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DISABILITY JUSTICE CENTRES 
Grievance 

MR D.J. KELLY (Bassendean) [9.20 am]: My grievance is to the Premier. It relates to the process used to 
choose the sites for the disability justice centres to be located on Altone Road in Kiara and Lord Street in 
Lockridge. I have asked a number of questions of the Premier in this Parliament. The common theme in his 
responses to my questions has been: “You just have to show some compassion for people with disabilities”. The 
Premier has rarely attempted to justify the sites that have been chosen; instead he has claimed that people 
opposed to these justice centres must be hard in their hearts to the plight of the disabled. He has insinuated that 
people opposing the decision the government has made do not care about the disabled. I find that offensive, as 
does the community. No-one disputes the need for disability justice centres. The local and broader community 
and I agree that disability justice centres are, in principle, preferable to general prisons for people with an 
intellectual disability. But I believe the Premier knows that the real question is not whether we need these 
centres. The real questions are: where should they be and do the sites chosen meet the government’s criteria? I 
believe that the Premier in his public comments has avoided answering those two questions of where the 
disability justice centres should be sited; and, importantly, whether the sites chosen meet the government’s own 
criteria. The local residents are upset about the lack of process and they believe the chosen sites do not meet the 
government’s own criteria. 

Following the failed attempts to place the disability justice centres in Herne Hill and Kenwick during the lead-up 
to the last state election, the relevant minister was given 11 sites by the Western Australian Planning 
Commission to consider for these centres. The minister said that the government would assess the sites against 
eight criteria. The eight criteria were given to me in a letter from the Minister for Mental Health. I will not refer 
to them just yet. The minister said in the upper house on 20 June 2013 that the two sites chosen were the only 
sites that met all criteria. Quite frankly, the community finds that statement by the minister to be fanciful.  

Five of the criteria are fairly uncontroversial; they refer to block size, and whether the site is level or close to 
public transport. We do not take issue with those criteria. However, the opposition says that there are three 
criteria that these sites clearly do not meet. The fourth criterion is that these centres should not be in close 
proximity to schools, kindergartens or childcare centres. Presumably that criterion is there because of the 
potential risk these centres pose to children if an inmate were to escape. Why else have that criterion? The Lord 
Street site is just 500 metres from Lockridge Primary School. The Altone Street site is even closer to a school. 
To build the centres the government will have to excise land currently used by the Lockridge Senior High School 
for its farm school. Even when the land has been excised, the second centre will be 800 metres from the main 
buildings of Lockridge Senior High School. The second centre is only about 800 metres from Lockridge Primary 
School; it is right between two of the centres. A third school, Good Shepherd Catholic Primary School, is only 
800 metres from the Altone site in Lockridge. Not one, but three school sites are incredibly close.  
I have heard that the director general of the Disability Services Commission says that everywhere is close to a 
school. That is not true. Many places are much further away from schools. In response to this issue, I have heard 
the Premier say that the government is going to build houses between Lockridge high school and the Altone 
Road site. Building houses between the school and the site will not make the site any further from the Lockridge 
high school. The government’s proposal to build, if you like, a human shield of housing between the Lockridge 
high school site and the Altone Road disability justice centre site goes against the fifth criterion, which says “not 
in residential areas”. Building houses as a buffer between the school and the Altone Road site actually makes 
things worse. Premier, if the government’s criteria are that the centres should not be close to schools and not in 
residential areas, it cannot be said these sites meet the criteria. There are three schools that are close to the sites 
and they are in a suburban area. 

The last criterion that I wish to raise is that the sites are likely to get local government approval. The government 
is so confident that these sites will get local government approval that it has taken the local government, the City 
of Swan, out of the equation completely. There is no way that the City of Swan will approve these two sites in a 
suburban area, close to three schools. The opposition believes that there are three criteria that these sites do not 
meet and therefore they should have been ruled out. If the other sites do not meet the criteria, then the 
government needs to start again. There is no point having criteria if they are going to be ignored. The 
government leaves itself open to the accusation that it has chosen these sites because they solve a political 
problem for the government, not because the government really cares about the disabled. The government had 
huge problems — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Charming! 

Mr D.J. KELLY: The Premier will get his chance. 
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The government had huge problems when it tried to put the centres in Herne Hill and Kenwick before the 
election. It looks to the opposition as if the government has disregarded its own criteria. And worse, because of 
the way the government has dealt with this issue, every time it tries to place a centre to house people with 
disabilities there is a guaranteed community backlash. If there was a proper process and proper criteria people 
would feel much better about it. The opposition asks the government to abide by its own criteria and to rule these 
two centres out and then do it properly, for the benefit of the community and people with disabilities. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [9.27 am]: The member opposite suggested that this government 
does not care about the disabled. This government has an absolutely outstanding record, the strongest record of 
any government in this state’s history, of funding people with a disability. I think that exposes his argument. 

