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Division 44: Planning, Lands and Heritage — Services 2 and 4, Lands, $88 470 000 — 
Ms L.L. Baker, Chair. 
Mr B.S. Wyatt, Minister for Lands. 
Mr V. Davies, Acting Director General. 

Mr M. Darcey, Assistant Director General. 
Mr M. Hanrahan, Chief Finance Officer. 
Ms A. Gibson, Executive Director. 
Ms C. Smith, Principal Policy Adviser. 
[Witnesses introduced.] 

The CHAIR: This estimates committee will be reported by Hansard. The daily proof Hansard will be available 
the following day. It is the intention of the Chair to ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and 
answered and that both questions and answers are short and to the point. The estimates committee’s consideration of 
the estimates will be restricted to discussion of those items for which a vote of money is proposed in the consolidated 
account. Questions must be clearly related to a page number, item, program or amount in the current division. 
Members should give these details in preface to their question. If a division or service is the responsibility of more 
than one minister, a minister shall be examined only in relation to their portfolio responsibilities. 
The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee rather than asking that the question 
be put on notice for the next sitting week. I ask the minister to clearly indicate what supplementary information he 
agrees to provide and I will then allocate a reference number. If supplementary information is to be provided, 
I seek the minister’s cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the principal clerk by Friday, 30 October 2020. 
I caution members that if a minister asks that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to lodge the question 
on notice through the online questions system. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: I refer to page 727 of budget paper No 2, volume 2 and under “Spending Changes”, the line 
“Landgate Partial Commercialisation” under “Ongoing Initiatives”. Can the minister explain how there is $642 million 
for 2020–21, and then it goes to — 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Member, can I just interrupt? I have Landgate next, I think. 
The CHAIR: These are services 2 and 4. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I will pass on the question, then. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I will ask some exploratory questions first. Is the Westport Taskforce in this area, going forward? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: No. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: It was in the past. There was money allocated to it over the forward estimates. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Yes, in planning as opposed to the land component, so it is not — 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The minister is not the minister responsible for that? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: No. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: On another area, is the minister responsible for the East Perth power station through this division? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: That is Development WA, which is — 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: What does this department do? 
The CHAIR: Do you have a further question, member for Cottesloe? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: That was a legitimate question. 

