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GRAFFITI 
Grievance 

MR T.R. SPRIGG (Murdoch) [9.33 am]:  I address my grievance to the Minister for Police and Emergency 
Services.  I originally wanted to address it to the Premier, who conveniently found out that he was paired when 
he learnt of my grievance.  I hope that he is not ducking for cover on the problem and leaving it up to the 
minister.  However, the issue of graffiti falls under a few portfolios and the minister has been left to hold the fort.  
The issue obviously falls under the portfolios of police, community development, housing and works and 
planning and infrastructure.  The member for Joondalup mentioned last week that it is a problem in his area.  A 
person would have to be driving around the suburbs of Perth with his eyes closed if he did not think that graffiti 
had reared its ugly head to a major extent in our fantastic city. 

I was prepared to give this grievance in May when the Parliament sat in Geraldton.  Some of the information I 
have goes back a few months.  I have some photographs to show members that seem to indicate that the graffiti 
problem is not as bad as it currently is, but it is much worse now.  I see the member for Joondalup nodding his 
head.  I have exactly the same problem in my electorate.  I ask the minister to think about this issue right now 
before he responds in a few minutes, because he is a master at rising to his feet, speaking for seven minutes and 
saying absolutely nothing.  I do not want him to do that today.  I want him to think carefully for the next five 
minutes, while I provide some details of the problem, about bringing back something similar to the graffiti task 
force, which operated until about 2002 and seemed to do a reasonable job of removing graffiti.  There is no 
program at the moment to deal with the problem. 

Some terrific roadworks are occurring south of the river and some noise walls are being constructed at the end of 
Roe Highway and the Kwinana Freeway.  Roe Highway is a terrific road, which does not quite go far enough, 
but that is a debate for another day.  The noise walls are built for the amenity of the people who live in the area, 
but all they do is provide the canvas for these graffiti vandals.  I have a few photographs of the graffiti in my 
area.  These photographs were taken some time ago.  Each section of the walls seems to have an extra tag 
virtually every day.  There seems to be some sort of one-upmanship by graffiti vandals; they want to tag an 
increasing number of sections.  Even the big power poles in my electorate, which are pretty ugly, have been 
tagged and are now even more ugly.  There are about a hundred tags on the base of those power poles.  As I have 
mentioned, these photographs were taken some time ago, but the problem has gotten somewhat worse since that 
time.  I know that police resources are stretched, and that becomes a problem.  Police have more important 
things to do than try to catch graffiti vandals, and that becomes an issue in itself.  If these tags are not removed 
straightaway, it virtually encourages graffiti vandals to keep doing it.  We must have a method by which this 
graffiti can be removed immediately.  The City of Melville spends $300 000 a year to remove graffiti in its area.  
As far as I can tell, the state government has not allocated one cent from its budget to this problem.  The minister 
mentioned last week in response to the grievance from the member for Joondalup that money has been allocated 
in the budget.  I have had a good look at the budget papers and I cannot find that allocation.  I would like the 
minister to tell me where I can find that budget allocation for the removal of graffiti. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  No, it is not shown.  Hundreds of thousands of dollars are spent on removing graffiti, but it is 
not a line item. 

Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  The minister will get his chance to tell me about that in a moment, and perhaps he can 
provide the evidence to prove that it is happening, because it does not look as though it is happening. 

I have mentioned that there are large murals of graffiti in my electorate.  The City of Melville is doing a good job 
to remove the graffiti from the buildings that are its responsibility, but it seems that the state government 
buildings are letting the system down.  It is not right that the local government, with its limited resources, must 
remove the graffiti from state government property.  I have always thought that the young people on community 
work orders could be made to remove graffiti.  I think that program was trialled in 1999 or 2000, with some 
success.  I would like the people who are apprehended for committing acts of graffiti to be made to remove it as 
soon as possible.  In that way they would learn a lesson and understand the problem.  Only a couple of months 
ago I found some graffiti on the back wall of my electorate office in Leeming and on the walls of the buildings 
next to it.  There was graffiti on the office of an elected member.  Fortunately, the people who manage the 
buildings had the graffiti removed within a couple of days and, amazingly, there has been no recurrence of the 
graffiti.  If it is removed quickly, the perpetrators do not return to the area. 

Something needs to be done about this problem.  I believe that the incidence of graffiti in this town is affecting 
tourism.  People who are visiting Perth for the first time have said to me, “Gee, Perth’s a great place.  It has a 
great climate and it’s terrific, but isn’t the graffiti awful?” 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  You should see the graffiti in London, mate!   
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Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  The fact that there is a lot of graffiti in London does not make it right in Perth.   

Given that the minister claims that government agencies are spending money to remove graffiti, I ask him to 
inform the house how much those government agencies are spending.  I also ask him to tell me why he will not 
establish a graffiti task force like the one that worked well a few years ago.  It worked well because local and 
state governments worked together.  If the minister does not do something, the scourge of graffiti will continue - 
indeed, it will get worse - and Perth will look much worse than it does now.   

