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COMMONWEALTH HEADS OF GOVERNMENT MEETING (SPECIAL POWERS) BILL 2011 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 18 May. 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [11.32 am]: Last night I 
began talking about the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting (Special Powers) Bill 2011. I had started 
to talk about the number of people who will be arriving in our city in late October to attend that four-day meeting 
and the forums that will be held prior to and post the four-day meeting. I also touched upon the fine balance that 
needs to be achieved between the concern for the security of the people who will visit Perth to attend CHOGM 
and maintaining the rights of the individuals who live here, as well as the manner in which the additional police 
powers need to be finetuned to reach that balance. As I alluded to last night, I have a number of questions that I 
am sure the parliamentary secretary will be able to answer either at the end of the second reading debate or 
during the committee stage. That is a recap of the initial comments I made last night, to inform members who 
perhaps were not in the chamber at the time. 

More than 50 sovereign heads of state will participate in CHOGM, there will be more than 3 000 delegates and a 
substantial media pack, as the parliamentary secretary told me last night, of about 1 000 people. We now know 
that Queen Elizabeth II and Prince Philip will also attend CHOGM, so I imagine there will be an even more 
heightened security concern during that period. Later in the debate, or perhaps in the committee stage, it might 
be interesting to make a comparison between the amount of money invested in and the level of security supplied 
to the Queen’s visit to southern Ireland for the first time and her visit to Western Australia in October. Although 
there are different circumstances surrounding each visit, it would be an interesting comparison to make. WA 
Police will provide a leading role in the provision of security for the event and substantial additional resources 
will be required to provide assistance. I understand from the briefing that police will be sourced from the other 
states and also New Zealand. I am interested to know what progress has been made in determining the number of 
those additional police officers. During the briefing, the officers were unable to tell us how many police would 
be brought over from those places and whether those police officers would be required to undertake any training 
or accreditation to work in Western Australia. If I recall correctly from the media reports, I understand that about 
200 police will be brought in from rural and regional areas to work in Perth at that time. I will ask the 
parliamentary secretary more specific questions about the involvement of the police from those areas. I also have 
questions about how local police stations and local staffing numbers in the metropolitan area will be sustained 
during that period. 

The minister’s second reading speech states — 

CHOGM creates serious challenges to police and others to ensure the smooth running of the event and 
the safety and security of the delegates and the community in general. A major concern is that, in 
addition to providing a forum for the attending nations to discuss matters of mutual importance, 
CHOGM provides an opportunity for persons aggrieved by the actions of one or more of the 
participating states to publicise their particular cause. The behaviour of anarchist groups at the 2010 
G20 meeting held in Toronto, Canada, provides a vivid example of the challenges that may confront 
police and other security officers during and in the period leading up to CHOGM. Overt displays of 
public disorder are just one of the risks. Other risks such as acts of terrorism must also be guarded 
against. Security at similar events held in Australia in recent times has been greatly assisted by the 
enactment of special powers that provide police and other security personnel with additional powers to 
assist their functions.  

A range of large-scale events have been held in Australia over the past few years, including the 2000 Sydney 
Olympics, the 2002 Queensland CHOGM, the 2006 Melbourne Commonwealth Games and the 2007 Sydney 
Asia–Pacific Economic Cooperation Conference. I imagine that the Sydney APEC conference is the conference 
the parliamentary secretary referred to in reference to the infamous security breach by The Chaser’s team. I am 
sure that incident provided great mirth and amusement for many people who watched not only the program, but 
also the aftermath. I am sure that that type of incident will not happen here. 

Hon Giz Watson: You never know your luck. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Indeed. I do not know whether The Chaser’s boys are on the list that we will talk about at 
a later stage of the debate. 

Hon Peter Collier: They didn’t get to the royal wedding. They got banned. 

Hon KATE DOUST: The English do not have the same sense of humour as us. I sometimes do not know 
whether they can take a joke. 

Hon Giz Watson: They are on ABC2, which is interesting. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 19 May 2011] 

 p3659c-3672a 
Hon Kate Doust; Hon Giz Watson; President 

 [2] 

Hon KATE DOUST: Is that right? I will have to look at that. However, I am deviating. 

I am sure we will talk about The Chaser’s team when we talk about the list and that other members will also 
want to talk about it. I believe that is the incident the parliamentary secretary was referring to and that everyone 
involved quaked in their boots when The Chaser’s team gained access to APEC. 

Special time-fixed legislation was necessary for each of those large-scale events. We are told that this legislation 
will have a very specific fixed time and will expire on 5 November. The Labor Party wanted to be very sure of 
that before we gave our support for this legislation because of some of the concerns we have about some aspects 
of it. We wanted to ensure that the legislation would terminate on a specific date so that the government would 
not be able to continue those aspects of the legislation about which we have concerns. This bill provides security 
powers for police and authorised officers to use in designated secure areas. I will talk about that in more detail 
because we would like to know what progress has been made to finalise the detail of where those designated 
security areas will be. This bill provides additional powers to police to close roads for the purposes of conveying 
dignitaries, and coercive hearing powers to assist in gathering evidence of suspected offences aimed at disrupting 
the event or harming delegates and property. We will come back and talk about that as well.  

The bill will enable police and authorised persons to exercise certain powers in designated areas, including stop 
and search, mainly near sites where Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting activities are occurring. We 
will have more discussion about that aspect of it as well. It also enables police from other jurisdictions to 
perform Western Australian police officer functions during CHOGM. It permits the publication of a list of 
excluded persons who will be prohibited from accessing declared areas. I was advised that during the Asia–
Pacific Economic Cooperation meeting about 61 people were on an excluded list. The advisers said that they 
anticipated on this occasion there would be only about a dozen people on that list, but again we will talk about 
that later because I do not know how the list has been structured, what numbers have been obtained, or how 
people have been contacted to ascertain whether or not they will be here.  

The bill creates an adjunct to exercise these powers for certain offences. It empowers the Corruption and Crime 
Commission to conduct hearings for the purposes of securing evidence of offences. These hearings can be held 
for individuals aged 16 years or over. We have concerns about that. I flag now that although we will ultimately 
agree with this legislation, we will not support these clauses during Committee of the Whole. We will explain 
why when we get to those points.  

In comparing this legislation with the APEC laws in New South Wales, it has to be said that this bill goes further 
than what was considered necessary for APEC, especially with the deployment of the CCC. We do not 
understand why on this occasion the CCC has to be engaged. A particular concern is the assertion that these 
specific powers can be used in the case of juveniles. In the Minister for Police’s second reading speech he 
justified that by stating — 

The inclusion of juveniles is a departure from the provisions of the Corruption and Crime Commission 
Act 2003 and has been made in recognition that some of the groups likely to engage in extreme acts are 
known to recruit juveniles and indoctrinate them to their cause.  