The CHAIR: Was that a legitimate question? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I thought so! 
The CHAIR: All right. The member for Riverton would like an answer, please, Treasurer. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: It covers off a lot of areas, member. For the benefit of everyone, I will try to be brief. Obviously, 
there is the land of the government, the crown estate and pastoral leases. I am just trying to think what else there is. 
I think that gives the member a broad outline. I accept that it is a bit difficult because there is a Minister for Planning 
and a Minister for Lands, and DevelopmentWA feeds into that as well, which is why I have Mr Marra up the back 
there, ready to go on that. 
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Dr D.J. HONEY: I refer to page 702 of budget paper No 2, volume 2, and the table summarising costs of services 
and income. There is a $17.2 million increase in the budget for 2020–21 over the actual for 2019–20, which is 
a 30 per cent increase. There is a bit of an explanation there, but could the minister explain that quite substantial jump? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Note 1 refers to things that have come in to increase that, because the member is quite correct—
it has increased. There were native title compensation payments in remote Aboriginal communities and there is 
a transformation project that we are piloting around tenure reform in a community that is yet to be announced, but 
it will be one of the larger Aboriginal communities, in respect of investing in the community. There was the lead 
tailings contamination in Northampton and a small amount in respect of the Yamatji native title settlement. If the 
acting director general would like to add any detail that is not here, the member might find it of interest. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: In relation to tenure reform, can the minister explain what is being trialled? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: One of the great difficulties we have with a lot of Aboriginal communities is that they basically have 
inadequate tenure. In one community, we want to pilot tenure reform that may require some legislative change in the 
next term, but it is also around investment in the community as well. There is some hard infrastructure there, but really 
the effort is going to have to be around changing the tenure, because as the member may be aware, a lot of Aboriginal 
people live on tenure that is inadequate and uncertain, and organisations will not invest in it. It is very difficult because 
part 3 reserves under the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority Act provide Aboriginal people with the capacity to control 
who comes onto that country, so changing that will also be difficult because communities often like to have that control. 
It is a pilot; it is not a huge spend, $4.2 million, but it is to try to encourage the normalisation of a large Aboriginal town. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Is that moving to a form of leasehold or long-term lease, or is it moving to freehold? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I would prefer freehold, but there are issues with native title, and we have not yet resolved that. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: I refer to page 696 of budget paper No 2, volume 2, under “Significant Issues Impacting the 
Agency”. I note two extremely important new pieces of legislation, the new Aboriginal heritage legislation and the 
pastoral lands reform legislation. Does the minister intend to introduce the new Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Bill 
before Parliament is prorogued this year? What are the time frames? Is it realistic to assume that it will get through 
with the limited number of sitting days we have left? 
[7.20 pm] 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The answer is that I would like to get the legislation introduced. I think we are all aware of the 
likelihood of it passing through Parliament with three weeks of lower house sittings left. I think we have landed on 
something that is broadly supported, although it might need some technical amendments. All the proposed amendments 
that have come forward to me from land users—mainly the mining industry and Aboriginal groups—have been 
technical, not about the tenets of the bill, which is good. I would like to get it into Parliament, but I am aware that in the 
three weeks left of lower house sittings, I am not going to. I am not naive. I will try to get to a point at which we could 
at least have an understanding that the parliamentary parties broadly support it. There may be some technical 
amendments. That means if it does not get introduced until next year, everyone knows where we are heading. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: How many submissions were received? What was the cross-section of those submissions 
from industry et cetera? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Does the member mean the submissions to the draft bill? 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Yes. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Sorry, I do not have that answer, but I can get it easily enough. Submissions have been across the 
spectrum from land users to the Chamber of Minerals and Energy and the land council. I do not have the numbers 
in front of me now but I can get them easily enough. Over the last couple of years, because we had a discussion paper, 
there were hundreds of submissions. There are not as many now because I guess everybody is aware of where we 
are heading. On the back of those submissions and prior to the submissions, we had lots of meetings with groups 
putting forward proposals. We are trying to accommodate those in any way we can. The submissions are technical. 
No-one is objecting to the core principles of the bill around piggybacking off the native title system et cetera. They 
are more about getting clarity around the offences and trying to clarify things more than anything else. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Regarding the pastoral lands reform, which has been on the books since the 1980s, does the 
minister intend to read the legislation into Parliament in the three weeks we have left so that pastoralists are aware 
of the intent of potentially a future government that may need to tackle this legislation? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The member is no doubt aware that the pastoral lands reform is being led by  
Hon Alannah MacTiernan. I will throw the question to Matt Darcey in a minute, but quickly, the state government 
is drafting legislation as part of that package of statutory, regulatory and administrative measures to improve the 
economic, social and environmental outcomes in the pastoral rangelands. A draft amendment bill and work on 
a three-year implementation project are commencing to deliver improved land condition monitoring and the land 
management accreditation system. Consultation on the draft amendment bill will take place prior to its progression 
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into Parliament. I guess the comments that I made around the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Bill and its likelihood 
of passing before Parliament is prorogued can probably be equally applied to this legislation. 

Dr D.J. HONEY: I refer to page 702 and the table of income, expenses and other matters. There is a 10 per cent 
increase in the number of employees—22 people. That seems to be a significant number. Could the minister explain 
the significant increase in the number of people? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I will pass that question to the acting director general. 
Mr V. Davies: The FTE increases relate to nine new FTEs in the Yamatji Nation Indigenous Land Use Agreement; 
a provision for eight FTEs for the south west native title settlement; four FTEs for the remote Aboriginal communities 
initiative; one FTE for the normalising of Aboriginal communities; one FTE for contaminated sites; and one FTE 
for the Northampton lead tailings project. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Could the minister explain what those additional positions are for? For example, what will the 
nine FTEs for the Yamatji Nation Indigenous Land Use Agreement involve? Why are more people needed? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I will make a couple of comments and Mr Davies might be able to help me. The Yamatji Nation 
native title agreement is a large agreement to the tune of about $500 million. There is a range of requirements around 
land aggregation and transfer, and also management, which we are discussing with the Yamatji people. I think that is 
the largest component of those new FTEs. Similarly, for the remote Aboriginal communities economic transformation 
project, those positions are required because there is a range of issues to deal with around legislation and delivery of hard 
infrastructure. I will pass back to the acting director general, who might be able to provide some more information. 
Mr V. Davies: Coming back to the Yamatji in the south west, there are also some heritage components. It is about 
working with the community around cultural heritage. Accelerating the normalisation of Aboriginal communities, 
the contaminated sites and the Northampton lead tailings are quite significant projects, so the positions are around 
project management. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I take it that these are not permanent changes to the FTE; are they project-related changes? 
Mr V. Davies: Yes. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: I refer to page 697 and the WA recovery plan. It states — 

11.1.1. recurrent expenditure of $1.6 million towards maintenance and infrastructure upgrades in remote 
Aboriginal communities over 2020–21 and 2021–22; 

