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THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) took the chair at 2.00 pm, and read prayers. 

MATTHEW ERNEST STEPHENS 

Condolence Motion 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Premier) [2.01 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That this house records its sincere regret at the death of Mr Matthew Ernest Stephens and tenders its 
deep sympathy to his family. 

I acknowledge members of Matthew’s family and the former Deputy Premier of Western Australia 
Hendy Cowan, who are here in the gallery today for this important recognition of a man who made a significant 
contribution to Western Australia from within and outside of Parliament. Matthew Stephens was elected to this 
chamber on the Country Party ticket as the member for Stirling in 1971 and served his electorate and the state 
until his retirement 18 years later, in 1989. 

Matthew was born not far from here, in Leederville, in 1926, to parents Robert Stephens, an accountant, and 
Regina Clarice Gill. In Claremont 23 years later, he married his sweetheart and favourite debating partner, 
Rosslyn Mary Allwood, known to her friends as Lyn. After graduating from Claremont Teachers College in 
1942, Matthew taught at Katanning and Corrigin Primary Schools. Towards the end of World War II, Matthew 
enlisted in the Royal Australian Air Force, and served for over a year. Following a brief return to teaching after 
the war, Matthew enlisted in the Australian Army, and from 1946 to 1948 was part of the British Commonwealth 
Occupation Force stationed in Japan. After rising to the rank of sergeant, Matt was discharged and took up 
farming in Upper Kalgan, north east of Albany. Matthew was a local farmer for over 20 years. He was elected to 
state Parliament in 1971. He maintained his farming interests while in Parliament, and returned to active farming 
following his parliamentary career. 

Matthew’s time in Parliament was long and eventful. In 1974, three years after he was elected, the Country Party 
made him its deputy leader—a position he held for a year. Then, in 1978, Matthew became Deputy Leader of the 
National Party—the new iteration of the Country Party. He would hold this leadership position for a decade. 
Matt made some politically brave decisions over the course of his parliamentary career. In 1977, a major 
controversy erupted over mooted changes to the voting rights of Aboriginal people, which would especially 
affect people in the electorate of Kimberley. In 1977, many Aboriginal people of the Kimberley were illiterate 
and had difficulty casting a valid vote. The government of Western Australia at that time moved to make it more 
difficult for Aboriginal people to vote. A huge community debate erupted over the move, which would have 
disenfranchised many Aboriginal voters across Western Australia. When it came to the crucial vote in this 
chamber, a small number of members of the then government stood up for what they believed was right. They 
stood up, crossed the floor and joined the opposition for the vote. In doing so, they protected the right of 
Aboriginal people in Western Australia, particularly in the Kimberley, to vote. Matt Stephens was one of those 
members. He was a man of true political courage, and his actions had powerful ramifications for not only 
Aboriginal people but also his own party. Matthew’s innate sense of fairness and his wisdom, and his courage to 
stand on both, put him on the right side of history. 

In his magnanimous first speech, Matt spoke passionately about the survival of rural communities and outlined 
practical ways governments could assist farmers who had endured continuous seasons of drought and low prices. 
He implored his parliamentary colleagues to support farmers, stating that farmers must “win through”. Matt 
stated — 

They must win through because the backbone of our agricultural economy is still the family unit 
farm … 

He stated agriculture — 

… will continue to be of importance long after our mineral resources are expended and Australia is left 
an empty quarry? 

He spent the next 18 years advocating to meet the needs of farmers and all sections of the agricultural industry. 

Matt continued to contribute to Western Australia upon his retirement from Parliament in 1989, serving the 
community in a wide variety of positions, including president of the Farmers Union and local ratepayers 
association, chairman of numerous management and planning authorities, and as an active member of local 
parents and citizens committees and the local Lions Club. 
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On 15 April this year, less than two weeks after celebrating his ninety-first birthday, Matthew Ernest Stephens 
passed away in Albany. Matt left an important legacy of service and commitment. His most important legacy, of 
course, is that which he has left his family—a torch carried by his surviving daughter, Stephanie, and his 
grandchildren, Travis, Kristin, David, James and Ella. I offer my sincerest condolences to Matthew’s family and 
friends. His family and friends are in the gallery today. Former Deputy Premier Hendy Cowan is here today. 
I recall meeting Matt on only one occasion. I remember him as a very jovial grey-haired, perhaps white-haired, 
man. When I was first elected to Parliament, I heard stories of Hendy and Matt being a dynamic duo in the 
Parliament and young Turks in the then Country Party—subsequently, the National Party. All the permutations 
of that disputation at that time are now lost on me, but I know that it was a dramatic time and that both Hendy 
and Matt were men of principle. 

MS M.J. DAVIES (Central Wheatbelt — Leader of the National Party) [2.07 pm]: On behalf of the 
Nationals WA, I rise to make a contribution to this condolence motion for the honourable Matt Stephens, 
a former National Party and Country Party member. I would like to express our sincerest condolences to his 
family and friends who, as noted, are sitting in the gallery today. I would especially like to acknowledge the 
presence of his daughter, Stephanie, and former National Party leader and Deputy Premier, Hon Hendy Cowan. 

It is clear that Matt’s life experiences before entering politics as the member for Stirling in 1971 greatly shaped 
his drive and determination as a state member of Parliament. Matt’s first profession was a teacher in primary 
school. He was posted to schools in Katanning, Corrigin and Bunbury. Not surprisingly, the access, availability 
and quality of education in rural areas and the challenges that parents face living in the country, particularly bus 
routes, emerged as some of his principal concerns while serving as a state member of Parliament. Between the 
1950s and 1970s, Matt found a passion for farming, acquiring farming properties in Upper Kalgan, Napier and 
Redmond in Western Australia. He also became heavily involved in the Farmers Union, which is today known as 
the Western Australian Farmers Federation. With this exposure to farming, agricultural issues and the challenges 
that rural farmers in his electorate faced soon became key focal areas of concern, too. His electorate was largely 
dependent on the agricultural sector, and farmers were facing considerable hardship during the 1960s and 1970s. 
He spoke strongly of the family farm unit being the backbone of the agricultural sector over the past 150 years, 
and said that if it was to collapse, so too would our country towns. He called for a rural industries commission to 
bring increased attention and resources to rural issues and considered the need for a statewide agricultural policy. 

Matthew was increasingly concerned about the rising discontent amongst country people at the decline in 
industry, populations and services in rural areas, and the political attention focused on metro needs over rural 
ones, and mineral development over agricultural interests. Matt has been described as “articulate and 
unequivocal in his opinion”. I can attest to that having met and received some of Matt’s advice and very well 
meaning opinion. He certainly was not backward in coming forward when he had something to say. He believed 
a member was elected from their electorate not by their party, and with that in mind, he was not ever afraid to 
stand up for what he believed was fair, just and right by crossing the floor. It was in this context that Matthew 
emerged as a key player in the decisive move to call for the Country Party’s independence from the Liberals, and 
the subsequent split of the party. He became one of the founding members of the newly merged and incorporated 
National Party some six years after the original split. Working alongside Hon Hendy Cowan, as his deputy 
leader, the party built and increased the intensity of the fight to ensure that the interests of regional 
Western Australia were front and centre. It became very evident that Matt held the responsibility and privilege of 
representing his electorate in the highest regard, and was forthright in that responsibility. In return, he was highly 
regarded amongst his constituency. There is no doubt that Matt’s courage, determination and passion for regional 
WA left a mark on the Nationals and regional Western Australia across the length and breadth of this state. It is 
a significant legacy and one that his family should be extremely proud of. 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Leader of the Opposition) [2.10 pm]: I wish to make a contribution to this 
condolence motion. As we have heard, Matthew Ernest Stephens was born in April 1926 in Leederville. He 
attended primary schools in Katanning and Albany, followed by high school at Albany High School; he then 
attended Claremont Teachers College. After finishing Claremont Teachers College, he became a teacher and was 
posted to Katanning and Corrigin Primary Schools, before enlisting in the RAAF in May that year, aged 18. He 
trained as an airman and, at the conclusion of the war, he was discharged with the rank of leading aircraftsman. 