I am not too sure whether he has evidence that these types of situations are occurring or are likely to occur in 
Western Australia, or for this particular occasion. I hope that when we get to that point the parliamentary 
secretary is able to provide us with evidence that backs up the minister’s statements.  

The stop-and-search powers conferred are essentially the same as those that currently exist in the Criminal 
Investigation Act—namely, allowing people who refuse a search to leave a declared area without sanction. Many 
of the powers conferred are conferred not just on police officers, but also on authorised officers. These so-called 
officers are not police from other jurisdictions, but other persons authorised by the Commissioner of Police. We 
need clarification about what type of person is contemplated to be conferred with this classification. If it means 
non-police personnel such as security officers, then it is objectionable and was not considered necessary in the 
New South Wales example. In principle, we will support this bill, but we have a lot of questions. We will not 
agree to some aspects of the legislation when we go through the committee stage.  

There has been a lot of comment in the media, particularly from the Premier and also from the Minister for 
Police, about this bill being delayed. This bill was given a fairly extensive working over in the other place. A 
range of ancillary matters were raised. The government has had to try to deal with that. We will not slow this bill 
down, but we will do our job by raising matters and seeing where the government has gotten to in addressing the 
canvassed issues. As I mentioned last night, although the government in the Assembly was reluctant to 
acknowledge or agree to changes, or to acknowledge the flaws in this legislation, I note that since the bill left the 
other place and came into this place, 15 amendments have been placed on the supplementary notice paper to 
tighten this legislation. That is a fairly good acknowledgement that when this legislation came into the 
Parliament, it was not well drafted and not well thought out. It was just another piece of flawed legislation that 
came from the police minister. Time and again, when we deal with the Minister for Police’s legislation in this 
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place, we have to fix it. This is just another example. I hope that when this bill leaves our chamber and heads 
back to the Assembly for final tick-off, the police minister acknowledges that he could have resolved these 
matters when the bill was debated there. The Minister for Police needs to thank the shadow Minister for Police, 
Margaret Quirk, for her diligence in raising these matters and trying to improve his legislation. I hope the 
parliamentary secretary conveys those views to him. Rather than the Minister for Police just saying no all the 
time and, “It’s my way and I’m not prepared to change”, perhaps he needs to do what a number of other 
ministers do and actually discuss and negotiate to make sure we get the best legislation out of this place that we 
possibly can. 

Another issue that arose was the homelessness issue. I will pick up on some of the media commentary that came 
out of the debate in the Assembly when a member asked what would happen to homeless people whilst CHOGM 
was occurring. The Minister for Police at the time made some fairly flippant and inappropriate comment that got 
him into a fair amount of hot water. The Premier has tried to pull him out of that situation. There are real 
concerns about what will happen to homeless people. We have seen a rally here at Parliament House. A 
reasonable number of homeless people expressed their concerns and want action taken on their behalf. On 
Tuesday another group of people gathered at the front of Parliament House, again calling on the government to 
address these issues. It has been quite interesting to see different arms of government say, “Yes, yes, we’ll do 
something about it”, but even last night, during the regular committee report stage of debate, Hon Ljiljanna 
Ravlich asked Hon Robyn McSweeney whether she will move homeless people out of the city during CHOGM. 
I noticed with interest that whilst Hon Robyn McSweeney said, “Yes, we will be doing that”, the parliamentary 
secretary shook her head vigorously to say no.  

Hon Robyn McSweeney interjected. 

Hon KATE DOUST: My question to the parliamentary secretary—not to the minister—because she is the one 
handling this bill, is: what is the truth? What will the government do to assist the homeless, and not just for that 
period? Why are we leaving it so late anyway? These are issues we should be dealing with. I was interested in 
the difference of view — 

Hon Donna Faragher: I can clarify that for you.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Please do. 

Hon Donna Faragher: It is easily clarified. It was dependent on how you took the question from Hon Ljiljanna 
Ravlich.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Is that right? 

Hon Donna Faragher: I am very happy to explain it. 

Hon Sue Ellery: There is homeless and there is homeless.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Maybe there is; I do not know. I always thought if you were homeless, you were 
homeless! 

Hon Donna Faragher: It is an issue in terms of “security” areas as opposed to “restricted” areas.  

Hon KATE DOUST: So if a person lives in what is a — 

Hon Donna Faragher: I will respond in due course. 

Hon KATE DOUST: So, some homeless people will be looked after but not others? 

Hon Donna Faragher: No, no, no. Just wait and I will be able to allay your fears. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I will be interested in that. If the parliamentary secretary wants to apply pen to paper, I 
will give her some of the other questions I would like answers to.  

Hon Donna Faragher: I am at the ready!  

Hon KATE DOUST: Very good.  

It was a real concern that perhaps people in cabinet were not talking to the people handling the legislation about 
what they should be doing for the homeless. What is the dollar cost to government to provide accommodation for 
that group of homeless people the government will select and choose to look after? Where will they be housed? 
When will they be housed in these alternative arrangements? Why can it not start now? Why leave it until 
October? I am not too sure what the government’s response to the rally on Tuesday was; whether the Premier or 
the relevant minister met representatives of the group. I would like to know from the parliamentary secretary 
whether the government has deigned to meet those people. If they have organised themselves and said, “Enough 
is enough; we really need to have something done to assist us”, it is very important that the government talk to 
these people about the best options to get them into appropriate accommodation.  
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It is pretty significant that these people have actually organised themselves and their concerns. When I met with 
the advisers I was thinking about the areas that would be cut off. People who regularly walk through, live in or 
work in the city know that there are particular areas that people who are homeless go to every day. Some of them 
have been going to certain places for years and years; it is just where they go. When I worked in the city many, 
many years ago, one fellow always stayed at the back of the offices in the laneway right near the terrace. How is 
the government going to identify the individuals who need that assistance?  

Hon Adele Farina interjected.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, I know; it is very complicated. I will be interested in the response. Anglicare talked 
about rental properties being out of the reach of these people. Given the dire situation with Homeswest—the lack 
of availability of homes and the extensive waiting list to get people into accommodation—I do not know what 
the government will do to appropriately house these people during this period. I do not know whether 
arrangements will be made for hotel or hostel accommodation. I am not too sure what is going to happen.  

Hon Ed Dermer: I wonder what happens at the end of the period.  

Hon KATE DOUST: That is the question. I am not too sure what happened in Sydney. The parliamentary 
secretary might be able to provide some advice on how other states have managed arrangements to assist the 
homeless when restrictions have been applied on access during these so-called special events. We have heard 
stories about significant events such as the Olympic Games and the Commonwealth Games being held in some 
other countries and the homeless being bussed out of or forcibly removed from the cities. That type of situation 
is of great concern to me. I would not want to see that type of arrangement happen in Perth. I will be very 
interested to hear from the government about how it will work out who will need to be accommodated and what 
it will do if those people do not want to move. It will be very difficult to encourage a lot of people to do anything 
different, particularly those who may have mental health issues and are in a routine in a familiar place.  