Is the minister able to provide information about which remote communities the $1.6 million will be put into for 
maintenance programs? I am happy to take it as supplementary information. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: We will provide that as supplementary information. I agree to provide the member for 
North West Central, by way of supplementary information, on page 697 of budget paper No 2, recurrent expenditure 
of $1.6 million towards maintenance and infrastructure upgrades in remote Aboriginal communities over 2020–21 
and 2021–22 details of that spend and the communities in which it is being spent. 
[Supplementary Information No A12.] 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I refer to Aboriginal Lands Trust land. As the minister knows, I visited Fitzroy Crossing a couple 
of times over the break and I have heard information about Derby. Certainly, most of the ALT land in Fitzroy—
not all of it; there were some excellent islands—was frankly in pretty disgusting condition. There was broken glass 
in playgrounds and rubbish strewn around. The housing on the land was typically in a poor state of repair. I understand 
that it is even worse in Derby. In fact, some of the ALT lands are regarded as quite lawless. If a non-Aboriginal person 
goes into the area, their vehicle may have stones thrown at it. I understand social circumstances lead to that and it is 
not a criticism of the individuals. I understand that the management of that ultimately falls to the state government 
through this service. Are programs aimed at targeting that and changing that situation? I understand there is a tenure 
issue, which is one problem. What about basic things like road maintenance and rubbish collection?  
[7.30 pm] 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The ALT would have responsibility for the land management. Antisocial behaviour would still be 
the responsibility of the relevant authorities in any town. The ALT estate is managed accordingly, on a fairly small 
budget, to be fair to the trust. Usually, we fund as required. If an urgent upgrade is required or if there is a contamination 
or electrical fault, as has often occurred over the years, we will fund as is. Every few years, there is a cull of wild animals 
et cetera. The trust does not have an ongoing, reliable large source of remedy to do that. It is done on a budget basis and 
based on priority and urgency. Sometimes there will be a requirement, as the member pointed out, to clean an Aboriginal 
settlement because it is covered in rubbish or whatever. That will happen occasionally. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Obviously, the Treasurer knows Fitzroy Crossing well. The frustration of not just the shire but 
Aboriginal leaders in the town was that the shire was not able to service those communities. These were separate 
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from the rest of the town. Whereas the rest of the town is pristine, it was a frustration for them. Is there a capacity 
for the shires to be paid to take on responsibility for those lands? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The answer is yes. There are examples around the state where it is possible to do that on a cost 
basis on ALT land that is close to the boundary of a shire, particularly a service centre of a shire. It is not everywhere 
across the state but there are examples. 

Dr D.J. HONEY: When these sections are split up, it is hard to see which bit in the final notes applies to which 
section. I turn to page 705 and the COVID-19 WA recovery plan. The line item “ICT Infrastructure” in the table 
indicates a very large spend is going on. It looks like it is averaging out at $2 million a year. I am intrigued to 
understand what would require that or what makes up that spend. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Is this in respect of the estimated total cost of $37 million? 

Dr D.J. HONEY: Yes, and I can see that there is a large chunk of spend, but then there is a $2 million spend or 
thereabouts going on into the forward estimates. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I might throw that to Mr Hanrahan. 

Mr M. Hanrahan: A large number of the systems that we have in the Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage 
are quite dated and require replacement and update. We have a contaminated sites system, which needs development. 
We are partway through developing the new system. Our planning lodgement system, ePlan, is an online portal for 
people to lodge subdivision applications and other statutory planning applications. That is on ageing infrastructure 
and needs to be replaced. We have a legislated delegation system that is also due for replacement, the Aboriginal 
heritage object register, implementation of closed-circuit television at Whiteman Park and Fremantle Prison, remote 
office uninterrupted power supply registers, and a system to support development assessment planning reform. 
The number that is shown—$2 million a year—is a provision to maintain our systems. It is also used to keep up 
current infrastructure. There are two IT lines in that asset investment plan. There is the figure of $2 million and, 
above it, there is another line for just over $1 million. We try to manage that throughout the forward years to keep 
our infrastructure, systems and networks up to date across the board. It is getting increasingly more difficult because 
IT equipment is not getting cheaper and we are also intending to move that across to a cloud-based solution, so 
what the member is seeing transfers periodically between the asset investment plan into our recurrent funding to 
support these cloud software service initiatives. 

Dr D.J. HONEY: I notice in that same table, if we go up a couple of line items, the acquisition of the Belmont squash 
centre. I am intrigued to know why that was required. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I saw that when I was looking at the ICT. I thought the member might follow that up. I think that 
was a purchase for a combined sporting facility. Mr Davies, are you able to assist us with that? 

Mr V. Davies: The issue was raised with us by the Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries. 
It sought approval through Treasury’s delegated authority to allocate that amount of money for the acquisition of 
the courts. The courts were intended to curb the loss of squash courts over the years because there is obviously higher 
and better use for that land. It was really around preservation of that particular type of facility. This was obviously 
something that we worked on with the Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries to work 
out which facility and when to buy it. 

The appropriation was recommended. 
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