He returned to teaching at Bunbury Central School, and in May 1946 he enlisted in the Australian Army. He 
spent two years as an interpreter in Japan with the British Commonwealth Occupation Force, and was promoted 
to sergeant before returning to civil life in June 1948. He married Rosslyn Allwood in 1949. He then went to 
South Australia for a short period, and came back to WA as a farmer. He joined the Country Party in 1950 when 
he returned to Western Australia, and became actively involved in country politics and activity. 

In 1970 he was endorsed by the Country Party and retained the seat of Stirling. The 1971 election was 
challenging for both the Liberals and the Country Party, with votes fragmenting to Independents—sounds 
familiar. Matt Stephens polled 1 758 votes out of 6 547—just under 27 per cent—and he was 11 votes behind the 
Liberal candidate, Peter Drummond, in the race for second place. After the distribution of minor preferences, he 
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beat Peter Drummond by 29 votes, subsequently defeating the Labor candidate by 1 330 votes in the final count. 
That was the last close result he experienced in Stirling. Three years later, in 1974, he retained Stirling, and 
Matt Stephens was elected as the Deputy Leader of the Country Party. 

With the defeat of the Tonkin government, he became Chief Secretary and Minister for Conservation and 
Environment; Fisheries and Fauna in the Sir Charles Court coalition government. He enjoyed success at 
subsequent elections, despite the split of the coalition and tensions within the National Party, until his retirement 
in 1989. He remained most active in local life in Albany and elsewhere. Matt Stephens, in his 18 years as 
a member of the Legislative Assembly, spent only a brief term as a minister, but he played a dogged and 
influential role in the creation of the Nationals as a force in Western Australian politics. 

We convey our sympathies to Matt Stephens’ daughter, Stephanie, his daughter-in-law, Ilze, and his five 
grandchildren, his wife and sons sadly preceding him. 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Warren–Blackwood) [2.13 pm]: I rise to make a brief contribution to this condolence 
motion for Matthew Ernest Stephens. Firstly, I would like to express our sincere condolences to Matthew’s 
family and friends, and of course the National Party for the loss of a former member. 

In 2005, when I was elected to this place as the member for Stirling and took up an electorate office in 
Mt Barker, I followed in some very illustrious footsteps. The Stirling electorate had been very well served by 
a succession of long-serving National Party stalwarts with a passion for championing local and regional interests. 
These included my immediate predecessor, Hon Monty House, who served from 1989 to 2005; 
Clayton Mitchell, who served from 1962 to 1971; former Deputy Premier Arthur Watts, who served from 
1935 to 1962; and, of course, Matt Stephens, who served from 1971 until his retirement in 1989. 

Prior to entering Parliament, Matt’s experience in local government, as well as a range of community 
organisations, had given him a broad understanding of the issues facing regional residents and communities. 
Similarly, his service with Australia’s occupying armed forces in Japan post World War II had given him an 
upfront view of the wider world and its complexities. Matt came to this place determined to apply that 
knowledge and experience to improve country Western Australia. 

Matt’s inaugural speech spelt out his ethos and political agenda, and many of the words uttered in that speech 
ring as true today as they did almost five decades ago. He spoke of the need to address regional issues, saying 
that failure to do so would lead to rural towns in country areas being deserted, which in turn would have an 
economic impact on the city. He also spoke of the enormous value to this state of agriculture—an industry that 
generated export income and direct and indirect employment, and one that he said would continue to be of 
importance long after our mineral resources were expended. As a farmer, he advocated fervently on agricultural 
issues, but he was an equally strong advocate for broader regional issues. One of his slogans was 
“Making Parliament work for town and country people”, making clear that he was just as interested in the 
problems of the mechanic, the local general practitioner or hairdresser as he was in those of the farmer. 

Matt’s key areas of interest in policy reform included decentralisation, probate, education, a comprehensive 
water supply policy for the south coast, transport policy, regional water and electricity pricing. He abhorred 
injustice of any kind, and was always willing to take on bureaucracy, banks or big business over any wrongs 
suffered by his constituents. It was clear that in any battle between David and Goliath, Matt would have David’s 
back every time. Like his predecessor, Clayton Mitchell, Matt was also a fierce advocate for the many soldier 
settlers in the west of his electorate who were doing it tough in the 1960s and 1970s. Together with party 
colleagues Sir Crawford Nalder and Senator Tom Drake-Brockman, Matt campaigned for much-needed change 
to lease terms and conditions to reduce the failure rate on these farms. As Minister for Conservation and 
Environment; Fisheries and Fauna in the Court–McPharlin government, Matt was known for his desire to cut 
through bureaucracy to create real and necessary change. 

Although there is no disputing the enormous contribution made by the late Sir Charles Court to this state, his 
autocratic style did not always go down well with the men from the bush who occupied seats around the cabinet 
table. Ongoing disputes over agricultural policies and amendments to the Electoral Act, and an unwillingness on 
the Premier’s part to compromise, eventually led to the coalition’s collapse on 15 May 1975. Frustration at their 
inability to make headway on issues so important to their constituents had led to Ministers McPharlin, Stephens 
and Baxter making the reluctant decision to resign from cabinet. This strong stand in 1975 ultimately led to 
a new version of the party—one committed to an independent and effective alliance in government, rather than 
a coalition at any cost. Matt was instrumental in many achievements throughout his career, ranging from the 
establishment of a senior high school at Mt Barker through to the abolition of death duties. 

It would be remiss of me to speak of Matt’s legacy without mentioning the contributions of two special women—
his electorate officer, Mrs Helen Pickles, and Matt’s wife, Lyn. Mrs Pickles provided dedicated and loyal service 
to Matt and the people of the Stirling electorate. Over her many years of service, residents benefited from both her 
sympathetic ear and wise counsel. Lyn Stephens’ warm and gracious personality, and her efforts to attend every 
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possible electorate function, made her a loved and admired figure. She was unstinting in her loyalty to Matt and 
took a keen interest in his work, offering her own sage advice whenever she saw a need. In turn, Matt cared for 
Lyn following a severe stroke and nursed her at home for many years until she passed away in 2014. 

I think it is fair to say that in a party of regional warriors, few have had greater claim to that title than Matt. To 
the end, he remained keenly interested in politics and the party he loved, never hesitating to pass on advice to me 
and my colleagues when he disagreed with our actions. I recall that when I first got elected, Matt phoned me and 
said, “Terry, from time to time I’m going to give you a call and give you my view, but that’s where it’ll stop. 
You can take it or leave it.” Can I say that Matt never, ever let me take it or leave it! He would always phone 
back and would never, ever stop! He was very, very dogged in pursuing the things that he thought were right. 
I went along to Matt’s funeral and talked to some family members, and the issue of Matt’s dogged approach to 
things sits within the family—that is, if you had something to pursue, you stuck to it. I also spoke to 
Hendy Cowan, who is one of the two people who did Matt’s eulogy at the funeral, and Hendy had the same 
view. When Matt gave a piece of advice, it was probably something you would want to stick to, otherwise you 
were going to get yourself into trouble! 

His legacy to his electorate and state is a proud one and will long be remembered by his colleagues and those he 
served so ably. On behalf of all members I express condolences to Stephanie, Travis, Kristin, James, David and 
Ella. I conclude my contribution here in the Legislative Assembly today by acknowledging that 
Matthew Stephens, as a member, was committed to improving the lives of regional Western Australians. 

THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): As the member for Albany, I would like to say a few words about 
Matt Stephens. In 2001, I was in my office and about the third person to come to see me was Matt Stephens. He 
said, “G’day young fella, there’s one thing you’ve got to remember”—I think a previous member mentioned 
this—“you’re not the member for the Labor Party, you’re the member for Albany and you’ve got to look after 
everyone in your constituency.” I never forgot that. As the member for Warren–Blackwood said, Matt was 
always available for advice and that advice could cover many things. Most people would make an appointment 
to come to see me, but Matt would turn up at the front and say, “I want to see ‘Watto’”, so we would shift 
everything around and Matt would come in, sit down and have a cup of tea. He told some great stories and 
I could probably write a book on them, but I would probably get sued along the way! He looked after Lyn near 
the end when she was very, very sick. He was not in the best of health himself, but he would put all his energy 
into Lyn. After Lyn passed he found it very hard. 

