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SWAN ANIMAL HAVEN 
Grievance 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [9.13 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Local Government. I grieve to 
the Minister for Local Government for two reasons. First, he has responsibility for the welfare of animals in this 
state under that portfolio; and, second, he has responsibility for cemeteries in this state, in particular the 
Metropolitan Cemeteries Board. The minister will be aware of the issue of Swan Animal Haven and its tenure at 
a site on Kalamunda Road. Swan Animal Haven has been in touch with the minister. It has sent him 
correspondence and, indeed, requested a meeting. First off, I would like to re-emphasise that request for 
a meeting. I do not think it is unreasonable for this group—many volunteers from Swan Animal Haven are 
sitting in the gallery today—to request a meeting with the minister, and I think the very least the minister can do 
is meet with them and listen to their concerns. Their concerns are very real. In the short time available to me, 
I will give a brief summation of what has gone on.  
In 1988, some 28 years ago, the government of Western Australia allocated the site to Swan Animal Haven by 
vesting in the City of Swan for the purpose of an animal refuge. Since then it has been doing a brilliant job as an 
animal refuge. I looked at its website only in the last couple of days to see some of the dogs that is it currently 
caring for. They are beautiful dogs that in other circumstances—I will hold up some pictures for members to 
see—may have had to be put down because there was nowhere else for them to go. They are delightful dogs. 
I think if my daughters saw any of these dogs, they would like to take them home.  
The fact of the matter is that there is a real need for this animal refuge as there has been for well over 20 years. 
In addition to many volunteer hours, money earned through fundraising efforts has been used for a caretaker’s 
cottage, air-conditioned kennels and the construction of fencing so that the dogs can exercise during the day. It is 
a facility that is unique among dog refuge centres. 
According to correspondence from Claudine Charters, back in the early 2000s—during the time of the last 
Liberal government—Swan Animal Haven received correspondence from the shire informing it that its lease 
would expire and that it would have to vacate the premises because the site was needed for the expanding 
South Guildford cemetery. Another organisation was in a similar position at the time. In letters of 
correspondence from the City of Swan in December 2000 and 9 May 2001, the haven was advised that the site 
needed to be re-vested and that any re-vesting would be subject to the identification of alternative sites so that 
the haven could relocate and obtain necessary approvals from the public authorities if applicable. The receipt of 
undertakings from the Metropolitan Cemeteries Board was that it would also assist to identify alternative sites 
and, if appropriate, materially assist the relocation process. I note that I was Minister for Local Government at 
the time and that I gave Swan Animal Haven a 10-year extension. I understand that some time subsequent, the 
site was re-vested in the Metropolitan Cemeteries Board. The fact of the matter is that no alternative site has 
been identified. The haven has tried in vain to find other sites. Swan Animal Haven occupies a small site within 
that cemetery area. I appreciate that the cemeteries board has expansion issues, but part of the deal was that an 
alternative site would be found for this very worthy organisation. Thousands of dogs have been housed over the 
life of the organisation. It has done a brilliant job. Hundreds of volunteers have been involved over the years. 
They care for dogs, rehabilitate them if necessary and find them homes. It is a very necessary service. The 
volunteers involved have been trying to negotiate with the government and they have been in touch with the 
City of Swan to see whether alternative sites can be found. But, minister, it is not easy—it is not easy at all. The 
fact of the matter is that this organisation, which gives so much time to the community and provides so much 
community benefit, needs support. It also needs land and should a site became available, a huge cost would be 
involved in rebuilding the haven’s facilities.  
I want to note, too, that clearly in a lot of residential communities, a dog refuge or an animal refuge would not be 
welcome; people would be concerned about noise and other things. This little site, and I welcome the minister to 
visit it, is really tucked away. It has the airport on one side, cemeteries on the other and there is a brickworks not 
far away. It is virtually in a semi to fully industrial style area tucked away off Kalamunda Road. It is doing no 
harm to anyone and any increase of traffic because of people coming and going and any noise that might 
emanate from dogs barking does not bother anyone at this site. 
The City of Swan might look to who knows where—somewhere out beyond Ellenbrook or beyond—to try to 
find the Swan Animal Haven a site. That is not going to assist the current group of volunteers; they cannot be 
trekking from all around the metropolitan area to a site on the periphery of the metropolitan area, even if there 
were such a site available and even if there were the money. I understand that the minister has budgetary 
problems and there are a whole range of issues, but the cheapest and best thing to do here is to simply extend the 
lease. I call upon the minister to give some certainty. It is not good enough for the minister in his correspondence 
dated 6 May to say, “The refuge still has two and a half years to go. Good luck.” It needs assistance. This is 
a responsibility of government and I am asking the minister to step up to the mark. 
