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POSTPONED QUESTIONS

                    

Notice Given Wednesday, August 13 2003

1090. Hon Peter Foss to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Education and
Training (SO 138(d) response - September 12 2003)

Notice Given Tuesday, September 9 2003

1209. Hon Alan Cadby to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure (SO 138(d) response - October 16 2003)

1210. Hon Alan Cadby to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure (SO 138(d) response - October 16 2003)

Notice Given Thursday, September 18 2003

1257. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for Energy

Notice Given Friday, September 19 2003

1259. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

1260. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

1261. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment
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1262. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

1263. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

1264. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

1266. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

1267. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

1268. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

1269. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

Notice Given Tuesday, October 14 2003

1270. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Community
Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth

1271. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services

1272. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries

1273. Hon Robin Chapple to the Leader of the House representing the Premier

1274. Hon Alan Cadby to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

1275. Hon Barry House to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries

1276. Hon Barry House to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Health

1277. Hon Murray Criddle to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries

1278. Hon Murray Criddle to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries

1279. Hon Murray Criddle to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries

1280. Hon Christine Sharp to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries

1281. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

1282. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

1283. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

1284. Hon Frank Hough to the Leader of the House representing the Premier
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1285. Hon Christine Sharp to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries

1286. Hon Alan Cadby to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

1287. Hon Dee Margetts to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

1288. Hon Dee Margetts to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

1289. Hon Dee Margetts to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

1290. Hon Dee Margetts to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

Notice Given Wednesday, October 15 2003

1291. Hon Norman Moore to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development

1292. Hon Norman Moore to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Minister for
Consumer and Employment Protection

1293. Hon Christine Sharp to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

1294. Hon Giz Watson to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Health

Notice Given Thursday, October 16 2003

1295. Hon George Cash to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

1296. Hon George Cash to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

1297. Hon Simon O'Brien to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

1298. Hon Dee Margetts to the Leader of the House representing the Premier

Notice Given Friday, October 17 2003

1299. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Heritage

1300. Hon Adele Farina to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

Notice Given Tuesday, October 21 2003

1301. Hon George Cash to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Attorney General

1302. Hon John Fischer to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for Indigenous Affairs

1303. Hon Norman Moore to the Leader of the House representing the Premier
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1304. Hon Norman Moore to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Deputy Premier

1305. Hon Norman Moore to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services

1306. Hon Norman Moore to the Leader of the House representing the Premier

1307. Hon Norman Moore to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Health

1308. Hon Norman Moore to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

1309. Hon Norman Moore to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Attorney General

Notice Given Wednesday, October 22 2003

1311. Hon Barry House to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Health

1312. Hon Peter Foss to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Minister for Justice

1313. Hon Peter Foss to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Minister for Justice

1314. Hon Jim Scott to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development representing
the Minister for the Environment

1315. Hon Jim Scott to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development representing
the Minister for the Environment

1316. Hon Jim Scott to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development representing
the Minister for the Environment

1317. Hon Simon O'Brien to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

1318. Hon Barry House to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

1319. Hon Peter Foss to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

1320. Hon Peter Foss to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

Notice Given Thursday, October 23 2003

1321. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries

1322. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for the Midwest, Wheatbelt and Great Southern

1323. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development

1324. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Heritage

1325. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne

1326. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Goldfields-Esperance

1327. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Housing and Works
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1328. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Racing and Gaming

1329. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Government Enterprises

1330. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Land Information

1331. Hon Ray Halligan to the Leader of the House representing the Premier

1332. Hon Ray Halligan to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Public Sector
Management

1333. Hon Ray Halligan to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Federal Affairs

1334. Hon Ray Halligan to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Science

1335. Hon Ray Halligan to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Citizenship and
Multicultural Interests

1336. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Deputy Premier

1337. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for Energy

1338. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for Indigenous Affairs

1339. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

1340. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Treasurer

1341. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Minister for
Consumer and Employment Protection

1342. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Minister Assisting
the Minister for Public Sector Management

1343. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Attorney General

1344. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Minister for
Electoral Affairs

1345. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services

1346. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Minister for Justice

1347. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Housing and Works representing the Minister for
Community Safety

1348. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Health

1349. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Education and
Training

1350. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Tourism

1351. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Small Business
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1352. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Sport and
Recreation

1353. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Peel and the
South West

1354. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Community
Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth

1355. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Disability
Services

1356. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Culture and the
Arts

1357. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

1358. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

1359. Hon Jim Scott to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development representing
the Minister for the Environment

1360. Hon Jim Scott to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

1361. Hon Jim Scott to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Health

1362. Hon Simon O'Brien to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Health
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Notice given Friday, October 24 2003

1363. Hon Derrick Tomlinson to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Health

(1) Which Mental Health Programs receive support from Government?

(2) Will the Minister list all Mental Health Programs subject to funding cuts since July 1 2003?

(3) By what sum has the financial allocation for 2003-04 for each of those programs been
reduced?

(4) Which hospitals have Mental Health beds and how many?

(5) How many psychiatrists are employed in each Health Region?