As members have said here, he was a person who looked after people in the bush. He started off like that; he 
finished like that. He still had advice probably a month out from his passing! He thought I was not doing a bad 
job, but I would have been better in the National Party! To his family, he was a tremendous man. He was 
someone for a member of Parliament like me to look up to. I never heard a bad word said about him from anyone 
I spoke to in the region. I express my deepest sympathies to the family, and may he rest in peace. 

I ask members to rise and support this motion by observing a minute’s silence. 

Question passed; members and officers standing as a mark of respect. 

COMMISSIONER OF POLICE — RECRUITMENT 
Statement by Minister for Police 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland — Minister for Police) [2.23 pm]: The Commissioner of Police is the 
operational commander and the chief executive officer of Western Australia Police. The appointment of the next 
Commissioner of Police is a significant decision for government, WA Police and the community. The 
Commissioner of Police is an independent statutory office appointed by the Governor, pursuant to section 5 of 
the Police Act 1892. As such, there is no prescribed process to follow to appoint a Commissioner of Police. 

Within weeks of being sworn in as Minister for Police, I met separately with the Public Sector Commissioner 
and the Corruption and Crime Commissioner to discuss the recruitment process. The Public Sector 
Commissioner offered to manage the process. The Public Sector Commissioner is a senior career public servant 
who has led the Public Sector Commission since it was established in 2008. From the outset, given the 
importance of the position, the Public Sector Commissioner also agreed to chair the selection panel and to 
include policing expertise on the panel. The involvement of a police expert is vital given the specialised nature of 
the role. 

Advertisements were published in newspapers and online from Friday, 5 May 2017, and applications closed on 
29 May 2017, with 11 applications received. The potential pool of applicants for this role is not large but it is 
competitive. In general terms, suitable applicants were always likely to come from law enforcement leaders here, 
interstate and potentially a small number of international jurisdictions. The applications were assessed against 
the criteria and the Public Sector Commissioner decided that based on applicants’ availability the interviews 
would have to be scheduled over two days. Given the small pool of applicants, the commissioner decided to 
interview all applicants who met the criteria. 
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A panel member, Mr Keelty, AO, APM, identified commitments that prevented him being available on both the 
proposed interview dates, and he excused himself from the panel. Accordingly, Mr Ken Lay, AO, APM, former 
Chief Commissioner of Victoria Police from 2011 to 2015, Chair of the National Ice Taskforce and Council of 
Australian Governments’ Advisory panel on Reducing Violence against Women and Their Children, was invited 
by the Public Sector Commission to join the panel. 

Interviews will be held in mid-July. After this phase of the process, the names of the recommended applicants will 
be provided to the Corruption and Crime Commissioner to provide a report regarding the recommended applicants 
to inform the selection process, pursuant to section 90 of the Corruption, Crime and Misconduct Act 2003. 

JIMMY CHI — TRIBUTE 
Statement by Minister for Culture and the Arts 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Minister for Culture and the Arts) [2.26 pm]: I rise in the house to 
acknowledge and pay tribute to a remarkable Western Australian who died yesterday in Broome. In doing so, 
I would like to inform the house that special family permission has been granted for me to use his name. 

Jimmy Chi was a composer, musician, and playwright who won acclaim for his musicals Bran Nue Dae and 
Corrugation Road. His work was groundbreaking in many ways. Bran Nue Dae was regarded as the first 
Aboriginal musical. It won praise from critics, picked up numerous awards and broke box office records. 

By all accounts, Jimmy Chi was a much loved person with a rich, complex background. He was born in Broome, 
and had a multicultural upbringing. His father was Chinese–Japanese and his mother had a Scottish–Bardi 
Aboriginal background. He was a gifted musician and composer and played for many years with the Kuckles 
band in Broome. He used that experience and a Catholic education to come up with Bran Nue Dae, a partly 
autobiographical musical about a Bardi boy expelled from school who returns home to explore his multicultural 
family background in Broome. The musical was produced in conjunction with the WA Theatre Company and 
hailed as extraordinary Indigenous theatre, leading to the creation of the Black Swan Theatre company with its 
mandate to tell WA stories through theatre. Not only did it win over audiences, the script won the WA Premier’s 
Book Awards Special Award and it was also turned into one of Australia’s most successful films. Jimmy Chi 
also wrote Corrugation Road, an award-winning musical set in a mental hospital, which drew on his own 
personal experience in dealing with mental illness. 

At the age of 21, Jimmy was involved in a car accident that left him unconscious for three weeks. After that 
accident, he suffered long-term health problems. Unable to continue his studies, he found solace with his family 
in Broome and spent many hours listening to their stories, laughing and sharing the simple joy of just being. But 
he overcame those setbacks to become a gifted storyteller and musician, using his humour and insight to tell 
stories about WA. 

Jimmy Chi received numerous awards for his contributions to culture and the arts. In 1991 he was awarded the 
Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission Drama Award for Bran Nue Dae. In 1997 he won the 
Australia Council’s Red Ochre Award for the lifetime achievement of an Indigenous artist. In 2004 Jimmy Chi 
was acknowledged as a Western Australian living treasure for his talents as a playwright, songwriter and 
musician, and a creator of landmark Indigenous theatre. That award also acknowledged another side to Jimmy 
Chi. It paid tribute to his work as an ambassador for the cultural diversity and energy of the Broome region. 
Jimmy Chi was a talented, generous person, a great observer of people whose work enriched us all. 

A few final thoughts. The Australia Council’s John Moriarty, who was then with the Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander Arts Board, perhaps summed him up best. When talking about Jimmy Chi, he said, “We are witness to 
an extraordinary talent, a man who encourages us to sing, dance and celebrate life even in our darkest moments.” 
We will all miss Jimmy Chi. We should all be proud of him. He was a great Western Australian. 

FOYER OXFORD — EXTERNAL CLADDING 
Statement by Minister for Housing 

MR P.C. TINLEY (Willagee — Minister for Housing) [2.30 pm]: Last week I stood in this chamber and 
acknowledged the tragic loss of life in the Grenfell Tower fire in London. Most members would be aware of 
Foyer Oxford, which is a 98-unit complex in Leederville managed by Foundation Housing. It was completed in 
2014 and provides secure accommodation for young people deemed at risk of homelessness, as well as services 
allowing these young people to transition into fully independent and productive lives. I have visited 
Foyer Oxford and it is a fantastic facility run by passionate, committed people achieving great outcomes for its 
tenants and the community. 

Yesterday, I was advised that the external cladding used on Foyer Oxford in Leederville contains combustible 
material and is not compliant with the Building Code of Australia. The construction of the building was 
contracted by Foundation Housing, and partially funded by the Housing Authority. I stated last week that the 
safety of tenants is my highest priority and, although the residents of Foyer Oxford are not public housing 
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tenants, the Housing Authority is assisting Foundation Housing, which has the responsibility to address and remedy 
the situation. Until such time as it can be rectified, Foundation Housing has commissioned 24-hour security on site 
in order to mitigate any risk. As previously stated, all new construction and refurbishments undertaken on the 
Housing Authority’s own properties comply with the requirements of the Building Code of Australia. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
ROAD SAFETY COMMISSIONER — KIM PAPALIA 

209. Dr M.D. NAHAN to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management: 
Regarding the departure of Road Safety Commissioner Kim Papalia, is it true that Mr Papalia was removed from 
his position at the request of the director general of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, Darren Foster, 
because he refused to hand over documents from the previous administration without first being able to receive 
advice on the legality or appropriateness of that action? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I think the Leader of the Opposition will find that his name is Mr Kim Papalia. I was advised this morning that 
Mr Papalia elected to depart of his own accord. The first I knew about it was this morning. I was advised by 
a journalist, actually, that he was unhappy with the machinery-of-government changes that the new government 
has put in place to reduce the number of government agencies to ensure that we have more effective and 
collaborative government, and that would mean that the Road Safety Commission back-office functions are 
subsumed by the police. The opportunity was there for Mr Papalia to remain in a position—in fact, as the 
Road Safety Commissioner in the continuing arrangement—but he elected not to. 