Hon Adele Farina: They are going to need counselling.  

Hon KATE DOUST: They are going to need counselling. There are a whole lot of issues. It is very important 
that the government engage with these people, and not just for this particular event. This is a very good 
opportunity to try to provide some long-term planning to assist these people back into appropriate 
accommodation and to provide whatever other support they need. Maybe we sometimes need events like this to 
act as a wake-up call to address these issues. I know I always talk about this in other debates, but we are in a 
period of sustained boom or economic wellbeing in Western Australia. Sometimes we need events like this, 
when we are doing really well, to make us think about the people who have the greatest need and that we should 
be doing something to help them. I do not believe that the Western Australian community is receiving the benefit 
of this boom. The homelessness issue is a clear example of that. It is not limited to just the city; it is now sadly 
spreading out to our suburbs. Perhaps some country members could talk about this issue at some point. Maybe 
we should again have a debate on homelessness to see how people are tracking in other places as well. It is a 
significant issue for the government to deal with. I hope that the government has taken the police minister to task 
following his appalling response. I am sure that many of his colleagues on the government benches would have 
been dreadfully embarrassed by the manner in which he handled himself on that occasion, because I thought it 
was just a shocker and really reinforced the shallowness of that individual in the way in which he addresses these 
issues.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Who is that?  

Hon KATE DOUST: The police minister, Hon Rob Johnson.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Say no more!  

Hon KATE DOUST: Unfortunately, I have to say more. I will go through some other matters that have been 
canvassed. It has been quite interesting to track this issue through the media and to see some of the matters that 
have arisen in that regard. There has been a lot of criticism, and not just from us, about the involvement of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission and about the stop-and-search laws. The police minister has been highly 
critical of Labor for supporting this bill but not the other piece of legislation. The vast majority of us do not 
support the stop-and-search legislation. I see Hon Wendy Duncan nodding, so I take it that she still does not 
support that legislation. As I said, we will support this bill only because we know that it is for a fixed period and 
for a significant event, so it is quite contained. We understand the significance of this type of meeting occurring 
in Western Australia. In The West Australian of 24 January this year, Hylton Quail, president of the Law Society 
of Western Australia, said that there was absolutely no need or justification for increased police powers during 
CHOGM because WA police already have expansive stop-and-search powers. He went on to say — 

“There is absolutely no need to abolish the requirement of reasonable suspicion to deal with CHOGM 
or any other event,” …  
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He has been quite consistent and sound in his thinking as the representative of the legal fraternity in this state. I 
think he has quite clearly articulated the concerns of a range of people in our community. We believe that the 
police already have sufficient powers under the legislation to manage these types of events. The concern is that 
the government may have been using this as another opportunity to further erode people’s rights in our state.  

Margaret Quirk, the shadow Minister for Police, has expressed her concerns, which I will go through. She said 
that the legislation, whilst similar to the laws adopted in New South Wales for APEC in 2007, needed to cover a 
range of issues including the description of areas subject to heightened security measures, the access and entry of 
persons to those areas, the nature of powers to be exercised by police in those areas, the recognition of police 
personnel from other states, and other provisions such as road closures and the imposition of airspace 
restrictions. I thought that was interesting, because I had not really thought about airspace restrictions. That 
might be another matter on which the parliamentary secretary might provide information to us. How will that be 
dealt with during that time? 

Hon Adele Farina: That will be really interesting.  

Hon KATE DOUST: There is a heavy flow of air traffic at both our airports. Members need only stand outside 
this building to see planes constantly flying in and out.  

Hon Adele Farina: And circling.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Indeed, they do. It is an interesting question whether any restrictions will be placed on 
flights in and out of the city and whether planes will have to change their flight patterns or whatever.  

Hon Adele Farina: And the impact on commercial airlines as well.  

Hon KATE DOUST: They are the ones I am referring to. I had not even thought about the smaller planes. It 
would be interesting to know the impact on Jandakot airport. Smaller planes fly out of there. Our emergency 
services fly out of there, including the Royal Flying Doctor Service of Australia. We cannot always predict when 
planes will need to take off from and land in that area. It will be interesting to see what information the 
parliamentary secretary has about the impact on that. I thought that was quite an interesting point raised by 
Margaret Quirk.  

There is also the issue of cost. Although I understand that some of the costs will be shared by the federal 
government, some costs will be picked up by the state government. I note that in the briefing I had I was advised 
that the government had already set aside more than $12 million for the police service, which is a significant 
amount of money for such a short time, and that the government anticipated that more money may need to be 
allocated. 

Hon Giz Watson: Is that the state government? 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, the state government. 

Hon Giz Watson: The commonwealth is putting in $58 million. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes. I was going to go through some of the state figures. I had the briefing a few weeks 
ago. Given that the budget will be handed down today, quite possibly by the time we reach the committee stage 
of this bill—maybe later today—we might know how much more in dollar terms the government has allocated to 
CHOGM for the police service, for other activities or for work that needs to be done. As well as the $12 million 
for the police service, an article in The Weekend West of Saturday, 9 April 2011, indicates —  

The State Government initially allocated about $5.6 million over two years for WA’s involvement in 
the event, later budgeting for a further $25.5 million. 

I think I know where some of the dividend money from the utilities is going — 

This includes $1 million to the Royal Agricultural Society as compensation for the loss of the Queen’s 
Birthday public holiday during the Royal Show, $2.2 million for a Government House upgrade and 
$12.2 million for police services, which it expects will be reimbursed by the Federal Government. 

The parliamentary secretary might let us know whether that is going to happen or whether the feds have said, 
“No, this is your share; thank you very much.” As I have said, the parliamentary secretary might be able to 
provide that information after the budget has been brought down. I would be interested to know what other costs 
are associated with CHOGM and what other costs the government will have to pay for. At the end of the day, it 
is all taxpayers’ money and we want to make sure that they get a good bang for their buck. 

Hon Adele Farina: We don’t yet have a total cost because no allowance has been made for the cost of dealing 
with the homeless. 

