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SHARKS — HAZARD MITIGATION — DRUM LINE TRIAL 

Statement 

HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West) [6.57 pm]: I was not going to speak, and I suspect I may have to 
stand up tomorrow to respond properly—I apologise to members for extending proceedings—but I think 
Hon Diane Evers’ comments deserve a response. I will try to do so very briefly and perhaps go a bit further tomorrow. 

The reality is that the CSIRO evidence suggests a number of things. The first is that the white shark population is 
relatively stable. Evidence otherwise is not scientifically based. A lot of misleading comments have been made 
about the white shark population. It is the shark that causes most damage. I have tried to stop people suggesting 
that twice as many sharks are off the west coast as off the east coast. That is not correct. Members would be amazed 
at how many federal members of Parliament get upset when I tell them that and discover that I am the only one 
that has read the study. The study states that there are about 750 white sharks from Melbourne to Rockhampton 
and approximately 1 500 from Melbourne to Exmouth. That is twice the distance, twice the ocean and 
approximately twice the number of sharks. As an alpha predator, it forms a fairly stable population, which has 
been relatively unchanging and is perhaps very slightly declining. 

Shark-Management-Alert-in-Real-Time drum lines have a role. Anybody who says that SMART drum lines will 
protect every person from every shark is not telling the truth. In a minute, I will come back very briefly to the scare 
campaign. It does not do the tourism industry in my and Hon Diane Evers’ electorate any good. SMART drum 
lines have a role. The most important is research and education. SMART drum lines provide an opportunity to 
increase the tagging of white sharks to learn more about them, which is probably the most critical role. The 
evidence from New South Wales is quite plain. When a shark is hooked, they generally try to get to the shark 
within 10 minutes, but it is an unpleasant experience, so that shark moves offshore for a period. It will eventually 
resume its normal migration—we understand that as well—but it will move offshore for a period. When it moves 
offshore, it is tagged and measured, which gives us the opportunity for a significant amount of further study, which 
is important for the long-term safety of people and interactions between sharks and human beings. 

I try to make sure that nobody says that drum lines and SMART drum lines are the be-all and end-all and will 
prevent every shark attack. Nothing will do that. Even shark netting does not always work, as proved by the recent 
bronze whaler in Albany. I have to say that a 1.5-metre bronze whaler is at far more risk from humans than humans 
are at risk from it. It is just the right size to come up very tasty with a coating of flour and a bit of lemon. It is about 
the right size and the bronze whaler is a very tasty fish. Most sharks are at far more risk than we are, but 
SMART drum lines have a role. I played a part in working with the then federal Minister for the Environment, 
Josh Frydenberg, on his proposal for SMART drum lines off the coast of Western Australia. The government has 
taken on a portion of that, but I would like it to do more because there is the capacity for more research. We have 
to be careful to say that it is not a silver bullet that will protect all people. There will be further attacks, but the 
more we learn and the more we know, the better our chances are. 

Regarding expenditure, we spend a lot of money on helicopters and planes running across the coast. SMART drum 
lines are just one more step in that process. I think we will speak a deal more on this tomorrow. 

House adjourned at 7.00 pm 
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