ROAD SAFETY COMMISSIONER — KIM PAPALIA 
210. Dr M.D. NAHAN to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management: 
I have a supplementary question. Just to confirm, is the Premier saying that Mr Papalia was not requested to 
hand over information from the previous administration, and when he refused to, but said he needed to receive 
advice first, that had nothing to do with his departure from the Road Safety Commission? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I am unaware of what the Leader of the Opposition is alluding to, but I am aware that Mr Papalia was, according 
to a journalist, dissatisfied with the new arrangement; therefore, he elected to depart. 

PERTH STADIUM — PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE 
211. Ms E. HAMILTON to the Premier: 
I refer to the Perth Stadium footbridge that was to be built overseas under the previous Liberal–National 
government, giving work to Malaysia while Western Australia had record unemployment. What is this 
government doing to finally get local jobs in this project? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I thank the member for the question. It is true that the Minister for Transport and I made the decision that we 
would build the bridge over the Swan River linking East Perth with the new stadium here in Western Australia, 
where it should always have been built. We made the decision that enough was enough and that under the 
previous government’s arrangements, it had dragged on too long, and the contractual dispute that was going on 
was too much for Western Australia to bear; it would cost too much and delay the bridge too much, and it was 
time that a decent bridge, using Western Australian fabricators and Western Australian workers, should be built 
here in Western Australia. You might recall, Mr Speaker, this issue arose in the term of the former government, 
and all sorts of excuses were rolled out by none other than the member for Bateman to justify the fact that the 
bridge was going to be built in Malaysia. When we first started asking questions as the opposition, there was 
total stonewalling—no answers were given. But then it turned out that the member for Bateman came forward 
in May last year in relation to this issue and he justified building the bridge in Malaysia on the basis that if we 
built it in Australia, it might jeopardise our relationship with Malaysia. He said this — 

We have $2 billion worth of trade with Malaysia. The building of this pedestrian bridge is being funded 
by the royalties from the iron ore that we are selling into Asian countries, and we are purchasing a little 
bit of steel back. 

That is an interesting theory. We had to drag the information out of the former government, but we eventually 
did, and it turned out the bridge was being built in Malaysia. Now, all of that arrangement has been terminated. 
The bridge will be built here in Western Australia. We announced it on Sunday. What did we see? The 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the member for Scarborough, as quick as a flash, was out there attacking us for 
building it here in Western Australia. She was as quick as a flash! I could barely leave the press conference and 
the member for Scarborough was racing in there to attack our decision. I have her quote. I saw it on television on 
Sunday night. I thought it was worth recording. She said that we need to understand in full if additional cost has 
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come from these contractual disputes or from the government’s desire to bring the work back to 
Western Australia as the unions are demanding. In light of seeing that on television on Sunday night, I hunted 
around to find this union campaign. I have uncovered it—here it is—Deidre Wilmott! She said — 

This bridge should have been made in WA @CCI_WA looks forward to working with you to improve 
WA government’s tendering. 

She said this on Twitter—here are the copies. This is Deidre Wilmott again, who said — 
Finally, this is welcome news for #wabiz and jobs: Perth Stadium footbridge to be built in WA. 

We have that evil, left-wing union, the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia, out there 
undermining the good work of the former Liberal government sending all that work to Malaysia, and we have 
that Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia undermining you! We are proud to stand with 
Western Australian workers and fabricators to ensure that Western Australia gets its fair share. 

COMMISSIONER OF POLICE — RECRUITMENT 
212. Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS to the Minister for Police: 
Some notice has been given of this question. I will ask only the parts that the minister did not cover in her 
ministerial statement. The question refers to the recruitment of the new Commissioner of Police. 
(1) Did the selection panel triage the short-listed candidates; and, if not, who did? 
(2) Prior to Mr Keelty stepping down, how many applicants had actually been notified that they would 

proceed to an interview, and on what dates were they so notified? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
Thank you, member, and I also thank you for some notice of parts of that question. 
(1)–(2) I think one of the important things to note here is that the whole selection process is being managed by 

the Public Sector Commissioner—someone who has spent some 44 years in the public service, who was 
recently recognised in the Queen’s birthday list with an Order of Australia and who was appointed to 
that position by the Barnett government in 2008 and reappointed for a further five-year term as recently 
as November 2015, I think it was announced. In answering this question, I therefore had to seek the 
advice of the Public Sector Commission. This is the advice that it has provided me, given that the 
member gave me notice of a couple of these questions. Did the selection panel triage the short-listed 
candidates; and, if not, who did? The answer provided to me is yes. Prior to Mr Keelty stepping down, 
how many applicants were notified that they would proceed to an interview, and on what date were they 
notified? The answer provided to me by the Public Sector Commissioner is: 10 applicants were notified 
by Tuesday, 20 June.  

COMMISSIONER OF POLICE — RECRUITMENT 
213. Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS to the Minister for Police: 
I have a supplementary question. Aside from the member for Burns Beach, which members of Parliament or 
other individuals, including former police officers, have contacted the minister, her ministerial office or her 
electorate office to lobby for applicants for the position of Commissioner of Police to be interviewed for the 
position? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
Firstly, I want to make it quite clear that despite having read in the paper that the member for Burns Beach had 
allegedly complained that he was unhappy about the process, he certainly had not complained to me that he was 
unhappy about the process. Had he expressed any preference about who he thought should be the next police 
commissioner? I think he did some time ago. Did he say to me that he thought his preferred person should be 
interviewed? No he did not, but for people’s information, I can say that probably since before we came to 
government, people have been telling me who the next police commissioner should or should not be. I have been 
approached by members of both sides of the house, including from the Liberal Party. They have asked me about 
senior people and suggested people. Last night, I had dinner with seven or eight members of the 
Western Australian Police Union and got at least four different opinions from them about who the next police 
commissioner should be. Eminent people in our community and people in the street have come up to me and 
said, “I think X is good; Y is bad.” I think quite a few people who follow the process closely will know that a lot 
of negative rumours, let us call them, have been put out about some of the potential candidates. So far as I know, 
all those rumours are without foundation. That is why in March I was very careful to seek a meeting with both 
the Corruption and Crime Commissioner and the Public Sector Commissioner, because I wanted this to be 
handled with due probity. That is why the former Premier, the member for Cottesloe, set up this process and 
appointed an eminent public servant with integrity. That is why, unlike others I am told, I decided to advise the 
Corruption and Crime Commissioner that at the conclusion of that selection process I would seek his advice 
about whether there were any issues with the appointment of any of the short-listed candidates. 
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PERTH STADIUM — PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE 
214. Ms A. SANDERSON to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the contract for the Perth Stadium footbridge. Is it true that upon coming to government, things have 
been progressing well with the project and that disputes among the project’s contractors have only recently 
become known within government? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 
I thank the member for Morley for that question. Like the Premier, I was surprised at some of the comments 
from the opposition about this footbridge that, according to the opposition, somehow construction of the bridge 
was going very well. I think the member for Scarborough said, “I want to see some evidence that it’s not going 
well.” Here it is! As members can see from this photograph, there is no bridge. That is the evidence. Things are 
not going very well. There is no bridge. When the member for Scarborough is walking along the shores in 
East Perth, where is the evidence? Look around—the bridge is not there, despite the former government saying it 
would be open by December last year. To double-check the opposition’s facts — 
Mr J.E. McGrath interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for South Perth! 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! Member for Armadale, your own member is on her feet. I call you to order for the 
first time. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Some claims have been made, so I wanted to double-check exactly what the former 
government was advised. In October last year, the former government was advised that there were delays to steel 
fabrication; a contract management team had to be sent to Malaysia to understand what was happening; final 
delivery of the bridge would be dependent on the first shipment; the Welding Technology Institute of Australia 
had to be engaged and sent to double-check what was happening. On the delivery dates, the first shipment was 
pushed back to 2 January. On top of that, the fabricating yard being used had been sold to another company—
a wind turbine company owned by a Korean company. That was all going well apparently, according to the 
former government. In January, the government was advised of contractual disputes between the subcontractor 
and the lead contractor, York Rizzani. The government was advised of those disputes. When we entered 
government, some of the first advice I got was of a dispute about the fabricating yard and that work may not be 
able to be finished there because of an ownership dispute and access to the yard. This was all information known 
by the previous government and, of course, construction of the bridge was meant to be finished last year. The first 
shipment was meant to have been pushed out to January this year and then it was pushed out to May, but nothing 
happened. In the meantime, the state was liable for millions of dollars in costs because the former government 
changed the location of the bridge halfway through the process. It was therefore subject to claims worth millions 
of dollars. It was then subject to further claims because of the way the former government had structured the 
contract for the stadium across the river. So we had to have a plan. The head contractor was not happy and 
terminated its contract with the subcontractor. Now we have a plan. Standing on the shores of East Perth waiting 
for some arches to drift down the river from Malaysia is not a plan. We have a plan going forward. The contract 
gave us no leverage for delivery timetables. So the former government entered into a contract — 
Mr J.E. McGrath interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for South Perth, I call you to order for the first time. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We have a plan going forward to ensure that the bridge is open in March next year. Members 
opposite had no plan and they are anti-jobs. They are not wanting 250 jobs in WA. Members opposite rejected 
and opposed the Roe 8 jobs; they wanted the 238 workers not to have further jobs, and now they are opposing 
500 jobs. 