(6) How many unfilled vacancies for psychiatrists are there in each Health Region?

1364. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure

With regard to the Shire of Wyndham East Kimberley (SWEK), I ask -

(1) Can the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure detail the reasons leading to the decision by
SWEK to make decisions inconsistent with the Kununurra Town Planning Scheme (TPS)
No. 7 with regards to illegal roads, tracks and signage/advertising by Lakeside Resort on
Proposed Special Foreshore Reserve 41812 extension?

(2) How many times since the TPS No. 7 was endorsed has SWEK approved planning proposals
inconsistent with TPS No. 7, that have rendered the approvals void?

(3) Will the Minister provide details of those developments that are void in (2)?

(4) Given that the illegal landclearing carried out by Darren Spackman on
Reserves 41812 and 715 contravenes the Land Administration Act 1997, what action will the
Department for Planning and Infrastructure (DPI) (previously Department of Land
Administration (DOLA)) take to ensure that the area is rehabilitated?

(5) Can the Minister detail the reasons why the Kununurra Office of Land Asset Management
Services (DPI) had knowledge of and allowed Darren Spackman to carry out illegal
landclearing within a Ramsar site boundary and within a registered Aboriginal Heritage Site
and without -

(a) sighting any development proposals; and

(b) without any required permits being obtained by the proponents?

(6) Has DPI provided support to proponents for illegal developments on
Reserves 41812 and 715 (Darren Spackman) to preempt development on those reserves?

(7) Can the Minister detail the reasons why DPI has ignored its obligations under the Ord River
Waterways Management Group Memorandum of Understanding and gone against statutory
legislation under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972, by allowing illegal landclearing on
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proposed Reserve 41812 extension and 715 by Darren Spackman without the appropriate
heritage clearances?

(8) Has SWEK developed a lease for Darren Spackman on part of
Reserves 41812 and 715 outside of due process and without the approval of management
authorities in the Department of Environment and Land Asset Services (DPI)?

1365. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development

With regard to the Shire of Wyndham East Kimberley (SWEK), I ask -

(1) Has (SWEK) received rent from Lakeside Resort for operations on UCL (Proposed Special
Foreshore Reserve 41812 extension) under an invalid lease between Lakeside Resort and
SWEK?

(2) Has SWEK made a retrospective approval of an illegal development by Lakeside Resort on
proposed Reserve 41812 extension?

(3) Is there a provision within the Town Planning Scheme No. 7 (Kununurra and environs) for
retrospective approvals of illegal developments?

(4) If no to (3), what actions will the Minister for Local Government take to ensure that this
inappropriate decision made by SWEK is reversed and made legal?

(5) Has SWEK provided support for illegal landclearing on Reserves 41812 and 715 by Darren
Spackman?

(6) Can the Minister detail the reasons why SWEK refuses to fulfill its obligations under the Ord
River Waterways Management Group (ORWMG) Memorandum of Understanding (MoU)
signed and endorsed by State Agencies and key community representatives, with respect to
illegal land clearing and illegal developments on Reserves  41812 and 715?

(7) Can the Minister for Local Government detail the reasons why SWEK has ignored its
obligations under ORWMG MoU and gone against statutory legislation under the Aboriginal
Heritage Act 1972, by giving retrospective approvals of Lakeside Development without the
appropriate heritage clearances?

(8) Has SWEK developed a lease for Darren Spackman on part of Reserve 41812 and 715 outside
of due process and without the approval of management authorities in the Department of
Environment and Department for Planning and Infrastructure (previously Department of Land
Administration)?

1366. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

With regard to the operations of Nufarm Limited on the Kwinana Industrial Strip, I ask -

(1) Does Nufarm have a licence for the disposal of chemicals on-site?

(2) If yes to (1), what method of disposal is used by the company?
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(3) If yes to (1), on an annual basis what quantity and type of chemicals is the company allowed
to dispose of in this fashion?

(4) If yes to (1), will the Minister table the licence or relevant section of the licence?

1367. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries

With regard to aerial spraying of agricultural chemicals in Western Australia, I ask -

(1) What legislation regulates this practice in Western Australia?

(2) Which agencies hold responsibilities for the conduct of aerial sprayers?

(3) Who would the Minister advise complaints be made to in the event of clearly unsafe spraying
practices?

(4) Does an industry code of conduct or similar document exist with regards aerial spraying?

(5) If yes to (4), is this code binding or voluntary?

(6) If yes to (4), will the Minister table a copy?

1368. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a letter which I understand is dated February 14 2002 signed by Eugene Bouwhuis,
Environmental and Rehabilitation Officer, from the Department of Minerals and Energy addressed to
Registered Manager, Goldfields Limited, Kundana Gold Mine -

(1) Is it correct that part of the letter dated February 14 2002 under the heading of ‘Tailings
Storage Facilities - No. 1, No. 2 & No. 3 Mining Leases 16/72 & 16/73’ states ‘I note that
seepage from the No. 1 (decommissioned), and No. 2 (active), Tailings Storage facilities
(TSF) continues however I acknowledge the significant improvement with respect to seepage
collection and management.  Can the Minister confirm if the borrow pits located at the
Northern end of the TSF No. 1 which are used to hold seepage water have a permeability

of 10-9 metres per second or less. If not, an appropriate liner must be installed’?

