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DANGEROUS DISPOSAL OF USED SYRINGES 
Grievance 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Bassendean - Parliamentary Secretary) [9.50 am]:  My grievance is directed to the 
Minister for Police and Emergency Services.  It relates to the sanctions for the dangerous disposal of used 
syringes.  The catalyst for my grievance was the concern of two constituents who happen to be next-door 
neighbours.  I will not mention their names or the suburb in which they live.  One of the constituents has a 
family with a number of school-age children.  They have complained to me a number of times about syringes 
coming over their back fence.  They believe they are coming from the neighbour over the back fence.  These 
complaints have been consistent over a period of a few months.  The second complaint is from the next-door 
neighbour who claims to have found two syringes in her letterbox.  She is an older lady and obviously she was 
very disturbed to find those syringes in the letterbox.  The Kiara police have done everything they can.  I 
understand the difficulties in proving who is responsible for recklessly and possibly even maliciously disposing 
of those syringes.  I understand why the police have not been able to prove who did it.  I am concerned that even 
if the police could identify who did it, the penalties seem to be inadequate.   
My concerns arise from a letter I wrote to the minister on 23 February and his response.  In my letter I outlined 
the concerns of my constituents and said -  

My constituent, who has children, is understandably concerned about the situation, especially when 
some syringes have contained blood. 

The letter probably should have said “contaminated with blood”.  To continue -  
While she has not seen who is throwing the syringes over the fence, the family has been in the yard 
when it has occurred. 
I would like to know whether the alleged activity from the neighbouring property constitutes unlawful 
action and if so what could be done, from a policing perspective, to assist my constituent. 

Obviously, my constituents are concerned because of the potential threat of infection with hepatitis or, worse 
still, HIV.  Regardless of whether the action is careless or done with malice, I believe it should be a serious 
offence with serious sanctions.  It should not matter to my constituents whether it is done with malice or whether 
it is carelessness.  The concern for their health and that of their families is real.  The specific aspect of the 
minister’s response that concerns me is that he said - 

In relation to the discarding of used syringes (or any other potentially dangerous items), a full admission 
by a person that there was an intention to cause harm to another person is required in order to enable 
police to act under the Section 294 of the Criminal Code.  You may be assured however that where 
sufficient evidence exists of illicit drug usage, WA Police will respond accordingly. 

I am not really concerned about whether the disposal of syringes is related to illicit drug use; I am concerned 
about the potential for infection of my constituents.  Frankly, minister, who is going to admit an intention to 
cause harm?  I cannot imagine that any perpetrator will provide a full admission of an intention to cause harm.  If 
a person suffers a needle-stick injury and is infected as a result, it will be completely irrelevant to that person 
whether the actions were malicious or careless. 
I am not sure I have a correct understanding of the law as a result of the minister’s letter.  It leaves me concerned 
because it appears there needs to be a full admission of malice or intent and presumably, although it is not clear 
from the letter, that actual damage has occurred.  If it is the case that there has to be malice, intent and actual 
damage, it is of even greater concern.  I seek clarification from the minister. 
The only sanction I can identify from the minister’s letter appears to relate to the act of littering.  The minister 
said in his letter -  

The alleged actions referred to in your letter constitute “littering” under the Litter Act 1979, which is 
administered by the local council, in this case the Town of Bassendean. 