BUSHFIRE MITIGATION SUMMIT 
215. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Minister for Emergency Services: 
I refer to the minister’s exclusive invite-only bushfire summit last Friday — 
Mr B.S. Wyatt: What do you want, member, a corsage? 
The SPEAKER: No, but you will be called to order for the first time, Treasurer! 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: — where he said there were 66 participants, who, using his words, “all had skin in the game”. 
(1) Of the 66 participants, did the 15 members of Parliament who attended all have skin in the game? 
(2) Of the 66 participants, did the 20 staff from government agencies who attended all have skin in the 

game? 
(3) Of the 31 others who attended, how many were bush firefighting volunteers? 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 
(1)–(3) Mr Speaker, I will answer that question by going through some of the people who were there and then 

I will table the documents, if you do not mind. 
First of all, I ask the member: did you have a good time while you were there? 

Mr D.T. Redman: Yes, I did. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: You did? 
Mr D.T. Redman: Absolutely. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member for Warren–Blackwood was an active participant in the summit. 
Mr D.T. Redman: As I should be. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I seriously mean that. I appreciate the effort the member for Warren–Blackwood put in 
because, as a person who literally has got skin in the game because of the place he represents, he played 
a positive role and was a scribe on the butcher’s paper and gave back a report, so thank you very much indeed. 
[Applause.] 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: He did an outstanding job. 
In answer to question (1), I will read out a few names of the members of Parliament who were there. 
The SPEAKER: Do it quickly, member. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I will do. The member for Warren–Blackwood can make up his own mind about whether 
they should have been there. For example, Hon Stephen Dawson, the Minister for Environment, responsible for 
the Department of Parks and Wildlife was there. Also present were people like Robyn Clarke, MLA, the member 
for Murray–Wellington, representing a high bushfire-prone area; the member for Warren–Blackwood himself, 
also representing a high bushfire-prone area; Hon Ken Baston, who is the shadow minister responsible for 
emergency services; and Hon Colin de Grussa, the National Party member for Agricultural Region, representing 
Esperance, which is a very high bushfire-prone area. These are the types of people who were invited. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, I — 
Ms L. Mettam: It is an important point. 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Yes, it is an important point. I call the member for Vasse and the member for Girrawheen to 
order for the first time. Member for Vasse, I know you are disappointed that you did not get an invite, but let the 
minister answer the question, please. Minister, answer quickly, please. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Those are the types of people who were invited. We could not invite everybody. We did not 
want to make it into a political bunfight; I said that at the very beginning of the summit. The appropriate people 
who represented both the political parties in this Parliament and who also came from high bushfire-prone zones 
were the types of people who were invited. We wanted to pick their brains and get their knowledge. Staff 
members present were from the Office of Emergency Management, and were involved in a process of scribing 
what was going on. They did not participate, as the member well knows. In terms of bushfire volunteers, there 
were representatives like John Iffla, from the emergency services alliance, there were representatives from the 
bushfire volunteers, including Dave Gossage, and there were representatives of the fire and emergency service 
volunteers. They were all represented. I do not think the member has a problem. He should get over it—he had 
a good time; let us move on. 

BUSHFIRE MITIGATION SUMMIT 
216. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Minister for Emergency Services: 
I have a supplementary question. Does the minister agree that, although if he had invited all the volunteer 
firefighters, he would have filled Perth Arena, the number of volunteers at the summit would have had left spare 
room in a telephone booth? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 
I will take this opportunity to table these documents: firstly, the Bushfire Mitigation Summit seating plan, so 
people can have a look themselves and see who was there and see whether I was right or wrong in what I did; 
and, secondly, the summary of the questions at the Bushfire Mitigation Summit, so people can have a look. I will 
not deign to answer that question, because it is insulting to the volunteers who were there. 
[See papers 377 and 378.] 
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LIBERAL–NATIONAL GOVERNMENT — BUDGET SAVINGS 
217. Dr A.D. BUTI to the Treasurer: 
It was a great summit, minister. Can the Treasurer explain to the house how savings booked into the budget by 
the previous Liberal–National government are now being jeopardised by the Liberal and National Parties, and 
what will be the consequences if these savings are stripped from the budget?  
Mr B.S. WYATT replied: 
I thank the member for Armadale. I certainly can answer that question. Members will recall that we had a debate 
not that long ago about the Loan Bill, which is currently working its way through the upper house. The 
opposition put to me on a number of occasions: “Why is it you’re seeking such a full amount of money?” 
I explained why I was seeking that amount of money. I accept that it is not the job of the opposition to make the 
government’s life easy, but I expect the opposition to at least stick to its own budget decisions. Right now in the 
upper house, the Liberal–One Nation coalition is joining forces with the Greens, the Liberal Democrat and the 
National Party to move its own disallowance motion to pull out savings that were put in the budget last year. 
Members may recall that the 2016–17 budget, in a rare example of a tough decision by the former government, 
made the decision to no longer exempt from stamp duty motor vehicle purchases. Currently, that entitlement 
applies to local government authorities. The previous government did not say anything about it until December, 
but what is interesting — 
Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Take responsibility, Leader of the Opposition. Does the Leader of the Opposition support 
what is going on in the upper house? 
To clarify for the house, the Leader of the Opposition, when Treasurer, booked into the budget $10 million in 
savings from removing that concession. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: Per annum. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Yes, per annum; thank you, Minister for Water—$10 million per annum. Now, with the first 
shot of grapeshot in the upper house, the opposition is joining with its One Nation coalition, the Greens, et al, to 
remove that from the budget. I do not expect the opposition to make life easy, but I expect it to at least stick to 
the decisions it made in the budget to find savings, and not to come in here like some sort of fiscal vandal and 
make decisions, taking control of the upper house. It is the Leader of the Opposition’s own saving that he is 
pulling out of the budget. The Leader of the Opposition, of all people — 
Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The Leader of the Opposition, of all people—the person whose entire career has been spent 
standing for things other than what he delivered on while he was actually in government—is now playing the 
role of nothing more than a fiscal wrecker. I tell you what, Mr Speaker, let me guarantee one thing: this fiscal 
wreckage that is the Liberal Party will have an impact on the budget, and I will be looking to ensure that I extract 
it from places the opposition does not like. 

