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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND JUSTICE STANDING COMMITTEE 
Seventh Report — “Annual Report 2018–19” — Tabling 

MR P.A. KATSAMBANIS (Hillarys) [9.32 am]: I present for tabling the seventh report of the Community 
Development and Justice Standing Committee titled “Annual Report 2018–19”. 
[See paper 2750.] 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I am pleased to present the 2018–19 annual report for the Community Development and 
Justice Standing Committee, which outlines the work that we have undertaken during the past year. Our primary 
focus for this year was completing our inquiry into the protection of crowded places in Western Australia from 
terrorist acts. Initial evidence gathered confirmed the complexity of the counterterrorism environment within 
Western Australia and nationally. This complexity contributed to our decision to release an initial report in 
October 2018 setting out some of the issues uncovered in the inquiry to date so we could seek stakeholders’ comments 
about, and possible solutions for, the subjects raised. The initial report formed the basis for further discussions with 
stakeholders, and we were able to gather further evidence that provided important insights to the committee’s inquiry. 

Evidence received from Australian stakeholders clearly identified the United Kingdom as holding significant 
expertise in counterterrorism. Based on this evidence, we undertook investigative travel to London as part of our 
inquiry. We were able to gather evidence relating to national security, counterterrorism, the private security industry 
and the operation of crowded places that strengthen our findings and recommendations. I should note that the 
unparalleled level of access that we were given to experts, particularly experts within the government sector in the 
United Kingdom, was eye-opening for me, and I think for other committee members as well. The culture of openness, 
cooperation and willingness to share evidence that we encountered is a strong pointer to the type of culture that is 
necessary within Australian and Western Australian agencies in order to ensure that everyone is on the same page 
and everyone is sharing information, obviously maintaining confidentiality but at the same time making sure that 
there are no gaps. Apart from the specific knowledge we gathered on the subject matter area, there is a lot we can 
learn from the United Kingdom in the way its various agencies—there are many of them—tend to cooperate with 
each other to share their information and to make sure that the level of protection offered to the community — 

Dr A.D. Buti: Did they give you any advice on how to deal with the rampant Collingwood mob? 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: We might have to speak about that one offline! 

This cooperation adds to the strength of the protection of its community from the multitude of risks that it faces. 

The other thing to say about the United Kingdom is that, unfortunately, some of this better way of doing things 
has come about because of the unique risks and the unique threats that it has had to encounter. Thankfully, we 
have not encountered those sorts of threats in Western Australia. We hope we do not encounter them in the future. 
As the report outlined, there is no time for complacency. We should not be complacent about these things; we 
know that they can happen. 

The committee tabled its final report in March 2019. The inquiry showed just how important the entire community is 
in responding to the risk of terrorism. We made recommendations about increasing awareness and understanding of 
Western Australia’s counterterrorism arrangements, and the role that members of the community can play in reporting 
suspicious behaviour in public spaces. We also found that strengthening crowded places requires additional direction, 
support and oversight. We noted a clear gap between community perceptions and expectations of the role of the 
WA Police Force in protecting crowded places and the actual view and culture within WA police in this role. We 
recommended that the government review the oversight arrangements for counterterrorism preparedness. 

Since the completion of our inquiry, we have been undertaking a number of agency reviews and canvassed potential 
topics for our next inquiry. The committee held hearings with the Mental Health Commission to discuss work-induced 
mental health issues; the Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries to discuss ongoing local 
government reforms and the contemporary music fund; and the Commissioner of Corrective Services to discuss 
a number of matters about the state of Western Australia’s prisons and the corrections system more generally. 

