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Is there a voice somewhere? I do not recognise that voice. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: What he is saying is very sensible. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I do not recognise that voice.  

Mr J.R. Quigley: You took the money away from volunteers who were dealing with graffiti. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Is it not amazing that Mindarie has done the worst out of so many electorates in the 
budget! 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Armadale is back from doorknocking! The member needs to be out every 
day, because she will be a member without a seat very shortly and that will continue for a long time.  

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 
Mr P.T. MILES: I thought that during grievances only the minister replying and the member who gave the 
grievance could actually speak in this house.  
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Mr J.N. HYDE: The minister is not addressing the issues raised by the member, who very clearly pointed out 
that CCTV was failing in the apprehension of graffiti. The minister has failed to address the issues that were 
raised in a very good and valid grievance.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We are getting so many spurious points of order in this house from members opposite that 
I will refer members to the previous Speaker, Hon Fred Riebeling, who would call members to order when they 
continued to make spurious points of order. I suggest that should be the case now.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): Minister, if you could attend to the grievance; and, members, 
please stop interjecting on the minister. I would like to hear the minister’s response to the grievance.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The member for Wanneroo raised a point of order and perhaps he could pay the chamber 
the courtesy of taking us to the standing order to which he referred. I am looking now at standing order 146 that 
covers grievance debates, and it makes no mention whatsoever of banning the time-honoured and traditional 
practice of Westminster Parliaments all over the world that members can make interjections.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie — 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: On this point of order, the standing order reads—  

At a time determined by the Speaker on each Thursday when the Address in Reply no longer has 
priority, the Speaker will call for grievances. Four members may speak on grievances and no member 
may speak more than once. A Minister or a member deputed will have the right to reply to each of the 
grievances. 

It does not mention anything here. I will refer to standing order 101, which mentions the time allocated for 
grievances, but there is no mention at all of a ban on the time-honoured practice of interjections. Looking at 
101 — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie — 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: — and addressing standing order 101 —  

THE ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie, there is no point of order. I will bring you back to standing 
orders, which very clearly express that all interjections are disorderly.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Where is that, Madam Acting Speaker? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I am sorry, member for Mindarie — 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: You said you were bringing me back to standing orders where it says that all interjections 
are disorderly. I am seeking the Chair’s assistance in pointing out the number of the standing order. Is that not 
reasonable —  

THE ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie — 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: —to expect of the Chair of our chamber?  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie, I have ruled on a point of order. I request you sit down and 
refrain from arguing with the Acting Speaker.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I will sit down and take that as an indication that there is no standing order.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: All interjections are disorderly, member for Mindarie.  

Debate Resumed 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will continue my response to the member for Kingsley because she made a genuine 
grievance today and one that gives her —  

Ms M.M. Quirk: A very good grievance and she deserves an answer.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Girrawheen is disorderly—and you are disorderly and you are disorderly!  

Mr J.R. Quigley: That is provocation. That is disorderly. You are trying to provoke the opposition.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I would call the member for Mindarie to order if I was in the chair.  

Mr J.R. Quigley: But you are not the Speaker in this chamber. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie, I call you for the first time. Minister for Police. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have run out of time now, Madam Acting Speaker. 
 