COMMISSIONER OF POLICE — RECRUITMENT 
218. Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS to the Premier: 
The Premier said that Mr Keelty stepped down because of diary issues and possibly personal reasons. Will he 
now explain the real reason for Mr Keelty stepping down from the important recruitment process for the 
Commissioner of Police, and what caused his diary conflict? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I learnt about this issue, as I recall, on Saturday morning. I spoke to the Public Sector Commissioner in relation 
to these issues and, at a broader level — 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I call the member for Dawesville to order for the first time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I said to the Public Sector Commissioner, “Do you have any concerns about this process? 
Is there anything about this process that concerns you—evidence of anything that shouldn’t be happening in this 
process?” and he said no. Is the member impugning the integrity of the Public Sector Commissioner? 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: No, but they don’t call you “Sneakers” for nothing. 
The SPEAKER: Member, you will call the member by his proper title, please. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: If you accept the advice of the Public Sector Commissioner, as I do, and as, evidently, the 
member does, where is the issue? 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Deputy Leader of the Opposition, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Where is the issue? In other words, there is no issue. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: You want it to go away. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Considering what happened to the member for Alfred Cove a couple of years ago, I would 
not be saying things like that. The former Premier sacked him. The former Premier is sitting back behind him. 
He sacked the member for impropriety. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: You lose the argument. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The Public Sector Commissioner also advised me that there were diary issues for 
Mr Keelty. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey: What were they? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I will explain to the member. One of the applicants is apparently overseas and was 
unavailable at the originally scheduled time; therefore, another time was scheduled, so that one of the applicants 
could attend the interviews, and Mr Keelty was not available on those dates. Obviously, putting together a time 
that suits four or five interviewers plus a number of applicants, and lining up all the diaries, is clearly an issue. 
That is the issue that I was advised of. 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I call the member for Hillarys to order for the first time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: That is the issue I was advised of, and I have now advised the house of it. 

COMMISSIONER OF POLICE — RECRUITMENT 
219. Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Apart from the member for Burns Beach, which members of Parliament or 
other individuals, including former police officers, have contacted the Premier or his office to lobby for 
applicants to be interviewed for the position of Commissioner of Police? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
Apart from the member for Burns Beach, to my knowledge, none. 

METHAMPHETAMINE ACTION PLAN TASKFORCE 
220. Mr D.T. PUNCH to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the methamphetamine crisis that has gripped my community and has led to Bunbury been given the 
distressing and unenviable title of the meth capital of Australia. How will this government’s meth task force 
tackle this scourge and protect and support communities like mine? 
Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
I thank the member for the question and commend him for making this a key priority during his time as the 
member for Bunbury. As we all know, we have a methamphetamine crisis in our community. It is a corrosive, 
destructive substance that is destroying townships and communities across our state. I am sure that I speak on 
behalf of all members of Parliament when I say that we must do more to continue to drive down the incidence of 
use and abuse and make sure that we get on top of this scourge in our community.  
The state government has implemented a statewide coordinated and targeted meth action plan, which includes 
$45 million over four years of new and existing funding. That funding will go towards additional drug treatment 
facilities to respond to early intervention and severe methamphetamine dependence, the opening of residential 
rehabilitation centres in the south west and the Kimberley, the introduction of a mental health observation area at 
the Royal Perth Hospital emergency department and dedicated drug rehabilitation programs in our prisons. Our 
methamphetamine action plan is about interrupting supply, reducing demand and preventing and alleviating 
harm. We have to take a cross-government approach to it to make sure that all departments are working together 
in a coordinated fashion so that we are most effective in this campaign. 
Yesterday I was very pleased to announce that we are implementing a high-level Methamphetamine Action Plan 
Taskforce. It will be headed by Mr Ron Alexander, a man who has a great deal of respect in the community and 
a track record of working across government departments to get good outcomes. He will be joined on that task force 
by Professor Daniel Fatovich; Hon Don Punch, MLA, the member for Bunbury; Professor Colleen Hayward; 
Professor Simon Lenton of the National Drug Research Institute at Curtin University; and, of course, 
Assistant Commissioner Michelle Fyfe. The task force will take a leadership role in guiding government 
departments to work together to make sure that the community is working against the crisis that is the 
methamphetamine scourge on our community. I think all members of Parliament would agree that this task is 
important and one that this Parliament and the government must work on together to make sure we get on top of 
this most devastating and evil of illicit drugs in our community. 
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ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS — TARIFF EQUALISATION CONTRIBUTION 
221. Ms M.J. DAVIES to the Treasurer: 
I refer to the Treasurer’s admission reported in response to comments from the Greens on 26 June that he is 
considering using royalties for regions to fund the tariff equalisation contribution. Will he today rule out using 
royalties for regions to fund both the tariff equalisation contribution and the tariff adjustment payments?  
Mr B.S. WYATT replied: 
Before I get into the detail of this question, I make one point about an issue that I think some members of this 
Parliament have got themselves a little confused over. It is an important issue. I will perhaps outline some of the 
reasons we face some of the fiscal problems we have now. If we spend money from royalties for regions or from 
the consolidated account, it is still part of the budget; it still impacts on the bottom line. I want to make this clear 
because royalties for regions is not some imaginary stream of money that sits like some off-balance sheet 
spendathon, which is how it was treated by the former government because it had the two-budget processes and 
never the twain shall meet! I want to make the point now that we have dealt with that because that is a problem 
that my colleagues and I are trying to unpack—that is, how we have oversight of that one budget process. 
In 2013, the Labor Party took to the election the policy of removing the tariff equalisation charge off the bills 
that Synergy customers pay and funding that from the consolidated account. That was the policy position we 
took. We lost that election. We did not take that to the 2017 election because it has to be paid for somehow. This 
is the issue. Ultimately, we pay for this thing; it does not matter from where it is paid. We did not take it to the 
2017 election because, as we all know, we are facing a significant deficit and a debt issue. It is something that 
I am not ruling out but it is also something that was not part of the election debate, although it was in 2013 when 
we took it to the election as a policy parameter. I make the point that in my view it is a good outcome because 
we get it off the bills, it is more transparent, it reduces the impact on Synergy bills and is very, very clear for 
everybody to see exactly what subsidy is being paid to regional power prices. On every level, it is a good policy 
outcome. 

ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS — TARIFF EQUALISATION CONTRIBUTION 
222. Ms M.J. DAVIES to the Treasurer: 
I have a supplementary question. The Treasurer will not rule it out. Which existing royalties for regions projects 
does he intend to cut to find the $600 million in savings required to fund the tariff equalisation contribution and 
the $200 million in the tariff adjustment payments over the forward estimates? 
Mr B.S. WYATT replied: 
I do not think the Leader of the National Party listened. It is not something that was part of the election 
campaign. To fund it from the budget as opposed to funding it from Synergy bills will occur when I can find 
room in the budget to fund it because ultimately there is a cost.  
Ms M.J. Davies: Will that be royalties for regions?  
Mr B.S. WYATT: Whether it is from that pot of money or from my six-year-old daughter’s toy dog, it has to be 
funded in some way. This is the problem we have. 
Ms M.J. Davies interjected. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Time and again, the Leader of the National Party has this view that royalties for regions is 
coming from some magical — 

Point of Order 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Mr Speaker, I am battling to hear the Treasurer because of the constant interjections from the 
person asking the question. 
The SPEAKER: It is not a point of order, but the Leader of the National Party will keep quiet for the rest of the 
answer. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I make the point that we have a budget. Whether it is funded from one particular revenue 
stream or the other, it still has an impact on the budget. We could pull that off Synergy bills, which is what we 
promised to do in 2013 if we won, but we did not win. We all know the result of that election. However, if in the 
event I can find room in the budget, I will.  