In June, we also tabled a report that arose following an agency review hearing with the Road Safety Commission 
and the Department of Transport. This hearing highlighted to the committee the importance of the driver licensing 
system in promoting road safety. Although we have concerns about the driver licensing system and would have 
liked to investigate this area further, as the transport portfolio falls outside our oversight responsibilities, we 
considered it would not be appropriate to further inquire into this area. The committee wrote to the Minister for 
Transport and the Economics and Industry Standing Committee to suggest further work be done in this area. We 
canvassed a lot of that when we tabled that report in June. Members of the committee spoke about the concerns 
that arose from the work that we did. I think there is a piece of work that can better strengthen that entire area. It 
could help young people, in particular, especially those from disadvantaged and culturally and linguistically 
diverse backgrounds, gain better access to a driver’s licence while at the same time improve road safety.  
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During the past year, the Community Development and Justice Standing Committee also considered undertaking 
an inquiry into the use and regulation of remotely piloted aircraft systems that are colloquially known as drones. 
That issue emerged from some of the work we did on the inquiry into the protection of crowded places from 
terrorist attacks. We did a lot of investigation and sought information from a number of federal and state 
government agencies regarding how they use and regulate drones. We identified a number of areas that are not 
regulated at a federal level for which state policy and regulation appears to have not quite caught up with 
developments in that rapidly moving area of remotely piloted aircraft systems. Some of those gaps include areas 
such as privacy, liability, nuisance and land use. However, as we progressed our work we came to the 
understanding that a federal working group had been created and that a federal–state working group was about to 
follow to develop policy on these same issues. It was clear that other people were looking at this space as well and 
had identified very similar issues that were lacking. Given the work that is taking place across the jurisdictions, 
we therefore decided that an inquiry on this topic would be premature. However, we are keen to stay informed of 
developments in this area and particularly keen to ensure that the regulatory gaps are addressed at a state and 
a federal level. It is an area that has a lot of public attention because of the visibility of drones and their increasing 
use in our community. It also heightens some of the issues that we looked at around protecting crowded places 
from terrorist attacks. Some of the overseas activity in the last few weeks, in particular the use of drone technology 
for ill will, has also heightened concerns in this area. I am glad that this is being looked at at a federal–state level. 
I just hope that the inertia that often drives these types of working groups at a federal–state level does not take 
hold in this instance and that all the people in that working group understand how critical it is that any regulatory 
and legislative gaps are addressed as soon as possible. Again, I stress that what has happened in the last week or 
so overseas with the use of drones for ill will should certainly motivate people on that working group and all the 
policymakers at a state and federal level to address these issues sooner rather than later. 
We have more work to do in 2019–20. We will inform the chamber of that work as we continue during this year, 
including our current inquiry into family and domestic violence issues and how we can better work through those 
issues, particularly at the Magistrates Court level. 
I would like to thank my fellow committee members for their collaborative approach to committee matters over 
the year. Each member contributes their insights to robust deliberations and works with the rest of the committee 
members to achieve the important outcomes of the committee. I would like to thank the Deputy Chairman, the 
member for Burns Beach, and the members for Bunbury, Dawesville and Carine. Together we work very well. We 
bring different approaches, insights, experience and understandings to the table. One of the great values in doing 
committee work is the combining of those different approaches and experiences to better inform us as a group and 
therefore better inform committee decisions that assist the Parliament and the public of Western Australia. Of 
course, on behalf of all the committee members, I would like to especially thank our hardworking committee staff 
for their continued assistance and support. I keep stressing that we really could not do this work without them. 
They are the absolute engine room of the work of the committee. Franchesca Walker and Amy Lampard worked 
for us for a significant part of the previous year. They have both moved on. We wish them all the very best in their 
new roles. Since their departure, we have had Alison Sharpe, Alice Jones and Catie Parsons working on the 
committee. Their work has been extraordinary and impeccable. I often say to them that they do all the work that 
makes us look good. It is true and all the committee members or anyone else who has served on other committees 