Hon KATE DOUST: That is right. That needs to be taken into account as well. 
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Another concern has been raised in the public arena about CHOGM. We have been told that CHOGM will go for 
the four days that have been listed, and we know that the public holiday has been changed from early in the 
month to the end of the month because the government is trying to reduce as much as possible the flow of traffic 
into and out of the city, which is a very sensible thing to do. But, at the end of the day, people will still want to 
do things in and around the city. I assumed that it was just going to be those four days—that people would attend 
the forums and the meeting and then leave. But I understand that there will be a range of activities before and 
after CHOGM. We need to have clarity. Will some form of restriction apply before and after the meeting, such 
as restricted access to the city, road closures or restricted access to venues? Has a plan been put in place for 
dates, places and areas? How will that be communicated to members of the public, who clearly think that it will 
just be for the four-day period? I would hate people to be caught out a few days beforehand if they find that they 
cannot get into the city because a road has been blocked off or they cannot access a train station. These are 
questions that people want to know the answers to. That is a busy time of the year, not just for people who live 
and work in the area. I had this discussion with my colleague last night on the way home. It is also a very 
important time for year 12 students who have end-of-year studies. A lot of students from the bush come in to do 
additional study in the lead-up to their tertiary entrance exams. It would be good to know how those issues will 
be managed. Although roads will be closed, can the parliamentary secretary provide any advice about the train 
stations in the city? The Esplanade station is right next to the Perth Convention and Exhibition Centre, which I 
understand is where a number of these events will occur. Will that station be closed or will access be restricted 
for a period? It is a very busy train station, as is the William Street train station, with people travelling to and 
from the city for work. Even though the city will be shut down over that weekend, people who work in the retail 
sector and who use public transport will still need to get to work. 

Hon Adele Farina: And there are people from regional WA who get dropped off there as well. 

Hon KATE DOUST: That is right. I would hate for people who work in the city to be impacted on in a negative 
way because they may not be able to get to work or they may get there late because of changes to train or bus 
services. I do not know about the parliamentary secretary, but I have worked in the retail sector and it does not 
matter what circumstances are in play; the boss always wants workers to be on time. I would hate for people who 
work in the retail or hospitality sectors to be issued with counselling notices or warnings because they could not 
get to work on time. I would like some assurance from the government that measures will be put in place to 
ensure that those people are able to get to their workplaces. I know that the government wants coffee shops, 
restaurants and other shops to be open so that the people who are in Perth for CHOGM can enjoy their time in 
the city. But I would not want the workers to be penalised just because they cannot get to and from work. I do 
not know whether that issue has been addressed, but it would be interesting to know how the government intends 
to educate people or what alternatives the government has put in place to assist people in that situation. Having 
read the comments in these articles, I know that some retailers and coffee shop operators are worried about the 
impact on their businesses over that period because some of their staff may not be able to get to work. It will be 
interesting to know what the government’s plans are for managing those situations. 

Another matter that I want to raise relates to the other events. I know that, apart from the leaders meeting and the 
foreign ministers meeting, there will be a range of activities in and around CHOGM. We have been given the 
very useful document “CHOGM 2011”, which sets out all the parallel events, including the commonwealth 
business forum, the commonwealth people’s forum and the commonwealth youth forum. The government has 
made announcements about funding for a $2.45 million eight-day arts and culture festival during CHOGM, of 
which a very generous $1.45 million came from Lotterywest funding and $1 million from the state government. 
That will be quite a significant event. The parliamentary secretary might be able to tell us exactly where that 
event will occur, or perhaps it will be a number of events scattered throughout Perth and Fremantle. I also 
understand that there will be some fairly significant sporting events. It was explained to me that there would be 
netball and hockey events. Of course, we excel at both those sports. I imagine that the hockey will be held at 
Curtin University. I am interested to know where it will be. Again, if the hockey is at Curtin, will that also have 
fairly serious security measures applied to it? Will it become a designated place? I am just thinking about those 
sorts of issues. I imagine that the netball will be held in the very new wonderful facilities at Floreat. There is also 
a schools program. There is a range of activities and it is important that we understand—I need to understand—
that this will not simply be isolated to the CBD, as most of us think it will be; it is fairly obvious that some of 
these events will be scattered. Therefore, not only will the CBD be in lockdown, if we like, but also other parts 
of Perth will be. If they are designated areas and the police can close roads, it will come as a bit of a shock to 
people and will impact on how they get around their own city for that period. A people’s space has been 
announced, which the Premier talked about. 

The Premier yesterday announced some funding for people to participate in the commonwealth people’s forum. I 
understand an announcement was made about — 

Hon Donna Faragher: By me, as a matter of fact, on behalf of the Premier. 
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Hon KATE DOUST: By Hon Donna Faragher! My apologies, parliamentary secretary; it had the Premier’s 
photo on the press release, not yours. The parliamentary secretary is so much more attractive than the Premier 
that I am surprised they did not put her name there! 

Hon Donna Faragher: I was in the body of the press release. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, the parliamentary secretary was; that is why I missed it. I am sorry. 

Hon Donna Faragher: You didn’t read the press release! 

Hon KATE DOUST: I saw Hon Gary Gray’s name, but I missed the parliamentary secretary’s. 

Hon Donna Faragher: That’s disappointing. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I know it is disappointing. We will just have to do things to raise the parliamentary 
secretary’s profile! We will have to look after her. 

I understand that about 40 Western Australians will have the opportunity to attend this forum. I think that about 
130 people will go to this forum. 

Hon Donna Faragher: It is 250. 

Hon KATE DOUST: The parliamentary secretary’s numbers are better than those online. I think it is great that 
people have the opportunity to participate in these forums. Earlier today I looked at the type of matters that 
would be canvassed in these workshops. They are quite interesting. I understand that in these workshops people 
will deal with issues such as governance and democracy. When we think about it, in our own commonwealth we 
have some interesting challenges right now. Zimbabwe was discussed at length at the last CHOGM meeting and 
I imagine that it will be discussed at length again. I do not know whether that discussion had any positive impact 
for the poor people of Zimbabwe who have to deal with their president, but it is good that these issues are talked 
about. People at the workshops will deal also with gender and women’s rights, education, technology and 
innovation. I had a quick look at the report from the last CHOGM, which talked about the need for incubators. I 
will quote from that report at the committee stage because these are things that I have picked up from it that I 
think are great. It will be really good for Western Australians to have input into discussions on the need to have 
science or business incubators in the community and the value that they have in picking up on natural resources 
and renewable energy. I am not making this up; it is all in the report from the 2009 CHOGM. I hope that our 
40 representatives really get in there and push those messages because they are the science and innovation 
messages that I would like to push to this state government. There is a need for incubators to encourage business 
in the science community and to provide that financial support to tap into our natural resources and to engage in 
the area of renewable energy more than we do. I think these are all really interesting areas. 

Hon Adele Farina: Perhaps they should also discuss the value of committees in democratic societies! 

Hon KATE DOUST: We will probably find that as I go through the list! 