(2) If no to (1), will the Minister table a copy of this letter?

(3) Can the Minister state the rationale and justification as to why the borrow pits located at the
‘Northern end of TSF No. 1 which are used to hold seepage water must have a permeability

of 10-9 metres per second or less’ given that any seepage would seep into groundwater which
is predominantly hypersaline and can be claimed to be of no beneficial use?

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

(5) Can the Minister state the rationale and justification as to why the departmental officer
directed that an ‘appropriate liner’ must be installed to hold seepage water given that any
seepage would seep into groundwater which is predominantly hypersaline and can be claimed
to be of no beneficial use?

(6) If no to (5), why not?
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(7) Can the Minister state why the officer recommended that Goldfields Limited continue to
undertake all necessary measures to determine the cause and extent of the seepage and identify
the most appropriate method to control seepage and negate impacts on the surrounding
environment?

(8) If no to (7), why not?

(9) Is it correct that part of the letter dated February 14 2002 states ‘Management of the location
and size of the supernatant pond associated with the Tailings Storage Facility No. 2 requires
attention. An excessively large supernatant pond was observed. This will increase the
hydraulic loading on the facility and exacerbate seepage’?

(10) If yes to (9), can the Minister state what qualifications and experience does Mr Bouwhuis have
to be capable and competent as a government officer to state ‘This will increase the hydraulic
loading on the facility and exacerbate seepage’?

(11) If no to (9), can the Minister quote the specific text of the letter dated February 14 2003?

(12) Can the Minister state why an excessively large supernatant pond will increase the hydraulic
loading on the facility and exacerbate seepage?

(13) If no to (12), why not?

1369. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a letter which I understand is dated February 14 2002 signed by Eugene Bouwhuis,
Environmental and Rehabilitation Officer, from the Department of Minerals and Energy addressed to
Registered Manager, Goldfields Limited, Kundana Gold Mine -

(1) Is it correct that part of the letter dated February 14 2002 under the heading of ‘Mill and
Adjacent Environs Mining Lease 16/72’ states ‘The topsoil stockpile located immediately
North of the Plant is being impacted upon by salt water emanating from the mill and process
water dam. The Topsoil stockpile must be relocated’. Topsoil is an extremely important
component of successful rehabilitation and therefore must be safeguarded. Appropriate surface
water control features are required to be installed to negate sediments and contaminates (eg.
Salt, hydrocarbons, sediment) from shedding from the ROM and mill areas to adjacent
environs.’?

(2) If no to (1), will the Minister table a copy of this letter?

(3) Can the Minister quote the text of the specific section or regulation and the authority under
what Act administered by the Department which enabled Mr Bouwhuis to state ‘The Topsoil
stockpile must be relocated’?

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

(5) Can the Minister quote the text of the specific section or regulation and the authority under
what Act administered by the Department Mr Bouwhuis was authorised to direct and state that
‘Appropriate surface water control features are required to be installed to negate sediments
and contaminates (eg. Salt, hydrocarbons, sediment) from shedding from the ROM and mill
areas to adjacent environs.’?
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(6) If no to (5), why not?

(7) Can the Minister state the rationale and justification as to why the ‘plant process water dam

requires an appropriate liner to achieve a permeability of 10-9 metres per second or less’ given
that any seepage would seep into underlying groundwater which is predominantly hypersaline
and can be claimed to be of no beneficial use?

(8) If no to (7), why not?

(9) Can the Minister state the rationale and justification as to why surface water control features
were required to be installed ‘to negate sediments and contaminates (eg. salt, hydrocarbons,
sediment) from shedding from the ROM and mill  areas to adjacent environs’ given that it is
my understanding that the area concerned is quite distant from a major/minor population
centre, is in general salt lake terrain with sparse small vegetation, with the underlying
groundwater being hypersaline and can be claimed to be of no beneficial use?

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

1370. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a letter which I understand is dated February 14 2002 signed by Eugene Bouwhuis,
Environmental and Rehabilitation Officer, from the Department of Minerals and Energy addressed to
Registered Manager, Goldfields Limited, Kundana Gold Mine -

(1) Is it correct that part of the letter dated February 14 2002 under the heading of ‘Saline Water
Management’ states ‘I recommend that all saline water pipelines and pumping facilities, be
appropriately bunded (or buried where applicable) to prevent uncontrolled discharge of saline
water to the neighbouring environment.  Topsoil stockpiled beside saline water pipeline bunds
should be protected from impact by saline water in the event of system or component failure
with the pipeline.  Please ensure that this office is notified of all saline water spills, which
occur outside bunds/containment structures. A recent spill was noted along White Flag
discharge pipeline. Please provide details of that spill including location (Tenement), Plan
depicting the size of the spill, Cause of spill, Impact of spill on the environment, corrective
action taken and rehabilitation details.  The pad associated with the stand pipe located adjacent
to the three transfer dams must slope back towards the nearest dam and be appropriately
bunded such that saline water does not flow uncontrolled to the environment as is currently
the case.  I recommend that water carts (spraying saline water for dust suppression purposes)
use only dribble bars when watering roads/hardstand areas, fringed by or in the vicinity of
natural vegetation/rehabilitated surfaces. Salt accumulation was observed in spoon drains
located along the Kundana site access road and along haul roads.  Appropriate egress matting
must be installed in all steep sided and lined dams to allow fauna egress.  Please provide a
management/closure plan for the lake located on M15/669 and M16/260 to which dewatering
of the Kurrawang pit was pumped.’?