would verify that. It is an absolute pleasure working with them. It has also been an absolute pleasure to chair 
a committee such as this bipartisan committee. We do good work. We leave our bipartisan politics at the door and 
work cooperatively and collaboratively for better outcomes for the public of Western Australia. 
I commend the annual report to the house. 
MR Z.R.F. KIRKUP (Dawesville) [9.46 am]: I appreciate the contribution made by the chairman, the member 
for Hillarys. My contribution today to reflect on the annual report of the Community Development and Justice 
Standing Committee will be very brief. I would like to recognise in particular the committee staff who helped us 
throughout the last year, which includes Franchesca Walker, who was with us until 22 March this year, the principal 
research officer now, Alison Sharpe, and the research officers of which we have had a few: Amy Lampard, 
Alice Jones and Catie Parsons. They continue to do an exceptional job in their service to the committee and the 
Parliament more broadly speaking. 
When I was first elected to this place, I was not particularly fond of being a part of a committee. I did not quite see 
the merit of committees initially — 
Mr D.A. Templeman: And then you went travelling. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Indeed. Very quickly I learnt that they have a very important role to play, especially when 
I had the opportunity to visit the United Kingdom in December last year as part of a counterterrorism inquiry, 
which was obviously very important for the security of our state and how governments in a provincial setting in 
particular respond to an emerging threat. The chairman, the member for Hillarys, spoke about some of those 
concerns about drones, which is something that we were all very keen to look at. Of course that has now been 
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superseded by the work put together at a federal level, which is probably quite relevant. The threat of drones more 
broadly speaking is something that governments are yet to anticipate and understand what it means for security, 
certainly in a provincial setting like our state. Of course, the air space is governed by the Civil Aviation Safety 
Authority, which is a commonwealth body. It will be very interesting to see how that dynamic plays out as 
inevitably drones become more commonplace and especially as we transition probably next year or in 2021 to 
5G and what that looks like with that technology. 
The portfolios covered by our committee are quite broad; we look after 21 areas. One of those areas, which is reflected 
in our first committee report, is electoral affairs. The recommendation in that committee report was that there 
should be a dedicated committee for electoral affairs to conduct post-election reviews and that, as a standard practice 
in this place, a review of each election be conducted routinely. This would ensure that the Legislative Assembly 
is furnished with information as part of a deeper inquiry into the election that preceded the constitution of the new 
Parliament. That recommendation has not been taken up by the government, which was disappointing. The Minister 
for Electoral Affairs at the time was the member for Cannington. That has now changed with Hon Stephen Dawson 
in the upper house taking over that role. I was very surprised that the minister decided not to take on that 
recommendation, but it is a reflection of the government’s decision at the time. As part of the other 21 portfolio 
areas the committee covers, one that is particularly relevant to me is Aboriginal affairs. I think Aboriginal affairs 
are very important. Obviously, there is a dedicated focus in this area. Certainly in the commonwealth jurisdiction, 
there is a dedicated House of Representatives Standing Committee on Indigenous Affairs. I would like to pursue 
that at some time and have a dedicated focus in that area. We have spoken a number of times about the mortality 
gap that exists particularly in Western Australia. As I have said a number of times, we are the second worst state 
in the Federation. I think there has been a dedicated focus by past governments, regardless of their political 
alignment, on trying to improve the outcomes for Aboriginal people in Western Australia. The commonwealth 
government has a dedicated focus to ensure that any matter pertaining to our First Nation people can be inquired 
into. That deserves perhaps a more central focus. We have spoken about that a number of times in our committee 
as part of our broader deliberations. We cover 21 portfolio areas, some of which are not lacking in substance, 
including the Attorney General, child protection, prevention of family and domestic violence, corrective services, 
electoral affairs, emergency services, police, culture and the arts, seniors and ageing, and sport and recreation. Our 
committee covers a very large bandwidth. It is an honour to be part of that process. As I said at the start of my 
contribution, it is something I did not think I would particularly enjoy in the first place, but I enjoy my time serving 
with the member for Hillarys, the member for Carine, the member for Bunbury and the member for Burns Beach. 
It is worth noting in this place that at some time, I would like to see a move towards having a dedicated committee 
to look specifically at Aboriginal affairs. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: See how well we have trained him; he now wants more committees. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right. 

