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CONTAMINATED SITES BILL 2002 
Third Reading 

HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Local Government and Regional Development) 
[10.06 am]:  I move - 

That the Bill be now read a third time. 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [10.06 am]:  I register to the House my disappointment that 
there is no ability for this Chamber to amend the Bill to allow anyone with a contaminated site to access 
compensation.  It is not within my ability to amend the Bill in this Chamber for that purpose.  I explain to 
members a concern expressed to me by a constituent in that regard who asked me to make that change.  As I am 
not able to make that amendment in this House because it would involve an appropriation, I register in 
Parliament my concerns that people have bought sites without knowing that they were contaminated.  No 
provision is available for them to receive compensation for that site, as I understand it.  Maybe the minister could 
explain the situation. 

HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Local Government and Regional Development) 
[10.08 am]:  As a quick response to that short contribution, people will be liable for six years following the 
passage of the legislation if in the process of the contamination of a site they broke a law.  Of course, if anyone 
involved in the transfer of land does not make full disclosure of liability on that land, the new owner would have 
another recourse that could be pursued outside the provisions of this legislation.  The constituent to whom Hon 
Barbara Scott referred may not be covered by either of those circumstances.  An amendment was moved by the 
Greens (WA) in this Chamber that attempted to tackle issues related to those raised by Hon Barbara Scott.  The 
Government and Opposition opposed that amendment because it involved trying to deliver back to former 
landowners responsibility for contamination that had not broken the law.  It was suggested that such people 
needed to secure specific legal authority to avoid such potential cost.   

I thank members for their support of this Bill.  On that note, I am pleased that it has now completed its passage 
through the upper House and will soon become law. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a third time and passed. 
 