(2) If no to (1), will the Minister table a copy of this letter?

(3) Can the Minister state why the owner/operator must incur the cost of constructing bunding
around saline water pipelines and pumping facilities to prevent uncontrolled discharge of
saline water to the neighbouring environment given that it is my understanding that the areas
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involved are quite distant from a major/minor population/town, is in general salt lake terrain
with sparse small vegetation, with the underlying groundwater being hypersaline and can be
claimed to be of no beneficial use?

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

(5) Can the Minister state the rationale and justification as to why the owner/operator must incur
the cost of ‘appropriate egress matting’ in which the departmental officer stated ‘must be
installed in all steep sided and lined dams to allow fauna egress’?

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

1371. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a letter which I understand is dated February 14 2002 signed by Eugene Bouwhuis,
Environmental and Rehabilitation Officer, from the Department of Minerals and Energy addressed to
Registered Manager, Goldfields Limited, Kundana Gold Mine -

(1) Can the Minister state the rationale and justification as to why it was so important for the
officer to request the owner/operator to provide a management/closure plan for the lake
located on M16/669 and M16/260 to which water from dewatering of the Kurrawang Pit was
pumped given that the general area is predominantly salt lake terrain, with little and
intermittent vegetation, with the underlying groundwater being hypersaline and can be
claimed to be of no beneficial use?

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

(3) Can the Minister state why is it so important that waste dumps must incorporate design
features capable of withstanding both average and extreme climatic conditions
(ie. 1 in 100 year 72 hour storm event) given the area is not in close proximity to a small town
or population?

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

(5) Can the Minister explain the rationale and justification as to why ‘low grade ore stockpiles
require rehabilitating to reduce the overall active mining footprint where possible’?

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

(7) Can the Minister explain why ‘surface rehabilitation earthworks and placement of
infrastructures must not interfere with surface water flow (where practicable), which will
result in water ponding against structures eg waste dumps, formed haul road’?

(8) If no to (7), why not?
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1372. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a letter which I understand is dated February 14 2002 signed by Eugene Bouwhuis,
Environmental and Rehabilitation Officer, from the Department of Minerals and Energy addressed to
the Registered Manager, Goldfields Limited, Kundana Gold Mine -

(1) Is it correct that part of the letter dated February 14 2002 states ‘Hydrocarbon product was
noted amongst the rubbish within the site waste disposal facility located on the Arctic/North
pit waste dump. These products must be removed where practicable and disposed of in a
suitable manner.  The rubbish disposal site was extremely untidy with a large surface area
exposed to the influence of wind. I recommend that the rubbish disposal site be managed such
that waste material is covered on a regular basis (or as required) to reduce the possibility of
material dispersing into the adjacent environs and the facility acting a food source for feral
cats. Rubbish which has dispersed from the facility must be recovered and suitably disposed
of.  Rubbish was noted within the environs adjacent to the mining and contractors workshop
facility at the Raleigh Project and adjacent to the underground contractors laydown area near
south Pit ramp. Please remove the offending rubbish and ensure that all rubbish is
appropriately contained and disposed of.’?

(2) If no to (1), will the Minister table a copy of the letter?

(3) Can the Minister state the names of the products or whatever where the officer ‘observed a
number of examples of hydrocarbon contamination on ground surfaces and inappropriately
stored hydrocarbon products’?

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

(5) Can the Minister state for each hydrocarbon product identified by the officer why it was
‘inappropriately’ stored?

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

1373. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to inspections by Mr Campbell Hawks and other officers from the Department of Mineral and
Petroleum Resources in relation to Sons of Gwalia concerning discharges into Lake Yellowdine in the
months of January 2002 through to December 2002 in which vegetation around the lake was adversely
affected -

(1) Can the Minister explain why Mr Campbell Hawks was so concerned about the discharge of
hypersaline water into Lake Yellowdine affecting vegetation around the lake in the month of
May 2002 given that it is my understanding that it is generally salt lake terrain and the area is
quite a distance from a major/minor town?

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

(3) Will the Minister table written correspondence sent to owners of the mine responsible
covering the months of May through to July 2002?

(4) If no to (3), why not?
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(5) Can the Minister explain how the department become aware of this adverse environmental
effect?

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

(7) Can the Minister state the approximate amount in hectares of vegetation that was adversely
affected?

(8) If no to (7), why not?