That concerns me greatly, as it would appear from reading the letter that carelessly disposing of a potentially 
dangerous object such as a syringe comes under the category of littering.  I may have that wrong, and if the 
minister can clarify that for me, I would be grateful.  From my reading of the letter and my constituents’ reading 
of it, we are concerned that the only sanction for careless disposal of the syringes is littering.  I believe and I 
hope there is a graduated approach to this problem.  I believe those who place these sorts of items with malice 
and intent to cause actual harm should suffer the highest penalties.  I still think the careless disposal or placement 
of syringes that cause no actual physical harm should have significant consequences.  It has created a degree of 
stress for my constituents.  They have not suffered any needle-stick injuries at this stage; nonetheless the parents 
are highly concerned about children playing in their back yard.  They should not have to put shoes on to play in 
their own backyard; they should not have to be careful playing there.  The next-door neighbour, an elderly lady, 
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should not have to be worried about going to the letterbox and removing items of mail without first having to 
check that someone has not put syringes in the letterbox.  I hope I have misread the minister’s letter and there are 
sanctions in place.  I would appreciate a clarification of the situation. 
MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [9.57 am]:  I thank the 
member for his grievance and the attempt he is making to sort out a problem in his electorate.  It is one that all of 
us as members of Parliament have to deal with.  The member has been very proactive in trying to find a solution.  
It is often difficult to sort out whether it is just a dispute between neighbours and people are being very nasty and 
impacting on the peace and quiet and enjoyment of life of others.  In this case there is a more sinister aspect to it.  
The syringes could potentially cause a needle-stick injury and the consequence of that is that the person pricked 
by the needle could end up with a disease.  I had a case some years ago where a 16-year-old girl had a needle-
stick injury to her foot outside her home.  Of course, having the blood tests and waiting weeks for the result to 
see whether she had contracted some form of disease was very worrying for the family.  In that case the incident 
occurred because the people responsible were drug addicts and also dealers and the police were able to lay 
charges.  I am not sure what happened in court, but those people moved out, either to jail or somewhere else, so 
the problem was fixed.  That is reflected in the letter I wrote to the member in which I said that where there was 
evidence of illicit drug use the police would respond.  What we have in this case is simply the syringes.  I am not 
sure whether those syringes have been handed in to the police for fingerprinting, which may then lead to analysis 
of the contents in the syringes and the laying of charges.  I know the police at Kiara station are aware of the 
matter.  They certainly will do their best to respond.  The member is concerned that my answer said in part that a 
syringe lying on the ground is a litter issue and comes under the Litter Act.  That does not go far enough, as the 
member quite rightly pointed out.  The next step is whether it can be shown there was some intent to cause 
harm - not that harm was caused, only the intent.  That is a very difficult case to prove and it is at the other end 
of the spectrum in terms of taking action.  The information provided to me is that the police have not had any 
firm evidence to act on.   
They have not actually been able to find any linkage to the syringes being deposited in the backyard.  Having 
syringes - potentially with blood in them - thrown or deposited by someone unknown into one’s backyard would 
clearly concern anyone.  There may be suspicions about where the syringes have come from; that they have 
come over a particular fence.  I have certainly experienced this issue when syringes have been thrown over 
public access ways or laneways between houses, but I have no evidence that there is a laneway in this instance.  
The police do need some form of evidence to make a linkage between the depositing and the finding of the 
syringes, and who may be potentially responsible for doing that.  It may be an issue of illicit drug use, and 
particularly drug dealing, which we all have in our electorates from time to time.  If that was the case, evidence 
could be obtained so that action could be taken against the people who are the drug users or drug suppliers, 
therefore removing them.  Again, I have had an experience involving people in the street behind where I live in 
Nollamara.  The man and woman involved ended up getting quite substantial jail sentences at various times, 
because they were involved in drug dealing.  In that case, we did not have problems with syringes, but we had all 
the other problems that go with drug dealing in a residential street.  The police were able to assist over several 
years of planning raids to try to catch those people.  Often these people employ all sorts of devices and actions to 
try to stop the police getting the evidence they need to mount a successful prosecution. 
I say to the member that although the response of using littering laws is clearly inadequate to solve the problem, 
whatever charges or offences may be involved, the police really need evidence to take action.  It may be that the 
neighbours, if they have suspicions that there is someone living nearby who is a drug user or drug dealer, may be 
able to provide evidence so that the police can take action on that information and remove the problem, rather 
than trying to deal with just the syringes, which are a consequence of the major problem.   
The member quite rightly reflects the real concern of these people.  They wish to have the enjoyment and the 
safety of their own home.  Having to caution one’s children to be extra careful about what they do in their own 
backyard would, I think, cause great concern to all members in this place, and it clearly is a concern for the 
family that the member for Bassendean is seeking to assist.  Any prosecution or the laying of any charges is 
really going to depend on evidence being available.  I am informed by the police that although they have had 
reports of the problem, they have not actually been able to establish any trail of evidence.   
Mr M.P. Whitely:  No-one is criticising the police at all; they have done a good job.  My concern is that 
regardless of whether the syringes are related to drug use or whether somebody is using them for medical 
reasons, there is still the potential for infection from needle-stick injury.  Therefore, the careless disposal of the 
syringes constitutes a problem and should have sufficient sanction.  That is my basic concern. 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I will certainly take the member’s request on board, but it will not actually solve the 
problem for this family, unless we can actually find that there is some evidence.  I think that we are all much 
more cautious now about taking children to parks where traditionally there was sand under swings and other play 
equipment.  It has always been an issue that syringes can be left in that sand, and therefore people need to be 
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very careful.  However, it is quite a different matter when it is in one’s own backyard.  People feel that they 
should have the safety and security of knowing that those particular risks do not exist in their own backyards.  
Clearly, that would be a great concern.  I appreciate that the member is trying to assist this family in addressing 
what is an unacceptable situation. 
 