People at the workshops will also deal with issues around Indigenous people, cultural identity, peace and 
security. As I said, I imagine that is a significant issue, unfortunately, for a lot of people throughout the 
commonwealth. We would not even know where to start with the types of problems that they deal with. Other 
issues discussed will be around economic development, trade and finance, climate change, the environment, 
disaster management and human rights. Again, that is another significant issue that we all need to take on board. 
Therefore, the matters that will be canvassed during the forum are very important. I noted, however, an 
interesting comment that came out of the CHOGM review. Given the types of matters and the thoughts about 
democracy and governance—the ground rules, if we like—were established in about 1965, we perhaps need to 
rethink how this is managed; perhaps the models and the types of discussions needed to be updated. I thought 
that was a very interesting comment. Although I realise that the feedback will probably be more of a federal 
nature, I hope that the people funded to go to this forum, such as people from rural and regional areas—I 
imagine that quite a few will be sponsored to attend this forum—will provide feedback to our state government. 
If we provide that support, I hope there will be a return to our state government and that the state government 
will actually pick up on and utilise that information to draft better legislation than some of the stuff we have had 
to deal with and to have better plans for our future in some of those areas that I have canvassed.  

What grabbed me with the parliamentary secretary’s press release, even though I missed her name, was that the 
money being provided to support these people to attend the forum will come from Lotterywest. I think that 
Lotterywest does a fabulous job and it is a great way to provide assistance to organisations, charities and sporting 
and community groups that might need the extra dollars or to give them the kick-start for a project. I went to the 
launch of the Western Australian medical research facility yesterday. Lotterywest kicked in about a $5 million 
grant for that building, which I thought was fantastic because Western Australia as a community will gain great 
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benefit from that research funding. However, I am not too sure about Lotterywest providing funding for this 
forum. I thought that, as this is a government event, if the government wanted to provide support—in the form of 
a sponsorship, I would imagine—for people to attend the forum, it probably should provide that money from 
another source because Lotterywest funding really should go to charitable organisations. This is a government 
event — 

Hon Donna Faragher: It’s not a state government—I’ll clarify — 

Hon KATE DOUST: I would like clarification. I make it quite clear that I have no difficulty at all with people 
receiving support to attend this event. I think it is good because it means that people who may not normally be 
able to afford to go will have that opportunity. I am not too sure whether Lotterywest was the appropriate vehicle 
to tap into on this occasion because really its charter is to provide assistance to charitable or not-for-profit 
organisations. My worry is that once we start doing this, it becomes very easy for a government with a shortfall 
or a gap somewhere to go to this pot of money. I would not like to see that happen. I have no difficulty with 
support being provided, but I want to clarify why it came from Lotterywest and not another avenue, such as 
consolidated revenue. That is the question I wanted to ask and I just want that clarified. 

Another issue that has been canvassed is the stop-and-search aspect of this legislation. I know at some time 
during the committee debate we will come to the actual clauses about the police being able to take possessions. 
Comment has been made about the police being able to remove mobile phones and laptops when they are 
conducting a search. The police minister was quoted in The Sunday Times of 17 April about these matters, and 
he said that, during CHOGM, the police will have special powers to search mobile phones and laptops, and to 
search emails and text messages. The article goes on to say that — 

While Mr Johnson said he did not expect mobile phones and laptops to be searched “as a general rule”, 
he admitted they could be searched “for the purpose of promoting the security and safety of people 
attending CHOGM”.  

I would like to know under what circumstances that could be done.  

Hon Adele Farina: And how will the police make that decision? 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes—how will the police make that decision? If the police are doing a stop-and-search, 
will they say to people, “We want to look at your mobile phone, and we want to look at your emails”? How will 
the police determine which people they will ask for that information?  

Hon Adele Farina: And will there be any requirement for reasonable suspicion? 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes. I thank Hon Adele Farina very much for that assistance. 

Hon Donna Faragher: Will you be making a speech on this, Hon Adele Farina, or not? 

Hon Adele Farina: I might. 

Hon Donna Faragher: I just want to know whether I am answering questions from both of you.  

Hon KATE DOUST: She is just filling in a few gaps for me occasionally, so it is very helpful. 

I want to know how the police will make that decision. We would not want the police to be asking everyone for 
their mobile phones or their laptops. That would be quite onerous. Is the purpose of this provision simply to deal 
with those people who are on the list, or will it be more widespread than that? In that same article, concern is 
also expressed by the director of Civil Liberties Australia that these wide-ranging powers will set a dangerous 
precedent. One of our colleagues in the other place, the member for Forrestfield, has also raised the concern that 
if people take their computers or mobile phones into a CHOGM-restricted area, they will risk having their emails 
and files searched. It will be interesting to know whether people who go into a restricted area will have to 
surrender their mobile phones and laptops until they exit the venue. For some types of events—not any that I 
have attended—these sorts of measures have had to be put in place. The parliamentary secretary might be able to 
provide some information about that matter. 

I am pleased to know that while Her Majesty the Queen of England will be in Perth for CHOGM, she will be 
turning the first sod for the proposed foreshore development. I cannot remember whether I read that in the paper, 
or whether I heard the Premier announce that, but I thought that would give me an opportunity to say a few 
things about the Perth foreshore plan. It is also very interesting, given that those plans have not been finalised 
yet. Can the parliamentary secretary confirm whether the Queen will be turning the first sod for the proposed 
foreshore development? 

Hon Donna Faragher: Forgive me, but I am not the Queen, and I would not know. 
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Hon KATE DOUST: I know, otherwise the parliamentary secretary would not be sitting here! I am not making 
this up. I think I read it somewhere.  

Hon Donna Faragher: All that I have been advised is that the Queen will be in Perth for CHOGM as head of 
the commonwealth.  

Hon KATE DOUST: The next issue I want to raise is police numbers. An article in The West Australian of 16 
May states that about 200 police officers from country Western Australia will be seconded to Perth for CHOGM. 
I imagine that will leave some regional areas fairly short of police officers. It will be interesting to know how 
regional police stations will be staffed during that time. If 200 police officers are to be brought in from the bush, 
will cars, bikes and other equipment also be brought in from those places? 

Hon Adele Farina: And where will they be housed? 

Hon KATE DOUST: That is my next question. I thank Hon Adele Farina very much for that. Where will those 
200 police be accommodated during the time they are in Perth for CHOGM? I understand also that 700 police 
will be brought in from the eastern states and New Zealand. Where will those officers be accommodated? It will 
be an interesting dilemma for the government, because it will have to find accommodation for not only the 
homeless, but also the 900 additional police who will be brought to Perth for CHOGM. Some accommodation 
may be able to be provided at the training facility at Joondalup—or perhaps they will be offered a few swags and 
they can place themselves in local lockups! It will be interesting to know how the government will deal with 
those matters. 

Hon Norman Moore: I like this enthusiasm for CHOGM! 

Hon KATE DOUST: Was the Leader of the House interjecting on me? 

Hon Norman Moore: No. I was just making a comment to myself. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I heard it! 

Hon Norman Moore: I’m sorry! I’ll whisper in future!  

Hon KATE DOUST: Thank you! We have every right to ask questions to ensure that this is good legislation. 
The Leader of the House was not here when I said this, so I will say it again. This legislation has come into this 
house with 15 government amendments attached to it. That clearly demonstrates to us that when this bill went 
into the other place, it was flawed. The government has now acknowledged that, because it has picked up all the 
issues that were canvassed in the other place and is now seeking to amend the bill. We will support those 
amendments. 