1374. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a file note which I understand is dated August 27 1999 addressed to the Minister signed by L
C Ranford Director General titled ‘Waste Control Pty Ltd Bulbey Street, Bellevue’ -

(1) Is it correct that part of this file note states ‘The explosives and dangerous goods division has
been concerned about this site for some time and has given it special consideration due to its
environment- serving function within the community.  It is important to note that under
different circumstances the division would have prosecuted or closed down the premises due
to non- compliances with dangerous goods regulations. This stance was based upon Waste
Control being active and willing to progress a program of upgrading. This progress has not
occurred following visits by Inspectors from the division dating back to 1993, and a decision
has now been taken to bring this matter to a conclusion’?

(2) If no to (1), will the Minister table the file note?

(3) Can the Minister explain what specific ‘special consideration’ was given to this site by the
department?

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

(5) Can the Minister state what were the specific factual circumstances that the department had as
reasons to not prosecute or close down the premises due to non compliances with dangerous
goods regulations?

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

(7) Can the Minister state why under different circumstances the division or the department would
have prosecuted or closed down the premises due to non compliances with dangerous goods
regulations?

(8) If no to (7), why not?

(9) Can the Minister state how many breaches of regulations and Acts, the specific nature of each
breach and the potential penalty as a consequence of each breach that occurred
from 1993 through to August 1999 at the Waste Control Bellevue site?

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

(11) Can the Minister state why departmental inspectors did not in the first instance when breaches
of dangerous goods regulations were repeatedly being identified at the site take proactive
decisive action and close the premises/company down?
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(12) If no to (11), why not?

(13) Can the Minister state what specific factual circumstances triggered the department to finally
make a ‘decision’ and ‘bring this matter to a conclusion’?

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

1375. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a inspection report which I understand is dated August 20 1993 concerning Waste Control
Pty Ltd in Bellevue -

(1) Is it correct that part of this file note states ‘Option 1 is not viable according to the inspection
of L Lim conducted on 19/8/93 (copy enclosed)’?

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

(3) Will the Minister table a copy of the report referred to in question (1) dated
August 19 1993 which is referred to by L Lim as not being viable?

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

(5) Is it correct that part of the inspection report dated August 20 1993 states ‘I recommend that
legal action against waste control for breaches of the dangerous goods regulations 1992 shall
be instigated’?

(6) If no to (5), will the Minister table the entire report dated August 20 1993?

(7) Can the Minister state why legal action was not supported or approved in the same month by
departmental officers?

(8) If no to (7), why not?

(9) Can the Minister state why the premises for Waste Control Pty Ltd in Bellevue were not
closed down by inspectors from the department when they identified breaches of dangerous
goods regulations in the years of 1993 and 1994?

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

1376. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to question on notice number 1167 of August 22 2003 and the answers provided -

(1) Given that the Minister has avoided answering part (3) of the question and not given a clear
and concise answer can the Minister now state the rationale and justification for each of the
incidents involved in the complaints made by residents why Mr Biggs regards the ‘incidents’
with their impacts as ‘relatively minor’?

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

(3) Can the Minister explain why it took the department from September 2001 through till
August 27 2003 nearly two years, only after I raised it as question on notice before it decided



16

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL

Questions Asked Today

Notice given Friday, October 24 2003

to check to see if in fact KCGM developed procedures in how they deal with these issues
concerning working within 100 metres of peoples residences and also lines of responsibility to
ensure that these issue do not arise in the future?

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

(5) Can the Minister explain how does Mr Biggs in his professional view factually justify all the
‘incidents’ with impacts on the residents as being ‘relatively minor’ when he only visited the
site on September 11 2001 given that this date was well after the dates of the incidents
involved where the true impacts would have clearly been sighted, felt by the residents on the
specific day of each incident involved?

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

(7) Can the Minister state on what specific date prior to August 27 2003, after KCGM in
September 2001 gave assurances that procedures would be developed and consultation would
take place with parties likely to be affected by their activities, that in fact these procedures had
been developed and were in operation to ensure that the same/similar issues do not arise in the
future?

(8) If no to (7), why not?

(9) Can the Minister define what the department regards as ‘consultation’ referred to in the
answer for part (9) of the question?

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

(11) Was Mr Bill Biggs present on site to visually see, hear and smell the impacts for each and
every incident involved that was the subject of complaints made to the department by
residents?

(12) If no to (11), where was Mr Bill Biggs on the specific dates of all the ‘incidents’ in question?

(13) If yes to (11), what did Mr Bill Biggs visually see, hear and smell for all of the incidents with
their impacts?

1377. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a file note which I understand is dated August 12 1993 titled ‘Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold
Mines Fimiston Stage II Tailings Storage proposed Dewatering Trench’ addressed to Director Mining
Operations Division -

(1) Is it correct that part of the file note states ‘It is apparent from the LOI that there is arising
water table and associated increased salinity and cyanide concentrations immediately outside
the perimeter wall of the Fimiston II storage. However no details are provided of the extent of
this problem. KCGM are apparently being proactive in taking control measures, and propose
to install a 5m deep interception and dewatering trench to at least 1000m long, to attempt to
control the environmental impacts’?

