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Standing Committee on Public Administration — Twenty-third Report — “Report on Recreational Hunting 
Systems” — Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting on the following motion moved by Hon Liz Behjat — 
That the report be noted. 

Hon RICK MAZZA: I want to finish my remarks on this report. Comments have been made about 
a proliferation of firearm ownership. It concerns me that there is no foundation or evidence to support those 
comments. It has not been the experience in other states that have recreational hunting that a proliferation of 
firearm ownership or some gun culture has been created. The Commissioner of Police has stated on the record in 
his evidence that he does not see any problem with members of that sector of the community as they are some of 
the most responsible people in the community. 

Another comment that I would like to refute is that every government department was against recreational 
hunting. That is simply not the way that I heard it. Government departments were unsure. This is new to them. 
They did not really have a position on whether it would be a good thing or a bad thing. They obviously had 
concerns about some obstacles that they may have to overcome, but not every government department was 
against recreational hunting; they simply questioned some of the things that they may have to do to implement it. 
As something that is new to them, they had to consider it. 

I am also somewhat concerned at the allegation that we are looking at a very small sector of the community and 
that the resources that are applied to this sector of the community could be better directed to other areas of the 
community. I do not like that discrimination against the shooting community. There are 2 500 licensed firearm 
owners in this state. They are responsible people; the vast majority are interested in hunting. In Victoria, 
46 000 hunting licences have been issued. There are around 200 000 firearm licence holders. It is not a small part 
of the community. I believe the investment that we can put into recreational hunting will be money well spent. 

That is all I have to say on the committee’s twenty-third report. It is certainly a very good report. Its 
recommendations could be implemented with success in this state. 

The last thing I will touch on is native title. I opened my remarks on native title. I want to confirm that native 
title is not a complete impediment. It is not across all of the state. There are areas of the state where native title 
has been extinguished or partly extinguished, or arrangements can be made. 

HON DARREN WEST: I will take the opportunity to finalise my remarks from earlier in the day. I was talking 
about the government agencies that Hon Rick Mazza just touched on. There may be some conjecture about what 
government agencies said in their evidence to the committee. I know that Tourism WA was opposed to the 
introduction of a recreational hunting system. It was its view that there would be a net loss in tourism and 
tourism income if Western Australia were to implement such a system. Tourism WA has promoted 
Western Australia as a clean, green and safe environment. It certainly was of an adverse view. The Department 
of Agriculture and Food was of an adverse view. The Department of Parks and Wildlife was of an adverse view 
and did not see the benefits of the system. Probably most telling, the Department of Lands was also of an adverse 
view. It is my interpretation—I can go back through the transcripts—that the Department of Lands was not in 
favour of a recreational hunting system. I think I can speak on behalf of both of us who authored the minority 
report that probably the more telling parts of the evidence were that every government agency and Indigenous 
group—I think I agree somewhat with Hon Rick Mazza; I would not say their evidence was totally anti—were 
not in favour of such a proposal. I think it is fair to say that all of those agencies and all of those Indigenous 
groups had an adverse view about the introduction of a recreational hunting system. 

A previous speaker today spoke about the cost of this system. The committee’s inquiry was unable to get an 
exact answer on the under-recovered cost to taxpayers of the system in New South Wales. It was clear it was 
a publicly funded system. The GPS, tracking, management and monitoring systems all cost money. The 
New South Wales experience was that that service was under-recovering to the taxpayer. In other words, as 
I think Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson said earlier, when government has to weigh up priorities as to whether this 
system is more important than funding for schools, health services or road safety, a decision needs to be made 
about that. In my view, a recreational hunting system would come nowhere near the priorities that I just referred 
to. 

Earlier in my remarks, I touched on the ability that I have as a farmer to allow people to come onto my property 
to shoot. I failed earlier to mention that there are often requests from gun owners for letters of support to help 
them get their licence and to register their guns. The Auditor General’s report contained evidence that one land 
owner had agreed to write in the order of 270 letters. In all my time farming I have written three letters—two to 
people I know and one to a person who shoots foxes on our farm. I consider them all to be responsible people. 
I was not prepared to help two other people who came to me because I did not know them well enough to write 
a letter. Should they not have done the right thing, it may have fallen back on me. I cannot think of any good 
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reason why anyone would write 270 letters of support to allow people to register firearms and to help them in 
their pursuit of the sport they enjoy. I cannot see any reason why anyone would write 270 letters. I do not think it 
is any coincidence that all the people who got those letters bought their guns from one dealer. There are 
loopholes in the arrangements as they stand that certainly need to be picked up. From the evidence given by 
police, they do not see it as their role to close those loopholes and to monitor the system. 

It comes back to the question: who is responsible? That is always the final question in these things. History in 
other states has shown that things go wrong from time to time. When they go wrong, who is responsible? Who 
puts their hand up and says, “That was our job”? Inevitably, nobody does that. The current system has enabled 
one person to write 270 letters of support for people to get a gun licence and to register guns, so there clearly is 
a problem there. The committee’s inquiry did not hear any evidence that that would be addressed under such 
a system. There are some serious questions to be asked about this and how such a situation can occur. 

As was said earlier, the government now has three months to digest this committee report. I hope that the 
government does not have a preconceived position on this and that it will look at all the evidence in the report. 
Hon Liz Behjat, the chair of the committee, certainly encouraged people to do that. The six members on the 
committee have come up with a range of differing views on this matter. I do not think there is enough conclusive 
evidence to initiate such a trial. 

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to temporary orders. 
 

 [2] 


