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Hearing commenced at 11.18 am 
 
HALL, MR BRUCE 
Private Citizen/Local Resident, sworn and examined: 
 
 
The CHAIRMAN: Thank you for coming in. On behalf of the committee, I would like to welcome 
you along and ask, before we start, whether you will take either the oath or the affirmation. 
[Witness took the affirmation.] 
The CHAIRMAN: Can you state the capacity in which you appear before the committee? 
Mr Hall: The capacity—in which way do you mean “capacity”? I am just a resident—local 
resident. 
The CHAIRMAN: Yes; what I am referring to is the reason for you being here. 
Mr Hall: Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN: You will have signed a document entitled “Information for Witnesses”. Have 
you read and understood that document? 
Mr Hall: I have read it, but I am not a lawyer so I do not fully understand it. But I have read it and 
let us hope I do not shoot myself in the foot! 
The CHAIRMAN: You are probably the first to be that honest! These proceedings are being 
recorded by Hansard. A transcript of your evidence will be provided to you. To assist the committee 
and Hansard, please quote the full title of any document you refer to during the course of this 
hearing for the record; and please be aware of the microphones and try to speak into them. Ensure 
that you do not cover them with papers or make a noise near them. I remind you that your transcript 
will become a matter for the public record. If for some reason you wish to make a confidential 
statement during today’s proceedings, you should request that the evidence be taken in closed 
session. If the committee grants your request, any public and media in attendance will be excluded 
from the hearing. Please note that until such time as the transcript of your public evidence is 
finalised, it should not be made public. I advise you that the publication or disclosure of the 
uncorrected transcript of evidence may constitute a contempt of Parliament and may mean that the 
material published or disclosed is not subject to parliamentary privilege. 
As I have done for the other hearings, I would like to offer you the opportunity to make an opening 
statement to the committee of your concerns. 
Mr Hall: Firstly, I would like to thank the committee for letting me have a bit of a say here. I am a 
part of a wash-up of an area called Hope Valley, which is now latitude 32. I find it an absolute 
disgrace that both sides of government still today allow someone like Cockburn Cement, after 
putting caveats and after—they did not actually resume it; some may be later—the resumptions of 
land in this area to make way for industry and their pollution in that area. So I am not very pleased 
at all with what has gone on. It cost me and my family a heap of money to have to relocate from 
that area, with no relocation fees. We were some of the first ones out of Hope Valley. I am talking 
in the vicinity of maybe $60 000 or $70 000 of my own money to relocate so the government could 
have this industrial strip for their own needs. Therefore, I am not very happy at all with what has 
been going on with Cockburn Cement in regards to these dust emissions. 
The CHAIRMAN: So, in your words, then, what would you like to see happen with CCL? 
Mr Hall: With CCL? 
The CHAIRMAN: Yes. 
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Mr Hall: I believe, like the last gentleman, having worked for a multinational company, which 
would be much larger than CCL, the biggest thing is that they can fix the problem, but it will cost 
dollars, and unless they want to spend the dollars, nothing will ever happen. They may need a 
helping hand along the way by the government. They have had X amount of years now to clean up 
their act, but the dust still persists and odours still persist. Apparently, they are going to put on a 
baghouse filter at a certain cost, but they have got to go ahead and do the whole lot if required. I 
read the other day—I do not know if I am allowed to use this—that they can also use kilns 2 and 3 
to the lime filters, which in my area are the main concern with dust, and which has caused me to get 
blood noses and my wife itchy eyes. When we lived in the so-called buffer zone in Hope Valley, we 
had none of that from Alcoa. Maybe theirs was of a more gaseous nature or something, but it was 
not as visible as that of Cockburn Cement. But, yes, I would like to see them either quickly fix their 
problem, not take years, or be shut down and refused to be able to operate until they do fix the 
problem. In the 1980s—in the early 1980s, I think it was—there was a company that was shut down 
for obnoxious smells, sour gas smells and all the rest, for six months to install an incinerator. If they 
could do that in the 1980s, I am sure they can do that today. 
The CHAIRMAN: What are your views, then, of CCL’s new amended licence, which was issued 
on 20 December? 
Mr Hall: Because I was in this buffer zone area prior to the report, I initially decided not to get in 
with any of this at all. I have seen blokes with virtually their marriage nearly wrecked through 
taking up the cause and all the rest, but, to me, the licence means nothing. There are a lot of targets 
set. Targets, to me, are not law. You can set yourself a target every day of what you want to do or 
what you do not want to do. If you do not reach them, nothing happens; you just try and reach a 
target the next time. You have got to enact a law on them that they have got to clean up, give them 
that time to clean up, and, if they cannot, I do not want necessarily the company to be shut down; I 
think they can work hand in hand. It is a matter of making them spend some of their money to clean 
it up. 
The CHAIRMAN: So you do not think the amended licence is any improvement on the old 
licence. 
Mr Hall: No. Having spoken to the DEC and that—well, I was told by the DEC chap, Colin 
Scrimshaw, that they have got no power to close Cockburn Cement down for a period or anything 
like that, so the licence means nothing. They are just treating the people with contempt there, as far 
as I am concerned. 
The CHAIRMAN: That licence requires CCL to install, commission and operate, by 29 February 
2012, the pollution control equipment for kiln 6 that is designed to reduce dust emissions. You do 
not see that as an improvement? 
Mr Hall: I am hoping it will be an improvement. I will tell you why. I have just written a letter, 
which I have not brought with me today, to three politicians: Melissa Parke, Fran Logan and Bill 
Marmion. I intended, or still do, at some stage, if I can afford it then, to have a solar grid installed 
on my roof. However, through advice I have had through people who have been in the area for far 