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [9.43 am]:  I thank the 
member for Murdoch for his grievance.  Graffiti is a problem in many Perth suburbs.  It is totally unacceptable 
that our lovely built environment is spoilt by graffiti tagging.  The government has employed a range of 
measures and programs to address the problem.  This issue cannot be addressed by going back to the future.  
Indeed, just because something worked in the past does not mean that it will work in the future.  Graffiti is a 
problem.  The government is employing a number of measures to address that problem, which I will go through 
briefly, but I accept that those measures could be improved.  Indeed, we must improve how we target those areas 
in which graffiti is a problem.  I understand that graffiti is an issue in the member for Murdoch’s electorate.  One 
of our policies is to try to have graffiti removed within 48 hours.  The member for Murdoch just admitted that 
graffiti was a problem in his area in May - I know that he approached the local paper about the matter in June or 
July - but it has taken until the end of October before he has raised the matter in Parliament.  I certainly want 
graffiti removed much quicker than that.   

Mr T.R. Sprigg:  The graffiti is still there and there is more of it.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  My point is that the government is being proactive by using a range of measures to tackle 
graffiti.  I accept that we need to do better.  The level of graffiti in some suburbs is not acceptable.  Graffiti will 
be an ongoing problem; indeed, I do not think that people expect that we can suddenly prevent it from 
happening.  However, we must ensure its quick removal and increase our ability to target the perpetrators.  We 
must take decisive action.  I am sure that the member is aware that in 2004 the government increased the penalty 
for people convicted of graffitiing to 12 months in jail and a fine of $12 000.  In addition, the courts have been 
able to award the costs of the graffiti clean up and restoration against those who have been convicted of the 
graffitiing.  We must consider how the police can catch the perpetrators more effectively.  That will require the 
public reporting incidents of graffiti, especially when it becomes an ongoing problem.   
The member referred to a graffiti task force that was established some time ago.  That model was quite effective.  
However, it was based on redeploys.  Now that there are no redeploys, it is a different matter.  When the last 
Liberal government contracted out bus services, the bus drivers who did not work for the contractors became the 
basis of a group of redeploys who were used to clean up graffiti.  We no longer have those redeploys.  The 
economy has been going at a great rate since the Labor Party came to government and since the Treasurer 
implemented prudent planning.  The level of unemployment in this state is now down to about 3.5 per cent.  We 
do not have lots of redeploys in government who can be put to that task.   

As the member said, local government spends a great deal of money on the removal of graffiti and, obviously, it 
would rather someone else picked up that bill.  When I was in Wanneroo a week or so ago, I was told that 
$300 000 a year is spent by the City of Wanneroo to clean up graffiti.  Some community-based groups are also 
trying to tackle the problem of graffiti.  The members for Mindarie and Joondalup showed me what is happening 
in their areas.  Some community groups are doing a great job.  The government provides some funding 
assistance to those groups; however, most of their money comes from fundraising.   
The reality is that we must work together as a community.  For that purpose we have a working group in which a 
large number of councils are involved.  We must understand how graffiti is changing in terms of where it is 
happening, how our techniques are working to counter it and how we can make those techniques more effective.  
It is a real issue, one that we must deal with proactively.  It is not a matter of waiting weeks and months before 
we deal with it.  As the problem changes, we must respond to those changes.   

With regard to the programs that are in place, I have already mentioned the 24-hour removal of graffiti, the 
increased penalties, the working group and local government’s role.  Local government is also involved in 
Goodbye Graffiti.  Another program that involves the Department of Corrective Services is called Repay WA.  
That program uses people on community service orders to clean up graffiti.  A range of measures are in place, 
although they must be carried out more effectively.  We must report the incidence of graffiti in a more timely 
manner.  We must encourage people in our communities to report it.  We certainly encourage and fully support 
those community groups that are working together to tackle the problem.   
The member for Murdoch asked about the budget line.  No single amount in the budget line is allocated to the 
graffiti problem.   
Mr T.R. Sprigg:  Why not?  
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Why should there be?  It is handled by a range of departments.  The member grieved to 
me appropriately, because I am also the Minister for Community Safety.  The Office of Crime Prevention is a 
coordinator for many of these programs.  In past years well over $1 million has been spent by that office on a 
range of programs.  Those programs are reviewed from time to time as part of the community safety planning it 
does with local government.  A range of government agencies have specific amounts.  Because part of the issue 
raised by the member concerns public infrastructure - that is, the freeway reserve - I received a note from the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure indicating that the Department for Planning and Infrastructure uses term 
network contracts to allocate specific contracts to clean up graffiti.  I do not know the amount of money that is 
spent, but I am sure it is in the vicinity of hundreds of thousands of dollars.  In the member’s area the term 
network contract is with CSR Emoleum.  Its contract states that any graffiti has to be cleaned up within five 
days.  That provision does not meet the two days in our general policy.  That contract was already in place.  We 
cannot abrogate a condition of that contract.  

Mr T.R. Sprigg:  Who makes sure that it does the job? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  There is the issue of reporting back.  We must make sure it is done effectively.  It is 
contracted to do that work.  We must ensure that it is performing.  The contractor could experience difficulties.  
For example, if graffiti needs to be removed from a work site, there is the issue of control of that work site and 
access to it.  That might be a minor issue at times in terms of how those areas can be accessed so that they can be 
cleaned up.  Clearly that should be taken on board.  It certainly is an important issue; I am glad that the member 
has raised it.  We must ensure that we are working with our communities.  The public must report graffiti as 
quickly as possible so that we can be fully effective in having it removed.  
 