(2) If no to (1), will the Minister table the file note?
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(3) Is it correct that part of the file note states ‘It is apparent that the aspects of seepage and
stability were not given any serious consideration at the time of design and construction
in 1991. The GSD have no record of any additional information being received for
assessment. The present LOI is not supported by any technical justification and appears to be a
knee-jerk reaction to the problem. While KCGM have been undertaking a range of
investigation on the Golden Mile tailings storages during 1993, there is no indication of any
results to support the decision to utilise a trench of 5m depth rather than any other remedial
technique such as pumping bores’?

(4) If no to (3), will the Minister quote the specific text of the file note concerning this matter?

(5) Can the Minister explain why the department did not in the first instance when the notice of
intent was lodged carefully review the document so that aspects of seepage and stability were
given serious consideration before giving approval to KCGM to design and construct the dam
in 1991?

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

1378. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to the Fimiston I tailings dam operated by Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines Pty Ltd for
Barrick Mines and Newmont Mining -

(1) Is it correct that the water table in 1994 had risen as a consequence of seepage from the
Fimiston I tailings dam where there were damp areas along proportions of the toe of the
northern and southern walls of Fimiston I?

(2) If no to (1), what is specifically correct?

(3) Is it correct that in 1994 and 1995 there was free water in sections of the diversion drain and
the damp patches as a consequence of seepage extended across Bulong Road which is a major
public access road?

(4) If no to (3), what is specifically correct?

(5) Has seepage from the Fimiston I tailings dam since the dam was commenced caused the water
table to rise where damp areas were present on Bulong Road itself and across Bulong Road?

(6) If yes to (5), on what date did this occur?

(7) What is the current depth to groundwater in metres below the surface on Bulong Road in
closest proximity to the Fimiston I tailings dam?

(8) Did the owner/operator of the Fimiston I tailings dam give any serious consideration to
aspects of seepage and stability when the notice of intent was first lodged with the department
for approval prior to construction?

(9) If no to (8), why didn’t the department prior to approving the project make sure that the
owner/operator did give serious consideration to aspects of seepage and stability?

(10) If yes to (8), what were those specific considerations in relation to aspects of seepage and
stability?
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(11) Can the Minister state what was the depth to the groundwater in metres below the surface
prior to the construction of the Fimiston I tailings dam at the specific location covering the
entire areas of Bulong Road, Trans Australian National Railway Line and the specific area
under the Fimiston I tailings dam?

(12) If no to (11), why not?

1379. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a letter dated September 4 2003 signed by Mr Jim Limerick, Director General Department of
Industry and Resources addressed to Mr S. Kean -

(1) Did Mr Bill Phillips, Mr Bill Biggs or some other officer within the department prepare the
letter dated September 4 2003 before it was signed by the Director General?

(2) If yes to (1), what was the name(s) and the positions within the department who helped
prepare this letter?

(3) Can the Minister explain how did the Director General research all of the matters raised in Mr
Kean’s letters dated August 19 2003, May 6 2003, June 24 2003 and July 25 2003 to be able
to factually and accurately justify all the statements made in the letter dated
September 4 2003?

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

(5) Can the Minister explain why the Director General selectively focussed on ‘evidence’ on Dept
of Industry and Resources files by stating ‘Your letter of 6 May 2003 states that there is
exhaustive evidence on our departmental files that would support your assertions. This is
simply not the case and this issue has been canvassed before on many occasions,’ disregarding
and evading all of the concerns that Mr Kean clearly stated in part in his letters dated
May 6 2003 and March 13 2003 being -

(a)  ‘as previously indicated there is extensive evidence, in written, verbal and visual form
that will demonstrate our concerns in a compelling way. There is also exhaustive
evidence on your departmental files that would support our assertions. Some of this
evidence has already been observed by Mr Tony Cooke, currently undertaking a
review of issues in the Kalgoorlie region to which he has referred to you in
correspondence dated March 25 2003; and

(b)  ‘among the many examples including documented examples, I have further
supporting evidence including visual evidence that I respectfully suggests needs to be
viewed on site in order to provide a real time perspective to the matters raised, This
approach will also ensure that the reports, documents, correspondence etc, can be
tracked and  verified… Because of the voluminous amount of evidence, it needs to be
documented, recorded and referenced by your department in order to progress the
issues to a successful conclusion.’ while intentionally negating/avoiding the
departments obligations and responsibilities to investigate current breaches of the
Mining Act 1978 despite having written requests from Mr S. Kean to investigate
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evidence of this onsite in Kalgoorlie with the State Mining Engineer and Mr Tony
Cooke present?

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

1380. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a letter dated October 16 2003 signed by Mr Jim Limerick, Director General Department of
Industry and Resources addressed to Mr S. Kean -

(1) Did Mr Bill Phillips, Mr Bill Biggs or some other officer within the department prepare the
letter dated October 16 2003 before it was signed by the Director General?

(2) If yes to (1), what was the name(s) and the positions within the department who helped
prepare this letter?