longer than I, they advised me, “Don’t put it on until you see what’s going to happen with that 
baghouse filter because it will be rendered 50 per cent useless within a short time, being covered by 
their dust.” They have to use a barrel clean or something, they call it, to remove the lime dust, and 
the unit will be rendered useless in six to eight months. Therefore, imposed on me, if I go and get a 
solar grid, I stand the risk of having that done, and if I wait until they install that in early 2012, I 
will have lost the government $6 000 rebate on solar panels—the federal government—through no 
fault of my own. So do I install it and risk it? There have been some suggestions to cover it up until 
you find out. Why do that—put something over the top of it? So I am very sceptical. I honestly 
hope it does work, and, by all reports, it seems it will. But by only doing one kiln, and they have got 
two lime kilns—you have got to do both. And then if it is correct, if they have been using kiln 4 
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again, maybe the whole lot of the kilns have to be done to eliminate the problem completely. As I 
said, it can be fixed. They can stay there; they can work in harmony. But they will not. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Bruce, I do not recall from your submission. Were you involved in the 
environmental improvement group that CCL have set up? 
Mr Hall: I have been to two meetings as an observer. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: What was your view of how well that process worked? 
Mr Hall: The only two meetings that I have been to, and with what I have seen—the last meeting 
actually ended up in a bit of a blue, not with me; I mean with the people who were allowed to talk—
it is not very good at all. They just go back on things of the past and, as I said, to me, they are just 
fobbing people off. Having worked in a refinery situation, I can see, from the refinery to there, the 
refinery side of it leaves them for dead. They were talking this stuff on cleaning up their act 16, 20 
years ago.  
[11.30 am] 
This mob wants to keep going; they do not want to spend the money it appears to me. I do not think 
their meetings are very good at all.  
Hon KATE DOUST: Mr Hall, have you made any direct complaints to CCL yourself or talked to 
them about your concerns or the problems?  
Mr Hall: Yes, I have. I have stayed out of it. In all honesty, when I first moved to Beeliar there was 
the occasional bit of dust or whatever, but over the last 18 months, two years, especially of late, we 
have had a heap of dust. In the end you give up. How deep are your pockets? Money just keeps 
pouring out through ringing them up and then you have to ring the DEC because if they do not 
report to the DEC, I make sure the DEC knows that —  
Hon KATE DOUST: When you contacted them, what sort of response have you had from the 
company in relation to your complaint?  
Mr Hall: Most of my complaints have gone direct through to a call centre in either Adelaide or 
Melbourne and they say, “Someone will call you shortly.” If it is a weekend, you might get Monday 
or Tuesday.  
Hon KATE DOUST: Do you get a call back, though?  
Mr Hall: Yes, I have had a call back, but some of the call backs have been a week later. For 
example, I had dust samples taken from my house on one particular day. I had to ring back the chap 
who came and got those samples five days later to ask him about the results. They will not give you 
written results; they will give you only verbal results. When I rang him he said “I’ll see this other 
chap in Cockburn Cement and I’ll have the answer for you by Friday.” It took six or seven days. I 
do not think I would have got an answer if I had not rung back, which I thought was very poor. 
When he gave me the result and he told me how much lime or limestone or cement that had invaded 
my premises I said, “What are you going to do about that?” And he said, “Nothing”. This is it. I 
know people around, especially with cars, when they have had a fall-out or a trip because all their 
car roofs are covered, whereas my car is garaged and I do not get that.  
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I was going to ask whether you had any dealings with Cockburn City 
Council and whether it is in a position to assist you. Is it logging complaints; have you sought help 
from them? You mentioned that you went straight to the DEC and you have also gone straight to the 
company.  
Mr Hall: Yes, I have gone to Bill Marmion’s office but not very often. As I said, you could ring up 
every day. At a Cockburn City Council meeting I went to, the mayor was saying that the council 
had done inspections at Cockburn Cement. I have been invited to one of them but I could not attend. 
After going through the plant to have a look, they had a trip and they were all covered in lime dust. 
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There are well over 100 trips in two or three months. That is extraordinary for a plant to be tripping 
out. When they trip out they vent to the atmosphere and hence all the dust goes to the surrounding 
areas, depending on where the wind is blowing. It is not as though it is local. The dust goes as far 
away as Success, Hammond Park, Henderson. It all depends which way the wind decides to carry it. 
We are talking about a multitude of people and houses that are covered. Unfortunately, a lot do not 
put in complaints because a lot of them have been told that it drops their real estate value and 
whatever, which is, to me, wrong.  
Hon KATE DOUST: You said you had contacted Minister Marmion’s office to make him aware of 
the problems. What response have you had or what offer of assistance have you had about those 
issues?  
Mr Hall: I have had a response from Mr Marmion’s office in regards to the solar panel discussion. I 
have got that letter here; I can table that if you want.  
Hon KATE DOUST: That is okay; I was more interested in whether you have raised complaints 
about the emissions with Minister Marmion.  
Mr Hall: No; not really. I think I did only once, but I gave them up as a lost cause because, as I 
said, being a wash-up of Hope Valley, I think that for all the submissions or what we wrote there 
and report and report and report to prove things on air quality; all the reports on air quality and all 
that and for this to still be happening, in the end I have given it away as a lost cause.  
The CHAIRMAN: I thank you, Mr Hall, for coming in with the valuable information you have 
given us to consider. Thank you for taking the trouble to come here.  
Mr Hall: Thank you very much for listening to me.  

Hearing concluded at 11.35 am 