Hon Norman Moore: I am just interested in your enthusiasm for this event! 

Hon KATE DOUST: I will continue to ask questions to make sure the government gets this legislation right. If 
all these people from the commonwealth want to come to Perth for CHOGM, great! I am enthusiastic!  

Hon Norman Moore: You sound so negative! 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am not. That is just the spin from the Leader of the House. He is perennially grumpy!  

Hon Norman Moore: You are normally not negative at all; you are normally very positive. But today you are 
being very negative. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am not. The Leader of the House is just very grumpy, and that puts a colour on his 
vision.  

Hon Norman Moore: I am not! I am smiling at you!  

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes—and I am dancing on the inside, leader! So we are both happy people! 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: Isn’t that nice!  

Hon KATE DOUST: It is nice! 

Hon Norman Moore: Just get positive! Be enthusiastic!  

Hon KATE DOUST: I am so pleased the Leader of the House has joined us today!  

Hon Norman Moore: Just be enthusiastic about it! 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am indeed. But we have questions about this legislation. The parliamentary secretary is 
very diligent. I am sure that she will come back to us with fulsome answers about this legislation, because she is 
keen to make sure that this is good legislation, and that this event goes off—I was not going to say with a 
bang — 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 19 May 2011] 

 p3659c-3672a 
Hon Kate Doust; Hon Giz Watson; President 

 [10] 

Hon Adele Farina: That would be a problematic statement! 

Hon KATE DOUST: I know! 

Hon Giz Watson: We used to be able to make jokes like that! 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes. That is the difficulty. We cannot make jokes like that any more, because people may 
take it the wrong way.  

I have been talking about the extra 200 police who will come to Perth from regional areas, and the extra 700 
police who will come to Perth from the eastern states and New Zealand. Concerns have been raised about the 
staffing levels in metropolitan police stations during this time. There are already some concerns about staffing 
levels in some locations after certain hours. How will the metropolitan police stations be staffed during this 
time? Will staff and equipment be taken away from those stations? Will a sufficient number of police be 
available to the community to deal with general issues? I imagine that while CHOGM is taking place, there will 
still be the normal run-of-the-mill activities in the community, and there will still be break-ins, car accidents or 
assaults. I would like to know what plan has been pulled together to ensure that there will be adequate police 
numbers in and around this city to look after the ongoing needs of the community. I raise that because comment 
was made in May to the media by sources within the police force that there is concern that at the same time that 
the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting is happening, police would be drawn in centrally and not be 
available for other events happening at the same time.  

I understand that one of the events that happens at that time of year is the annual regional bikies run. I 
understand the police are worried because they usually dispatch quite a number of police to deal with that bikie 
run, but they may not necessarily have the personnel available this year because they will be focused on 
CHOGM. I am sure the bikie run will be quite peaceful and quiet—I am not too sure how that works—but the 
concern is that there will be insufficient police to manage not only CHOGM, but also the other events that will 
be happening. I will be interested to know whether that has been canvassed as an issue, and how police will deal 
with those sorts of ongoing problems.  

There has been a call for people to volunteer for CHOGM, and a couple of information forums have been held 
on CHOGM for, particularly, volunteers. I think that will be an interesting opportunity for people to not only 
develop skills, but also demonstrate their knowledge of the city. It will be a great way to promote the state, and I 
think that is very good. I would be interested to know the sorts of issues that arose out of those forums, the 
concerns, if any, that were canvassed, and the sort of information that was provided to people. I would like to 
know, also, whether the call for volunteers has been finalised. 

Hon Donna Faragher: No. 

Hon KATE DOUST: No? 

Hon Donna Faragher: I will respond more formally in my reply, but the call for volunteers has only recently 
occurred, and that is still open; we are calling for around 500 volunteers. The public forums were for anybody 
who wanted information about CHOGM. We need volunteers for the daytime and the night-time, and I will 
provide further information in my response. There will be, in effect, two sets of volunteers.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Was the general CHOGM information forum well attended? 

Hon Donna Faragher: There were two; there was one in the morning and one in the evening. I went to the 
evening one, along with your colleague Margaret Quirk, MLA. 

Hon KATE DOUST: It might be interesting to see the sort of issues that came out of that forum.  

We have talked about police numbers and equipment—guns, cars and motorbikes, and all those sorts of things. 
From reading The Sunday Times—which is a good source of finding out what is happening with the police in 
Western Australia—I understand that a number of police motorbikes are sitting in a holding yard. They were 
purchased for about $300 000 and they will be used during CHOGM, and then they will be put back in the 
holding yard. I did not understand that. I thought: “Well if they have been purchased, why aren’t they being 
used; and why aren’t they being used continuously?” There is obviously a need for them, and the police must 
feel quite frustrated by that. I thought it was interesting that these motorbikes, which I understand cost about 
$21 000 each and are fitted with radios, lights, specialist equipment and highly visible paintwork, will only be 
used during that very short period. I thought: “What a waste of a resource; what a waste of a dollar”, if members 
like. Why are they not being used now and continuously until they need to be replaced? I would be interested to 
know why they will be brought out only for that event.  

Hon Adele Farina: How many are there? 
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Hon KATE DOUST: I think there are 16; whatever $300 000 divided by $21 000 is will give the member the 
figure.  

Another issue that needs to be canvassed and has been raised in the media is the concern of cab drivers about the 
impact, in terms of access to the city, upon their industry during CHOGM. I understand a plan was to be 
developed that would indicate the roads that would be restricted. Has that plan been developed, and has it been 
articulated to the taxi industry and on to the drivers, because they will want to make sure that they are able to 
continue to make money? They do not want to be prevented from being able to work during that period. Has the 
plan been completed; and, if it has, has it been fed back into the taxi industry for a response or for it to be passed 
on to the drivers so that they know what they will have to do?  

Hon Donna Faragher: As I understand it, there have been conversations with the taxi industry—I can get more 
detail. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I would appreciate more detail. 

Hon Donna Faragher: Having said that, the roads that will be blocked for the three days have already been 
identified in the forums and the like, but I will go through that in my response.  

Hon KATE DOUST: That is another issue: will they be able to be on the road during this time if the roads are 
going to be blocked off? 

Hon Donna Faragher: Obviously not in the areas that are blocked. 

Hon KATE DOUST: With 50 heads of state and 3 000 dignitaries in town and coming in from airports, I 
imagine there will be fairly significant roads blocked off so that they can go straight through from the airport to 
the city or to their hotel or to the meeting. I imagine that they will not travel in just one car or van, and that there 
might be friends or their own security guys or whatever travelling with them in a convoy, so the roadblocks will 
be fairly continuous. It will not be just stopping access to the road for 20 minutes or half an hour here or there; I 
imagine that it will be continuous in the days leading up to the formal meeting. 