(3) In the last three years prior to October 16 2003 has Mr Bill Phillips made any derogatory,
insulting comments/statements either verbally or in writing concerning Mr S. Kean or Mr R.
Kean to any person?

(4) If yes to (3), can the Minister quote the specific  text of those comments or statements made
by Mr Phillips and state the reasons and justification as to why they were made?

(5) In the last six years prior to October 16 2003 has Mr Bill Biggs made any derogatory,
insulting comments/statements either verbally or in writing concerning Mr S. Kean or Mr R.
Kean to any person?

(6) If yes to (5), can the Minister quote the specific text of those comments or statements made by
Mr Bill Biggs and state the reasons and justification as to why they were made?

(7) Can the Minister state how the letter dated October 16 2003 signed by the Director General
was researched to factually make the statements made in the letter?

(8) If no to (7), why not?

(9) In relation to Mr Kean’s letters dated September 23 2003, May 6 2003 and
March 13 2003 addressed to the Director General can the Minister explain why the Director
General has not asked the State Mining Engineer to confer with Mr Tony Cooke in relation to
all of these letters and issues raised and simply refer all of these letters to the State Mining
Engineer requesting that he investigate all of Mr Kean’s evidence which includes reports,
documents, correspondence and onsite visual evidence supporting current breaches of the
Mining Act 1978 and Regulations in Kalgoorlie with Mr Tony Cooke also present?

(10) If no (9), why not?
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1381. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a letter dated October 16 2003 signed by Mr Jim Limerick, Director General Department of
Industry and Resources addressed to Mr S. Kean -

(1) Can the Minister state and quote the text of what are the specific ‘other issues’ that Mr
Limerick is referring to when he has stated ‘In response to the other issues raised in your
letter…’?

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

(3) Can the Minister explain why the Director General with the Department of Industry and
Resources has negated/avoided its obligations and responsibilities to investigate evidence of
current breaches of the Mining Act 1978 and Regulations given that it is my understanding
that Mr S. Kean in a letter dated September 23 2003 clearly stated ‘I wish to make it very clear
that I am not just relying on evidence which exists on your departmental files to demonstrate
current breaches of the Mining Act 1978-1987 and Regulations. Referring to my letters dated
March 13 2003 and May 6 2003 I am again clearly and deliberately requesting that you send
the State Mining Engineer to Kalgoorlie to investigate all of my evidence which includes
reports documents, correspondence and onsite visual evidence, not simply departmental
evidence supporting current breaches of the legislation which must be viewed in its totality to
clearly fully understand.’?

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

(5) Can the Minister state why the Director General obscures and attempts to confuse the issues
raised by Mr S. Kean while also intentionally being uncooperative when he has stated ‘To
date, no new information has been provided regarding specific details of the dangerous and
unsafe working conditions that you claim exist’ given that Mr Kean has clearly and
deliberately requested that the State Mining Engineer be sent to Kalgoorlie to investigate all of
his evidence which includes reports, documents, correspondence and onsite visual evidence,
not simply departmental evidence on Department of Industry and Resources files supporting
current breaches of the legislation which must be viewed in its totality to clearly fully
understand  in order for that ‘information’ to be presented to the State Mining in Kalgoorlie
with Mr Tony Cooke present?

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

1382. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a letter dated October 16 2003 signed by Mr Jim Limerick, Director General Department of
Industry and Resources addressed to Mr S. Kean -

(1) Is the Director General or any other officers within the Department of Industry and Resources
attempting to conceal or cover up for KCGM (Barrick Mines and Newmont Mining) causing
significant environmental damage as a consequence of seepage of mine water and pollutants
from the Fimiston I and Fimiston II tailings dams which has been alleged as a current breaches
of the Mining Act and Regulations and other legislation since March 13 2003 and having to
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take enforcement action as requested by Mr S. Kean, given that there is clear visual evidence
of it occurring, as also identified by Mr Tony Cooke an independent person in which Mr S.
Kean has specifically asked for the department to investigate it with him present along with
reports, correspondence etc?

(2) If no to (1), why has the department been deliberately so obstructive and uncooperative since
March 13 2003 a period of over seven months to simply investigate this environmental
damage along with reports, correspondence etc with a view to taking enforcement action as
requested by Mr S. Kean?

(3) If yes to (1), why?

1383. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a letter dated September 4 2003 signed by Mr Jim Limerick, Director General Department of
Industry and Resources addressed to Mr S. Kean -

(1) Can the Minister state why the Director General has deliberately only focused on referring to
‘evidence’ held on departmental files when Mr Tony Cooke has also made it clear in a letter
dated March 25 2003 stating ‘Mr Kean has a lot of documentation to support his claim of
contamination of the ground water on his tenement, rising ground water levels, environmental
damage etc. Mr Kean has sourced most of these documents from your department, the
Department of Environmental Protection through the FOI process and other sources,’ clearly
indicating to the Director General that there is a lot of documentation other than just what he
refers to as evidence on Department of Industry and Resources files?

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

1384. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to a letter dated October 16 2003 signed by Mr Jim Limerick, Director General Department of
Industry and Resources addressed to Mr S. Kean -

(1) Can the Minister state the specific dates of all the ‘previous investigations’ that the Director
General is referring to?

