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FISHING REGULATIONS 
DRIVERS’ LICENCE IDENTIFICATION 

Statement 
HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [6.05 pm]:  I have a couple of issues I wish to raise but I will not delay 
members for too long.  First, I will add a little to the sad story that Hon John Fischer spoke about today.  A 
constituent of mine - in fact, he is almost a neighbour - bought a new boat and requested the fishing regulations.  
He had read somewhere that some of the regulations had changed, so he got in touch with the department and 
asked for the updated regulations.  They were sent to him, but they were the old regulations.  He was told that 
they were the current regulations, but they were not.  He mentioned it to me, so I rang the Department of 
Fisheries and told an officer that the regulations came from the Albany office.  I was told that the officer could 
not understand how the old regulations were sent out.  I asked the officer to please send me two copies of the 
new regulations.  I could then retain one copy in my office, which I could photocopy if there were more queries, 
and I could send the other copy to my constituent.  It took three weeks for the new regulations to arrive, and I 
received only one copy, so I photocopied them and passed them on to my constituent.  It just shows that there is 
a great lack of responsibility in the department.  It really is unfair if people are then nailed for a breach of the 
regulations when they have been given incorrect regulations.  The department must accept some responsibility 
for that.   

Another issue that I will touch on is one that particularly concerns me.  I asked a question on notice on 3 June to 
the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  It states -  

(1) Is it a requirement for a person to have their head uncovered for the purpose of the taking of a 
photo for driver’s licence identification?   

(2) Can the Minister give a commitment that this requirement will continue?   

The answer to the question states -  

(1) No.  Persons may be photographed with their head covered where it is being worn for 
religious/cultural purposes, provided the person’s facial features are clearly visible.   

Where the individual’s face is also normally covered for the same reasons, every effort is made 
to protect their modesty and respect their beliefs, by having the photo taken by a member of 
the same sex and, where possible, away from general public thoroughfare.   

(2) It is not intended to change current practice.   

The reason I asked the question is that South Australia is the first State in Australia to allow this to happen.  I 
have a copy of a similar photo that came from the police department in South Australia.  It has been confirmed 
by the police department in South Australia.  The photograph is for the identification of a woman wearing a veil.  
It is a total veil that just has slits for her eyes.  When all of us fly on commercial airlines, we must show our 
driver’s licence before we receive an electronic ticket.  Quite often it could be a photo of a man, not a woman.  I 
understand why the photograph is taken discreetly, and I do not have a problem with that.  However, let us 
suppose that the police wanted to check the person’s driver’s licence.  How would they know whether she was 
the person in the photograph?  What would happen?  I am relieved that the Government has said that it is not 
intended to change the current practice.  However, I find that response a little vague.  I would prefer a much 
more definite answer.  I suppose that by saying that, it means that the Government could change the practice next 
week or when it suited the Government.  It is an important subject.  Sadly for most genuine Muslims, this 
practice is being used by unreasonable people.  We have religious freedom and I support that.  However, the law 
in France requires Roman Catholic schools to remove crucifixes from their classrooms.   

House adjourned at 6.10 pm 
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