Hon Donna Faragher: I will respond in my reply.  

Hon KATE DOUST: I think people really want to know how this is going to work and what level of disruption 
there will be in getting in and out of the city. Do we just avoid Perth totally over that period of time, or do we all 
start walking in because it will be so much easier? I raise this matter because when were on a family holiday in 
Washington in 2005 we going somewhere on a bus with the kids when the bus stopped. When I asked what was 
going on, I was told that maybe the President or one of the cabinet people might be coming out and so they 
stopped all the traffic, and that it had happened the day before and they had waited for two hours for the car to 
come out and give it a clear way through. I am not the best person for waiting on transport; I am the sort of 
person who would get off the bus if those things happen. I just wondered whether that is what is going to happen 
here. If these people are coming through, will everything just stop so that they can have total clear way? I saw 
vision last night of the Queen’s convoy going through some part of Dublin, I think, and it was totally blocked 
off. I do not know whether Hon Wendy Duncan saw the same image, but it just stood out in my mind that there 
was this cavalcade of black cars and vans that just seemed to go on and on for quite some time, and there was 
nothing else around. I appreciate that in that situation people had to be kept far away, but I wondered whether 
everything will be totally blocked off in Perth. If it is not going to be like that, then people need to be told what it 
will be like because it is a worry. I am starting to think that maybe the best thing would be to look at one of those 
“Winter Escape” magazines that we get in the newspaper and head off somewhere during CHOGM because I 
think it is going to be really hard for a lot of people!  

Hon Adele Farina: The South West is wonderful at that time of the year! 

Hon KATE DOUST: CHOGM is five months away and it will be a long weekend, but out of curiosity people 
will still want to see things or people may have to work, or there might be people who will be participating, and I 
think the government needs to explain really clearly how this bill and how this event will impact upon people not 
only for the four days, but also in the lead-up. I think the lead-up, with people coming in and going out, will 
cause the greatest amount of difficulty for access. I think that is where we need the clarity and information from 
the police about how access and egress will be managed from the city during that period of time. I do not think, 
based on the media reports, that the message has been clearly articulated.  

I will refer again to the second reading speech. I understand that the $12.2 million will fund a number of things. 
It will fund the establishment of a 24-hour command centre; the costs associated with additional vehicle, 
maritime and air support capabilities; and the recruitment of additional WA police officers. I ask the 
parliamentary secretary to tell us exactly how many additional police officers this money will fund. It will also 
fund the use of personnel from the Australian Federal Police and police officers from the other states and 
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territories and New Zealand. Obviously the funding for those people will go towards housing them and their 
transports costs. 

The second reading speech went into great detail about part 3 of the bill and what the police and security staff 
will be able to do. I will refer to some of these matters, about which I have a couple of questions. The second 
reading speech states — 

Pursuant to part 3, police and other security personnel will have the ability to — 

establish checkpoints, cordons and roadblocks around security areas for the purposes of 
stopping and searching persons, vehicles or vessels, and controlling the access to and 
movement of persons, within a security area; 

refuse entry to a security area if a person refuses to provide their personal details, a reason for 
entry to the area and/or to submit to a search of the person and things in their possession, 
including a search of any vehicle or vessel in which they may be travelling;  

require persons within a security area to provide their personal details and a reason for being in 
the area; 

At the briefing I raised the point that some of these areas will be restricted or blocked off because they are areas 
through which the cars in which the dignitaries will be travelling will pass. Many areas in the CBD have been 
infilled with residential accommodation, particularly at the southern end of the city. A lot of people will be 
coming and going over those few days. Some of the residents park in and around the CBD. What information 
will be provided to them about how this event will impact on them and what they will need to know and do? If 
an area becomes a restricted area and the roads are blocked off, the residents will need to carry ID on them, 
which is not something that people do all the time, particularly young people. What sorts of education programs 
or advertising will the government engage in to make people aware of what the requirements will be and to make 
them aware of what is an appropriate form of identification to carry? Is it simply a driver’s licence with a photo, 
or is it another form of photographic ID? The government is seeking to provide officers from the Corruption and 
Crime Commission with powers to ask juveniles questions—that is, people between the ages of 16 and 18. Many 
young people do not carry any identification on them because they either do not think about it or do not have it. 
They would not have student identification if they did not attend a university or TAFE. It is a fairly sensible 
requirement to make that information available to people so that they will know what identification they will be 
required to provide. Pursuant to part 3 of the bill, police and other security personnel will have the ability to — 

stop and search a person who is in a security area, including things in their possession, as well as search 
any vehicle or vessel in which they may be travelling; 

require the surrender of, or to seize and detain, prohibited items. Prohibited items will be prescribed and 
will include items such as weapons, noxious substances, spray paint cans et cetera; 

Will the prohibited items be listed in regulations or will they be in directions or some other form? What form and 
what types of items will be listed as prohibited? Police and other security personnel will also be able to — 

dispose of unclaimed, seized or surrendered prohibited items in accordance with the Criminal and 
Found Property Disposal Act 2006; 

give reasonable directions to people in a security area to promote, when necessary, the security and 
safety of a CHOGM event, people attending the event, the public, or to prevent or control a public 
disorder; 

close roads in or leading to or in the vicinity of a security area or roads along a route being used to 
convey participants in CHOGM to or from their accommodation, airport, venue, facility or event; 

The last provision I mentioned goes back to the matter I raised earlier about the extent of road shutdowns and 
their impact. Police and other security personnel will also be able to — 

remove vehicles, vessels or things from a security area or a closed road and take them to a police station 
or other place where they may be conveniently detained. Notice is required to be given to the owner of 
any of these things as to their location if the owner is known; 

Will the person whose vehicle is removed be required to pay the cost of reclaiming the vehicle if the vehicle has 
been moved to a police station without the owner’s knowledge? I refer in particular to the residents of the CBD. 
A person might park the car on the street that is subsequently closed and the police move it. Will the owner of a 
vehicle have to pay to get the vehicle back if the person was not around or was unaware that the street would be 
closed? Finally, police and other security personnel will also be able to — 
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remove excludable persons from a security area. Excludable persons are persons who are on the 
excluded persons list or who fail to comply with a lawful requirement made under the Commonwealth 
Heads of Government (Special Powers) Act—the CHOGM act. The excluded persons list will include 
persons identified as posing a serious threat to the safety of persons or property in a CHOGM security 
area. 