METRONET — SERPENTINE–JARRAHDALE 
223. Mr B. URBAN to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to today’s release of the 2016 census data, which shows that my community of Serpentine–Jarrahdale has 
experienced some of the fastest growth of any region in this country. What is this government doing to support 
the extraordinary growth in my community—a community that the opposition leader admits he does not know 
much about? 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 
I thank the member for Darling Range for that question. The census data released today shows that the 
Serpentine–Jarrahdale region is one of the fastest growing in the country. It has experienced a 51 per cent growth 
in population since 2011. When we go through the list of the fastest-growing suburbs of Perth, it is very clear to 
see the areas that families are moving into at a rapid rate. They are places such as Byford, Yanchep, Baldivis and 
Ellenbrook, which are not serviced that well with rail infrastructure. Our Metronet plan is looking at areas of 
high growth such as Yanchep, Byford and Ellenbrook and making sure that we have the rail infrastructure in 
place to support those growing communities. Metronet is all about improving the existing lines and expanding 
lines to meet the growing needs of families out there, normally in newer suburbs, and getting access not only to 
the city but across the network to their workplaces, high schools, universities and hospitals. It is about building 
a connected integrated network to really serve families of the future. 

We know that the opposition does not support Ellenbrook, we know that the Leader of the Opposition does not 
know much about Byford and we know that the opposition does not support Yanchep. Today’s figures again 
show — 

Mr D.C. Nalder: It’s all about when. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The shadow Treasurer talks about when it will happen. I recall that most of the 
Liberal Party’s documents show that a rail line to Byford was not needed until 2050. We are planning and we are 
delivering to people across our suburbs.  

TOURISM EVENTS — MARGARET RIVER GOURMET ESCAPE 

224. Ms L. METTAM to the Minister for Tourism: 
I refer to the fact that when the Premier was the Minister for Tourism, he lost Rally Australia. Will this minister 
ensure that he does not make the same mistake as the Premier and will he guarantee that the Margaret River 
Gourmet Escape will be funded into the future and be retained? 

Mr P. PAPALIA replied: 
I thank the member for the question. The Margaret River Gourmet Escape, like every other activity being funded 
from the budget, is being assessed for value to the taxpayer. The measurement we are applying — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I know that is a novel concept! We are applying a measurement to all expenditure. Bearing in 
mind that the Labor Party went to the election promising to spend $425 million over five years on destination 
marketing and events funding to boost tourism in this state — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Every single dollar that we allocate in the tourism portfolio will be assessed for value for 
money to the taxpayer. The measurement at this critical time—instead of some of the silliness we have witnessed 
during this question time—should be appropriately focused on trying to fill hotel rooms. Hoteliers and the 
hospitality businesses in this state are doing it tough. Every time we meet with them, they implore us to focus on 
one thing and one thing alone—getting more visitors to this state. That is the measurement we will apply. If we 
do not get more visitors to the state by spending these dollars, they will be spent on something else. 

TOURISM EVENTS — TOURISM WA 

225. Ms L. METTAM to the Minister for Tourism: 
I have a supplementary question. Given its importance and in the best interests of attracting events to WA, will 
the minister listen to industry and not bury Tourism WA in a mega-department? 

Mr P. PAPALIA replied: 
Mr Speaker, that is an interesting leap. The supplementary question is supposed to be connected. It is supposed 
to have some relevance. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member, I allowed the question. It went very close to the line, but it was not really 
a supplementary question. I will give the minister a chance to have a go at it. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: No; it was not a supplementary question, was it, member? 

Ms L. Mettam: Yes—events and tourism. 
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Mr P. PAPALIA: Nevertheless, I think the member is trying to suggest that there is something bad about 
creating a large department focused largely on tourism as a component of growing jobs in Western Australia. 
I think the member is trying to suggest that dedicating $425 million over five years to destination marketing and 
events funding is somehow bad. I think she is trying to suggest that the industry consortium—the first one ever, 
with the Premier and industry representatives, where they commended us for our election commitments and for 
our actions post-election and asked us to focus solely on getting more visitors to this state—was somehow 
wrong. I disagree. 

PAPERS TABLED 
Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

BILLS 
Notice of Motion to Introduce 

1. Child Support (Adoption of Laws) Amendment Bill 2017. 

2. Coroners Amendment Bill 2017. 

Notices of motion given by Mr J.R. Quigley (Attorney General). 
3. First Home Owner Grant Amendment Bill 2017. 

Notice of motion given by Mr B.S. Wyatt (Minister for Finance). 
4. Port Kennedy Development Bill 2017. 

Notice of motion given by Ms R. Saffioti (Minister for Planning). 

HOUSEHOLD FEES AND CHARGES — McGOWAN GOVERNMENT 
Notice of Motion 

Dr M.D. Nahan (Leader of the Opposition) gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

That this house condemns the McGowan government for the impact its increases to household fees and 
charges and changes to concessions will have on seniors, self-funded retirees, low-income earners and 
the 218 000 Western Australian households that have installed solar systems just to pay for the 
government’s $5 billion of election promises. 

JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE ON END-OF-LIFE CHOICES — ESTABLISHMENT 
Notice of Motion 

Ms A. Sanderson (Parliamentary Secretary) gave notice that at the next sitting of the house she would 
move — 

(1) That a joint select committee of the Legislative Assembly and Legislative Council on 
end-of-life choices be established. 

(2) That the committee inquire into and report on the need for laws in Western Australia to allow 
citizens to make informed decisions regarding their own end-of-life choices. In particular, the 
committee should — 

(a) assess the practices currently being utilised within the medical community to assist 
a person to exercise their preferences for the way they want to manage their end of 
life, including the role of palliative care; 

(b) review the current framework of legislation, proposed legislation and other relevant 
reports and materials in other Australian states and territories, and overseas 
jurisdictions; and 

(c) consider what type of legislative change may be required, including an examination 
of any federal laws that may impact such legislation. 

(3) That the joint select committee consist of eight members, of whom — 

(a) four will be members of the Assembly; and 

(b) four will be members of the Council. 

(4) The standing orders of the Legislative Assembly relating to standing and select committees 
will be followed as far as they can be applied. 

(5) That the joint select committee report to both houses by 30 June 2018. 

(6) That the Legislative Council be requested to agree to a similar resolution. 
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PUBLIC SECTOR HUMAN RESOURCES MANAGEMENT — McGOWAN GOVERNMENT 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) informed the Assembly that he was in receipt within the prescribed time of 
a letter from the Leader of the Opposition seeking to debate a matter of public interest. 

[In compliance with standing orders, at least five members rose in their places.] 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Leader of the Opposition) [3.18 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the McGowan government for its political interference in recruitment and 
other human resource management processes of the public service. 

This is an issue that no doubt we have definitely discussed in various other debates in this house and we will 
discuss many times in the future. It relates to our public sector. Thirty to 40 years ago, when Western Australia 
sunk into what is now known as WA Inc, one of the key reasons for that outcome was in fact that there was 
a deterioration in the assessments and appointments of public servants to the Western Australian public sector. 
I had the dubious pleasure at that time to be a senior public servant and I saw at first hand political appointees 
from ministerial offices parachuting into the public sector all around me. It was an explicit planned move by the 
Burke government to put its people into the public sector. I also saw public servants at the most senior level—
directors general and chief executive officers—being replaced over time either because they were perceived to 
be friendly with the long gone Court government or they were moved on and replaced by people whose key 
performance indicator was their friendliness to and contacts with the then Labor government. There were many 
reasons for WA Inc; one was that the public service at the time was not independent enough to give forceful and 
fearless advice to the government of the day. It was not politically independent of the party and many appointees 
who were parachuted in did not understand due process of government and, importantly, did not have the 
technical expertise necessary to advise the government of the day—also, to be honest, they were of lower 
quality—and history panned out. 

