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FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2012 

Third Reading 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Emergency Services) [12.11 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [12.11 pm]: The debate on this bill has been much more wide-ranging than its 

scope. I think that is for very obvious reasons. There is enormous public interest in matters relating to emergency 

management and, in particular over the last few years, bushfire management. I think it is important that we get 

the chance in this place to air some concerns about recent decisions by our emergency services bodies and how 

the government has reacted to emergencies and how it has treated victims. We do not make any apology for it 

being a broader discussion. Similarly, the Minister for Emergency Services should have been a little more 

diligent in listening to those concerns, because a number of the things I want to talk about are questions I asked 

in my contribution to the second reading debate. As far as I am concerned, they remain unanswered. 

Firstly, I raised the issue of why it was felt necessary that the Commissioner of Police resign as chair, or as 

coordinator, of the state emergency management group. The minister may not know the direct motives of the 

police commissioner, but what he will know is why it is seen to be purportedly government policy to put in an 

independent chair. I asked what the rationale was for that.  

Secondly, the minister should at least be able to answer this in his capacity as local member for Vasse, if not his 

capacity as Minister for Emergency Services: can we get some indication of when the victims of the Margaret 

River fires will get a payment? I specifically raised that. Again, the minister has had the time to at least seek that 

information if he did not know it himself. I asked the minister—this is directly within his responsibility—

whether we could expect that the minister would table the FESA major incident review or post-incident analysis 

that it did into the Margaret River fires, and, if so, when we can expect that. I also asked when the Noetic post-

incident analysis into Margaret River and Nannup fires would be tabled. I understand that is going to the state 

emergency committee. I assume that that will not be tabled until we return in August. If that is the case, I seek 

confirmation of that. I will not make any comments about how unacceptable the length of time we have waited 

for that report is.  

I also asked why it was that it was a government policy that the submissions made to Keelty’s report number 

two, which related to the Margaret River fires, were not readily available under freedom of information 

legislation. I queried the rationale for the assistance package going to Margaret River and Toodyay fire victims 

but not to the Perth hills fire victims. I also asked about the appointment process for Wayne Gregson. He was 

appointed for only 12 months. I understand from comments that the minister has made that it is intended that he 

will continue in that job permanently. The minister was not overly forthcoming about the rationale for that. 

We also asked how the volunteer advisory committees will operate in practice. We welcome indications from the 

minister that, in the past, input from volunteers has been neither sought nor, when it has been given, accepted. 

We welcome the legislation in that it does give, on paper, more say to volunteers, but we queried the minister 

about how that will work in practice. How the committees will work will be set out in an instrument signed by 

the minister. He did not have details of that at this stage. That is something that we will be vigilant about. We 

have sought assurances from the minister that, under the new department, there will be more opportunities for 

volunteers to be consulted and, more importantly, for their views to be listened to. As I said in the second 

reading debate, some of the consultative mechanisms under the existing FESA structure are such that minutes 

were not even taken of these meetings—that is how much attention was paid to them. 

We are pleased that in this bill there is some clarification about police powers in relation to evacuations. We 

commend the minister for promptly acting on that as a result of the Keelty recommendations. We are still a little 

perplexed about why we have two concurrent bills in this Parliament placing the ownership of fire hydrants in 

two different agencies. The Keelty review recommended that the property be vested in the Water Corporation. 

We just think it is odd that there are two provisions going through this house that effectively are inconsistent. We 

have had an explanation about that, but it does seem rather odd. \ 

Finally, I wanted to say that the rhetoric is that the minister will have greater oversight. He says he intends to 

make himself responsible. Our comment from this side of the house is that we intend to hold him to that 

commitment. 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Emergency Services) [12.18 pm] — in reply: I take this 

opportunity in wrapping up this debate to thank the member for Girrawheen. I am sorry the member feels, on 

some of those important issues she raises, I perhaps was not able to provide the level of clarity she sought. As the 
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member would be aware, some of those matters are outside my direct portfolio responsibilities or area of 

portfolio responsibilities. However, we work through that. The member raised a couple of points in wrapping up. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Some related to what you should know about in your capacity as local member for Vasse. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Indeed, I may well know. However, as the member would be aware, it may well not be 

my responsibility to engage in dialogue with the public around that issue until the minister who is responsible 

finishes some processes. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Who is that—is that the Minister for Environment or the Premier? That was another issue I 

had. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It depends which area the member refers to.  

In relation to the appointment of Mr Gregson, whose one-year term is rapidly approaching its completion, what I 

think I said was that the government is dealing with the issues around the conclusion of his contract. I expect 

members will see some announcements on that very quickly. In my view, Mr Gregson has proved to be an 

excellent choice for the person to head up FESA as it transitions not only into a government agency, which is a 

structural transition, but also as it undergoes some of the significant cultural transitions that are flowing through 

FESA as we move to a more command-and-control structured organisation, with a heavy emphasis still on 

engaging with volunteers. One thing that has flowed through in this debate from all participants has been an 

admiration and respect of the highest level of the input and the service provided to communities not only by 

volunteers, but also by those career fire and emergency personnel who provide such an excellent level of 

protection and service to our community.  

In my view, often as a society we take emergency services for granted a little too much; it is not until our loved 

ones are being pulled from motor vehicle accidents or the emergency services are endeavouring to save our 

houses from approaching bushfires, that we truly value all the efforts of those people and the amount they put in 

to not only training, but also defending homes and people around the state. This is a fundamental transformation 

of emergency services in WA. The house can be proud of this bill and the reforms that will flow from it. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

 