This provision relates to the list of excluded people that we have talked about regarding APEC. I am interested to 
know about the proposed list of excluded people for the CHOGM event. I do not want people’s names, just the 
number of people who are anticipated to be on the list during this event. Certain individuals, as a matter of habit, 
go to these types of functions and are nuisances. I am not saying that they are there because of potential terrorism 
or security issues; they are just there to create a nuisance, be it at a cricket match, a concert or some other type of 
public meeting. What measures have the police taken to identify, contact and make those people aware that they 
are not welcome or invited to CHOGM? What response has been elicited from those people? Has the number of 
people on the list been narrowed? Where are we up to with that? We talked quite jovially about The Chaser’s 
team earlier. Is The Chaser’s team on the list? The Minister for Police is probably not a fan of them. He probably 
does not watch the ABC; I do not know. Is The Chaser’s team on the list? They are the sorts of things we want to 
know. Also, how will people — 

Hon Robyn McSweeney interjected. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I missed that one. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: I said it would be funny if they were.  

Hon KATE DOUST: There will be hundreds of police and I imagine there will be other security. How will 
these people be identified? If all these people are coming in and out of various venues—there will be sporting 
activities, arts and cultural activities, the people’s forum, the youth forum, the public space forum and a range of 
other activities; there will be lots of movement—how will these individuals be identified? How will police or the 
security staff at these events know who is on the list and how will they identify them at that venue? There is also 
a privacy issue I am curious to know about. It is all very well to have a list, but what is the mechanism? Is there 
some sort of training or briefing given to the people working in the various venues about which people are on the 
list? I am interested to know how that is all being worked through.  

I am probably not going to talk about the CCC issue a lot. One of my other colleagues has more experience than 
I do dealing with that type of matter. I am interested in the parliamentary secretary’s argument as to why the 
CCC needs to be brought into this. We are of the view that police already have sufficient powers to manage these 
types of events. We have real concerns particularly about young people being brought in and questioned by the 
CCC, given some stories we have heard about how the CCC manages its inquiries. I imagine it would be quite 
intimidating for anyone brought into that situation. We have concerns. We will spend more time going through 
those when we get into committee and ask more specific questions as to why the decision was made to bring in 
the CCC.  

A range of issues have come about as a result of the debate in the other place and as a result of people in the 
community and the legal fraternity looking at this piece of legislation and questioning why police will have 
enhanced powers for this period, particularly stop and search; looking at why the CCC has been brought into 
play; and discussion about the impact on people living within the city during this period. We all know an event 
such as this cannot be held without some sort of impact. How will it be managed so that it is not such a great 
burden? That is why we need to know what the plans are. At what point will the government or police inform us 
of their plans so that everyone knows where they stand? I think that is quite a sensible question. That is not being 
critical of the government; it is saying, “What are you doing with it?” It is all very well to have this, but how is it 
going to happen so that people can still get on with their lives during that period? As I said earlier, this is quite 
difficult. There have been issues at some large gatherings. Some groups take opportunities to protest. I do not 
recall any of that type of activity at the Brisbane CHOGM, but the parliamentary secretary — 

Hon Donna Faragher: We would probably all agree that CHOGM is generally not seen in the same light as a 
G20 summit or the like.  

Hon KATE DOUST: That is right. 

Hon Donna Faragher: We are actually coming together in great collaboration. 

Hon KATE DOUST: That is right. It is of a different nature, probably of a more sedate nature. That is why it is 
interesting that in his second reading speech the Minister for Police referred to the Toronto events as though we 
would be dealing with the same sorts of issues. I do not think that is the case at all given the nature —  

Hon Donna Faragher: But we cannot be complacent.  
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Hon KATE DOUST: No, we cannot be complacent and we should not be complacent, but we also should not 
use it as an opportunity to go too far overboard and restrict people’s rights or use it as an opportunity to further 
restrict rights. We have to achieve the correct balance; that is, provide appropriate security and ensure people’s 
rights are sustained. Police powers should be appropriate to deliver both those things. That is why so many 
issues have come about. Sometimes the approach to this type of legislation is difficult. As I said earlier, some 
ministers are very sensible and are prepared to sit down and say, “We’ve got this bill; have a look at it. If there 
are issues, let’s deal with it.” That is a much more sensible approach than saying, “We’ve got this legislation but 
we’re not going to change it”, and all these other matters arise. It will take some time now, in the best of all 
worlds, to work through all the amendments. Sometimes questions come about through other questions.  

We agree with the principle of having legislation in place to provide that balance and security. We have concerns 
about aspects of it. We do not support the CCC part of it because we do not see that as being necessary to 
provide that security and that balance on this occasion. We have questions about the expense, and particularly 
the issue that has been thrown up inadvertently about accommodating the homeless. It is a great opportunity for 
the government to do something really positive on a long-term basis. It will be an interesting debate as to how 
we manage it.  

The Leader of the House is wrong if he says I am being negative or not supportive of CHOGM. I am. I am doing 
my job; I am trying to be thorough. I know that other speakers will probably be even more thorough. I see this as 
being positive. We want to showcase Perth and Western Australia. I have always been very parochial about my 
state. I have always thought we are living in the best place in the world. We have the best of everything to offer. 
But we have to do it properly so that people can move freely and appreciate how good it is here. We will agree 
with this legislation but we want to make sure our questions are answered. We want to ensure the bill that comes 
out of this place is good legislation and works. We want to make sure that our public is educated as to what will 
actually happen during CHOGM. It will be an interesting task for government to make sure people understand 
not only how CHOGM will impact on them during that period, but also the real benefits to the Western 
Australian community that CHOGM will provide. With those words, we will agree to the bill. We look forward 
to the parliamentary secretary’s response to all those questions. I do not know if the parliamentary secretary will 
be able to provide those responses today —  

Hon Donna Faragher: I will be able to provide some in my summing up, and during the committee stage.  

Hon KATE DOUST: I am sure Hon Simon O’Brien, who is reading the budget, will be able to provide us with 
a few more answers as well.  

Quite frankly, I think I will take the option of leaving town while CHOGM is on because it might be the best 
way to deal with it. I imagine a few people will exodus the city. I see Hon Colin Holt nodding. He will be 
heading bush! It will be an exciting event. It is a great thing that people from all these other countries will come 
to Perth to see what we have. I look forward to that happening. I look forward to the government fixing up this 
legislation so that it is better.  

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [12.59 pm]: The bill before us is the Commonwealth Heads of 
Government Meeting (Special Powers) Bill 2011. The purpose of this bill is to give police officers, certain other 
persons, and the Corruption and Crime Commission special powers with respect to the Commonwealth Heads of 
Government Meeting to be held in Perth in 2011. The bill will also amend the Corruption and Crime 
Commission Act 2003.  

By way of background, delegates from 52 countries are expected to come to Perth in October to attend CHOGM. 
Based on attendances at previous CHOGMs, it is expected that in the vicinity of 3 000 to 4 000 delegates will 
come to Perth. Then, of course, there are the police officers who will be brought in as well.  

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm  

The PRESIDENT: I believe that Hon Giz Watson has the call on order of the day 12. 

[Leave granted for the member’s speech to be continued at a later stage of the sitting.] 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Norman Moore (Leader of the House). 

[Continued on page 3682.]  
 