Mr R.H. Cook: The federal government has a bigger pool from which to appoint committee members. That is 
one of the restrictions. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Yes. I acknowledge that the Deputy Premier noted that the commonwealth Parliament has 
a larger pool of people. I reflect on that as I look at the size of our parliamentary team of 13 members, which 
I suspect will change in 541 days—only a burgeoning increase! In time, I think it is worth looking at. 

I again would like to reiterate my thanks to the committee staff. My colleagues have been able to assist me in 
appreciating the important work the committees do. I also thank this house for indulging me with this short 
contribution here this morning. 

MR A. KRSTICEVIC (Carine) [9.52 am]: I, too, would like to make a short contribution to the seventh report 
of the Community Development and Justice Standing Committee titled Annual Report 2018–19. I, firstly, thank 
all the committee members, starting with the chair, the member for Hillarys, for the outstanding job that he continues 
to do in not just guiding the committee but also his contributions in that process; the member for Burns Beach; the 
member for Dawesville; and the member for Bunbury. Committee members have worked well together since the start 
of the committee and in the last 12 months. Of course, no committee would be complete without the research officers, 
in our case acting principal research officer, Ms Franchesca Walker; principal research officer, Ms Alison Sharpe; 
and research officers, Dr Amy Lampard; Mrs Alice Jones and Ms Catie Parsons. 

One of the critical inquiries we undertook this year was into the protection of crowded places in Western Australia 
from terrorist acts. It was such a big area to look into that we wrote two reports. The initial report came out in  
October 2018 and the final report in March 2019. It is interesting to note that the report contained 19 recommendations, 
of which the government agreed to, I think, three. It agreed in principle to a further five and noted 11 recommendations. 
A lot of work went into that report and for obvious reasons it is an important report that needs to be taken very 
seriously by not only the government but also all the agencies that deal with crowded places and terrorist acts. That 
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report contains some great insights. Hopefully, as I said, that will eventuate into some changes in various policies, 
procedures and manuals around the place. 

The committee’s hearings with the Mental Health Commission, the Department of Local Government, Sport 
and Cultural Industries and the Commissioner for Corrective Services were very important. I particularly want to 
note the hearing we had with the Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries. It was very 
evident during that hearing that the machinery-of-government changes had had a very negative impact on that 
department, specifically the local government component. Even though we are a long way down the track from those 
machinery-of-government changes, a lot of work is still to be done to get both the restructure and the structure of 
that department correct. There is also an obvious lack of resourcing, particularly in the investigative part of the 
local government sector. That is evidenced by the number of inquiries and the length of time inquiries are taking. 
Although I no longer have that shadow portfolio, I hope that the Minister for Local Government is aware of the 
issues within his department, the lack of resources and the problems that the machinery-of-government changes 
have created, in that not only is the new megadepartment ineffective, but also it is causing lots of stress and 
heartache among staff about their ability to do their job well. 

It is also important to note that further investigation into the contemporary music fund found that various accounts 
were available. There was no contemporary music fund account per se; bank accounts seemed to be all over the 
place and funds were moved around in the shadows, effectively, popping up into people’s accounts under various 
processes. It was very interesting. We have heard of the concept of the contemporary music fund, but after digging 
a little deeper to see whether the fund exists and money comes out of it, whether it be for capital items or the artists, 
we could find no real landing point. It seems that it was a matter of whichever account happened to be the easiest 
one to get the money out of. It was a little disturbing to see the way it was operating. I am not sure whether it is 
due to the dysfunction under the machinery-of-government changes or general mismanagement in that space. 
When we looked at the Road Safety Commission and the Department of Transport, we found the relatively high fail 
rate in the driver licensing system and the disparity between centres concerning, especially now that the regime has 
changed. Learner drivers have to do 50 hours of supervised training. When most people in this place attempted to get 
their driver’s licence, training was not compulsory; we rocked up at the licensing centres and, hopefully, we had done 
enough to get our licence. I definitely did not do 50 hours training. Had I done 50 hours, I might have passed the first 
time I was tested, rather than the second time. I am sure most people would have been in that situation. It is interesting 
to note that things have not improved as much as one would think they would have improved. I am not sure why that 
is the case—whether there are problems with the training people get from, I suppose, their parents or friends and 
people are picking up bad habits, and when they go to the licensing centres they fail due to those bad habits. They are 
not using qualified driving instructors as much as they used to. That is also an interesting point. 
Overall, our committee has done a great job. As the member for Dawesville indicated, we cover 21 portfolios, and 
it is critical to look at most of them at some point. I do not know whether we will have the time to give them the 
consideration they need, but, hopefully, going into next year we will be more focused on the ones that are critical 
to the people of Western Australia and need further investigation. 
On that note, I would like to reiterate the importance of this Community Development and Justice Standing 
Committee and the great work it has done and continues to do in a collaborative fashion, and I look forward to the 
next 12 months. 
 


	COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND JUSTICE STANDING COMMITTEE
	Seventh Report — “Annual Report 2018–19” — Tabling