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MR A.J. SIMPSON (Darling Range — Minister for Local Government) [9.20 am]: I thank the member for 
Midland for her grievance and acknowledge the great work that both the Swan Animal Haven does and the 
volunteers in the community do in rescuing dogs. This is very much a part of our community that does fantastic 
work, and I acknowledge the great work that they do. 
At the end of her grievance, the member just touched on the two and a half years remaining on the lease until 
January 2019. The member’s history is right; the Metropolitan Cemeteries Board took over the land from the 
City of Swan. This has been done to ensure that our cemeteries are well planned into the future. We have done 
a fair bit of work to ensure that we have an allocation of land. Through the former Minister for Planning and the 
Perth and Peel plan, we have identified a raft of areas and we need to ensure that we keep working on that. The 
Swan Animal Haven was informed some time ago about the issue of its lease. Given the ageing population, I am 
trying to hang on to every bit of land that I have for the Metropolitan Cemeteries Board, and where I can allocate 
land for that is important. 
As the member mentioned, the history of this issue of how we can allocate this land and where it should be goes 
back to the 1980s. The part the member touched on more than anything else is that the location is the most 
important thing because of barking dogs in the middle of the night and so forth. Where the animal haven is 
situated at the moment, sandwiched between a brickworks, airport and a cemetery, does not impact on anyone, 
so that is one of the key issues. However, with the other hat I wear, as the minister responsible for cemeteries, 
I understand that allocation of land is important. I seriously do not have enough land in the metropolitan area for 
the future growth in demand for cemetery sites, chapel sites and so forth. It is at capacity. Anyone who has been 
to a funeral service anywhere within the metropolitan area will have seen that as they are walking out, people 
going to the next service are going in, and that turnaround is on pretty much a one-hour to two-hour basis. We 
are conscious of that. 
The main thing I picked up on from the member’s grievance is the issue of where we go. I spoke to the 
City of Swan and it has investigated some options, but a couple have pretty much fallen over. I do not believe it 
is the City of Swan’s responsibility; I think it is the government’s responsibility. I will take on the member’s 
request for a meeting; I am happy to do that for the member and I take that request on board. This issue needs 
a bit of a driver—someone to get in there—from a state level, along with the local government, to work through 
those planning issues with the Minister for Planning to identify an area we can look at and ask the group whether 
that is a better area for it. We have two and a half years to identify an area. I am pretty sure that if we were 
making some plans for a new site and going through the process to allocate an area, we could possibly look to an 
extension. However, at the end of the day, we have to find a better home for the haven; I really need to use that 
land for the Metropolitan Cemeteries Board. I am happy to meet with the group and to be the driver to sit down 
with the Minister for Planning to look at the future planning for where we can put the haven. Obviously, the 
haven’s current location in an industrial-type area around the airport is somewhere that barking dogs do not 
make an impact at all on the wider community, so that is definitely an issue for consideration. In my electorate, 
there are quite a few greyhound trainers. That is another issue for people living next to those trainers who apply 
for licences. It is always a quite contentious issue. 
I acknowledge the great work that the Swan Animal Haven do and its fantastic volunteers. We must find them 
somewhere to go. Unfortunately, the situation is that the haven is on land leased until 2019, but I take on board 
the member’s grievance. I am happy to meet with the Swan Animal Haven and to be part of the driving process 
to meet with the Minister for Planning, to put some maps on a table, have a look at that area around the airport 
where the haven is now and try to find a piece of land that is, again, in that industrial area buffer. I also take on 
board that the location should not be too far away for the volunteers, so it should be pretty much near where the 
haven is now situated; within that parameter would be reasonable. I take it that Ellenbrook is way too far out and 
I understand that. That is probably better for the City of Swan, looking at the bigger picture to try to work out 
where it can fit the haven in the area. I am happy to meet and put together a bit of a working group. The 
government needs to drive this a bit. We can sit down in the Minister for Planning’s office to see what we can 
look at in the airport area and maybe have a chat to Perth Airport to see whether there is an opportunity to 
partner with it and find a way. From there, once we have a commitment that we are moving the haven to 
somewhere that the group is on board with, if we have to extend the lease for a bit longer while we do the 
transition, I am happy to look at that. However, ultimately, I am in the situation that the haven needs to move. 
I am taking it on board and I will get back to the president and organise a meeting and see whether we can move 
this along with the government. I thank the member for raising the issue with me. 
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