I understand the sensitivity of issues like this when people with an intellectual disability who have committed an 
offence are placed in the community. A significant number of people in our prison system have committed an 
offence, some of them extremely serious offences, and are in detention; however, because of their intellectual 
impairment they are not fit to be tried. Also, many people in our prison systems have committed what most 
people would regard as comparatively minor offences, but they have also been in the prison system, in some 
cases, for many years. I will give some examples. There is the well-known case of Marlon Noble; imprisoned for 
almost 10 years despite never having been convicted. There is a 14-year-old boy with an intellectual disability 
who was coaxed by friends to drive a vehicle; the car rolled and one of the passengers died; and the young boy 
was charged with manslaughter and imprisoned—a 14-year-old intellectually disabled kid. He is now a young 
man and is in the prison system. Another young person who engaged in substance abuse stole an icecream and 
spent eight years in prison. Another person with an intellectual disability and alcohol problems was charged with 
a sexual offence; immediately the antennas go up, a dangerous person. What did he do? He exposed himself and 
urinated in a public place, and because of that he has spent years in prison. A woman with an intellectual 
disability was charged with arson because she was playing with matches and part of the house burnt down—
again, someone with an intellectual disability, not, I would suggest, a danger. At some stage, probably everyone 
in this chamber has played with matches as a child—a dangerous thing to do. Yes, many people have committed 
offences, some of which are extremely serious, and I expect those people to remain in detention for their own 
safety and the safety of the community. Others have committed very minor offences, but because they have not 
been deemed fit for trial, there has been nowhere else for them and they have been in either secure facilities or 
the prison system. That does not reflect a compassionate and caring society.  

In September 2011, this government decided to go down the path of declared places for such mentally impaired 
people—so-called disability justice centres. Any person who goes into one of these centres will first be assessed 
by the Mentally Impaired Accused Review Board. People who have committed serious crimes and who are a 
danger to themselves or others are highly unlikely to go into these centres. We are talking about people who 
have committed comparatively minor offences and have been seen to be safe.  

Each centre will have no more than 10 people within it. They will all be aged 16 years and older. They will 
include both males and females. The centres will be purpose-built and very state-of-the-art security measures 
will be put in place. They will be staffed on a 24-hour basis and if anyone leaves the centre for medical reasons 
or anything else, they will be accompanied and supervised at all times. The centres — 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Are you going to tell us how the sites meet the criteria you set down or not?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member has settled in here well, has he not? As the member said, the two centres are 
at Lockridge and Kiara. Last year the City of Swan indicated its support for these centres. One of the criteria is 
that we need large blocks of land. These sites meet that criterion. The siting of the entrance is important. There 
are parking requirements. There will be an appropriate buffer zone between the site and housing. There need to 
be community links and programs in the area. The Lockridge site is already a Disability Services Commission 
property. The existing buildings will be demolished and a new, more secure facility will be built on that site. 
That facility is already used for people with a disability.  

The Kiara site is on a large tract of undeveloped land owned by the WA Planning Commission. It is around 
500 metres from Lockridge Senior High School. This is a related issue: Lockridge Senior High School has a very 
good school farm program and it wants more land to be retained for that. That is something the government is 
willing to entertain and we will talk to the school about that because we appreciate that it is a good program. 
The security of these centres will be of a high standard. There will be restricted access with only a single point of 
entry and reception area; swipe cards for door access; lockdown capacity; both perimeter and internal fencing; 
motion sensors; highly trained staff and so on.  

Two centres will be built; one will be built first and the other will follow. I am confident that the people who will 
be selected to be housed in these centres and who do not deserve to spend years and years in jail or some other 
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facility have the right to have a more normal quality of life in a more community-based setting. Nevertheless, 
they will be in secured premises. We should be trying to do that. I can understand the apprehension of the 
community. Every effort has been made by the government to convince the community that this will be safe and 
every effort will be made to ensure that. I have indicated I am happy to meet with some community 
representatives and that has been arranged. Members opposite claim all these political considerations. The 
previous sites failed because they did not have the necessary planning approvals in place. Members opposite 
make accusations, but I remind them that the Graylands Hospital is in my electorate and there are issues 
occasionally because people wander into houses and backyards. It is in my electorate and the community in my 
electorate accepts that, supports it and helps people in that area. I am sure the member for Bassendean’s 
community will do the same once these facilities are built.  
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