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

(3) Can the Minister state the specific names and positions of the departmental officers involved
in these ‘previous investigations’?

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

(5) Can the Minister state why the Department of Industry and Resources has not and will not in
the first instance apologise to Mr S. Kean and others for providing incorrect and misleading
information to the Minister and the Parliament and others in the last six years which has been
extremely detrimental in many ways in terms of what the department refers to as ‘previous
investigations’ and then offer redress that is procedurally sound?
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(6) If no to (5), why not?

(7) Can the Minister explain why he has requested advice on only two issues and not all the issues
raised in the letter dated August 29 2003?

(8) If no to (7), why not?

(9) Prior to completing any ‘departmental reports’ for the Minister will the Minister ask the
Department of Industry and Resources to give natural justice and procedural fairness
specifically by investigating all of Mr Kean’s evidence and concerns outlined in
correspondence dated March 13 2003 and in a letter dated August 29 2003 addressed to the
Minister where I understand he stated ‘I am respectfully requesting that your department not
give approval for the increase to the Fimiston I dam wall height and an extra 30 per cent
capacity or approval for something else without at least urgently investigating all of my
concerns as were outlined in my correspondence dated March 13 2003 sent to the Director
General Mr Jim Limerick’?

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

1385. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State
Development

I refer to questions on notice numbers 653 of April 9 2003 and 327 of November 27 2002 and the
answers provided -

(1) Does the departmental advice in relation to all the questions asked for number 653 provided to
the Minister differ from the answers that have been provided to the Parliament on all of these
matters?

(2) If yes to (1), can the Minister quote the specific text of the departmental advice provided to the
Minister different from the answer provided by the Minister in the Parliament?

(3) If no to (1), why?

(4) Does the departmental advice in relation to all the questions asked for number 327 provided to
the Minister differ from the answers that have been provided to the Parliament on all of these
matters?

(5) If yes to (4), can the Minister quote the specific text of the departmental advice provided to the
Minister different from the answer provided by the Minister in the Parliament?

(6) If no to (3), why?

(7) Will the Minister table the briefing notes or departmental advice in relation questions on
notice numbers 653 and 327 referred to above?

(8) If no to (7), why not?

(9) Will the Minister specifically quote the full text of the briefing notes or departmental advice in
relation to questions on notice numbers 653 and 327 referred to above?

(10) If no to (9), why not?
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1386. Hon Robin Chapple to the Leader of the House representing the Premier

I refer to question on notice number 1265 of September 19 2003 and the answer provided -

(1) Given the Premier has stated ‘My government accepts the responsibility of answering
Parliamentary questions’, does the Premier consider it to be fundamentally important for all
his cabinet Ministers appointed to be open and accountable to the Parliament in answering all
questions in a concise, relevant and free from argument manner?

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

(3) If yes to (1), why?

(4) Can the Premier explain why he avoided giving a clear, concise and relevant answer to part (7)
of the question?

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

1387. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development
representing the Minister for the Environment

With regard to the performance of the oil industry on Barrow Island, I ask -

(1) Are Chevron Texaco currently in breach of existing DEP licence conditions relating to their
operations on Barrow Island?

(2) If yes to (1), what are these licence conditions and how long have Chevron Texaco been in
breach of them?

(3) Since taking over the operation of the oilfield, how many breaches of licence conditions have
been reported to the DEP?

(4) Are Chevron Texaco currently undertaking bioremediation of hydrocarbon-contaminated soils
on Barrow Island?

(5) Are Chevron Texaco currently undertaking bioremediation according to DEP approved
remediation levels?

(6) Is Chevron Texaco approved to use bioremediated soils for operational use on Barrow Island?

(7) What standards are hydrocarbon-contaminated soils remediated to before being used for
operational activities?

(8) Is Chevron Texaco required to provide validation results for bioremediation of hydrocarbon
contaminated soils?

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

(10) If yes to (8), will the Minister table all validation results from 2000 to 2003?

(11) Is Chevron Texaco required to report the volume of contaminated soils being remediated, and
their end use?

(12) If no to (11), why not?
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(13) What are the minimum area or volume of oil flow leaks required to be reported by Chevron
Texaco under their DEP licence?

(14) How many oil flow line leaks have been reported by Chevron Texaco in -

(a) 2000;

(b) 2001;

(c) 2002; and

(d) 2003?

(15) What was the total volume or area affected by oil flow line leaks for each of the
years 2000 to 2003?

(16) What type of leak detection equipment is used by Chevron Texaco to ensure prompt response
to leaks in oil flow lines?

(17) Has the DEP received monitoring reports for groundwater monitoring over the last three
years?

(18) If no to (17), why not?

(19) Is Chevron Texaco required to monitor waste water discharges from Barrow Island?

(20) If no to (19), why not?

(21) If yes to (19), can the Minister table all waste water discharge monitoring results
from 2000 to 2003?

(22) If no to (21), why not?

L B MARQUET
Clerk of the Legislative Council