During the 1990s, successive governments saw the problem of the politicisation and downgrading of the public 
service and put in place a raft of changes to various acts to try to avoid that. We had built up a rigorous system 
for the screening and selection of public servants, and we made sure that processes necessary in the realm of the 
public service were kept from political interference. It is my great concern that what has happened, although not 
to the extent of the 1980s, is that this is being unwound by the McGowan government. When the McGowan 
government came to power, and during the election campaign, it promised to significantly impact the senior 
executive service, and it had public support to do so. The Labor Party indicated that it would reduce the senior 
public service—the SES—by 20 per cent. It did not give any reason for that except that it would cut the number 
of fat cats. The Labor Party went on to state that it would reduce the number of government departments. Fair 
enough, this is exactly what the Gallop and then Carpenter governments did in the 2000s. Good on it, if it can 
achieve its claimed efficiencies. But, you know, this is a major change to staffing levels and to the administration 
of government, and we have not seen a single detailed planning document that details the rationale, reasons, 
processes and alternatives of how to go about this. All we have, essentially, is press releases—press releases that 
state that the government is going to get rid of 20 per cent of the SES—50-plus—and that it is going to reduce 
the number of departments from, I think, 41 departments to 25 departments. We should not go into a wholesale 
restructure of the public sector with a press release as a rationale. 

The problem for the government in the future is that it is in its long-term interest to have a forceful, fearless 
high-quality public service. To the extent that the government is undermining the public service is on its watch 
and it will be held accountable for it. The problem we have is that we can see clear signs of political interference 
in some of the choices of the people who remain running the various departments and in this process. We can see 
history repeating. I went through this the other day, but let me go through some examples. No department is 
under greater pressure than the Department for Child Protection and Family Support. The number of children 
needing protection is growing, and the complexity of that task is growing. The previous government increased 
the department’s budget significantly, to the tune of 80 per cent to 90 per cent, but more is needed. It is an 
undertaking to try to achieve meeting this rapid growth in demand and to drive efficiencies. We hear the 
Treasurer go on and on about having to do the tough yards, but a lot of it has been done, and it is in his budget. 
The Labor government delivering the reforms embedded in the existing budget in child protection is 
a formidable task. What has it done? The government got rid of the director general, Emma White. She is one of 
the best performing people. I do not know her very well. 

Mr M. McGowan: Who is this? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Emma White—she is gone. 

Another area of significant pressure is, of course, the Department of Corrective Services. We hear it from the 
minister. We saw the fiscal challenge in the release by Treasury in April of this year. The most challenging fiscal 
challenge was child protection, and the McGowan government got rid of the director general of that department. 
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The second was corrective services, and the first thing the McGowan government did was to get rid of 
James McMahon, who is the former head of the Special Air Service. 
Ms S.F. McGurk: What are you talking about? We had nothing to do with it! 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: He exits. Now, government members pretend that they had nothing to do with this. They just 
had a discussion, even though he had a long time to go to his contract ending and was really committed to 
reforming this place. It was just a coincidence. The minister and he had a discussion and he decided to go 
towards other challenges. He will pursue other challenges. Make no bones about it, the government should have 
fought to keep that man in that position, but it did not. 
Of course, we also saw the experience at the Perth Children’s Hospital and Princess Margaret Hospital for 
Children the other day. As the director general of Health says, we are going through an inordinate period of 
change for all staff across the Western Australian health system. We are in the middle of massive changes 
because of the reconfiguration of the hospital, the building of new hospitals and the changing of personnel and 
their allocation across the board. Right at the apex is the preparation to move from the old children’s hospital to 
the new Perth Children’s Hospital. What has the government done? It threw the person in charge of the 
Child and Adolescent Health Service under a bus. The government blamed him—he goes. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: No, we blame you.  
Dr M.D. NAHAN: No, the government blamed him. The government threw him under a bus. This is really the 
crucial part of the reform of our Child and Adolescent Health Service, and the government got rid of the person 
who over a number of years has been guiding and leading that service. What was he doing? He was following 
longstanding government policy to implement the move to the new hospital and implement the Reid review. The 
government threw him under a bus. What does that say to every public servant? Do not do the reform, because 
the government will throw you under a bus and blame you. A talented man was thrown under a bus, and reform 
will stop. I might add that the government inherited a budget—the government talks a lot about the things it is 
doing, most of which I see as increasing charges and fees—that had embedded over four years $4 million of 
efficiencies. The government had to follow our process to achieve those efficiencies, and it is throwing out its 
senior public servants. 
Another area of major reform that we hear about is electricity. Again, Ray Challen was not fired; he just saw the 
writing on the wall, how it would operate, and is exiting, I think, this week. Ruth Shean was head of TAFE, and 
there have been a lot of reforms in TAFE. We initiated the reforms, but they had to be bedded down—they are 
gone. Ron Chalmers, head of the Disability Services Commission, has gone. Again, this is an area in which the 
government is trying to decide whether to go to the National Disability Insurance Scheme or what it is going to 
do: stay with and develop the state-based system or go to the federal system. 
Dr A.D. Buti: He resigned. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: He resigned and it had nothing to do with the government; these are all coincidences. Mass 
resignations everywhere are just in the air. Yeah, right. Paul Andrew was at Lotterywest. Last week I asked the 
Premier whether the government tried to force or to induce him to allocate Lotterywest money for its political 
promises. The Premier’s response was, “Well, you did it”, which implies that it is doing it, and that is why he 
left. Jason Banks, head of the Department of Environment Regulation, has gone. Mr Sharp from the 
Department of Parks and Wildlife has gone. This is not coincidence; this is a process by which the government is 
not only threatening to fire 20 per cent of the SES but also to change the number of departments. The Premier 
said that these people are leaving because it is that time of the year and the government wants to do something 
different. These are clear signs of a government trying to gain inordinate control over the public sector, trying to 
influence and to get people in there who will not provide it with forceful and fearless advice, and who do not 
know due process. We are seeing it in the case of the Commissioner of Main Roads and the police, and we are 
going to see more and more of this. We are going to see the process of government grind to a halt or, worse, go 
off on a dangerous path. 
MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.30 pm]: I rise to support this 
motion. To pick up on some of the comments that the Leader of the Opposition has made, I would also like to 
talk about the departure of Paul Andrew, CEO of Lotterywest, because I take great umbrage at the way this 
matter has been dealt with. Mr Andrew left a perfectly good job to take up a position with Lotterywest. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: He had a five-year contract. The rumour, and we have not been able to have this 
confirmed, in the media is that the state government — 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Water, I call you to order for the first time. 
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Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I will read from an article written by Sean Smith published in The West Australian on 
18 June. It states — 

The State Government and the Public Sector Commission are playing secret squirrels over the sudden 
departure of Lotterywest boss Paul Andrew. 
… 
One line of speculation is that Andrew fell foul of the Government after refusing it Lotterywest cash to 
fund some small community election promises. 

We will probably never know why Mr Andrew left. Paul Andrew is a very professional individual. 
The SPEAKER: Through the Chair. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I expect he will not be commenting on this matter and perhaps he is being denied the 
opportunity to comment as part of the terms of his departure. However, I was particularly irritated by 
Mr Andrew being drawn as some kind of fat government bureaucrat who is getting an oversized payout. 
Mr Andrew had a contract; it was a five-year contract. He left a perfectly good job thinking that he had a job for 
the next five years, and because he would not kowtow to the demands of this government in respect of the 
integrity and independence of the Lotterywest fund — 
Several members interjected. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: That is what is being alluded to in the media for whatever reason. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: As the media said at the time, in a vacuum of explanation, rumours abound, so that is all 
we can run with on this particular issue. Mr Andrew, like every other individual employed on a contract in this 
state, has a compensation requirement should the contract be finished early. 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Water. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: That is just like every individual in the private sector. If the contract gets terminated, 
compensation is paid, and that is the only thing that has happened here. This was not an excessive payout for 
a fat government bureaucrat or whatever terminology was used at the time; it was adequate and appropriate 
compensation for someone whose contract had been terminated. He thought he had a job for five years, but he 
did not; he has gone. The Premier tried to justify that departure, and interference in the decision-making of 
Lotterywest about grants, by saying that the Liberal Party did it when it was in government, and he was referring 
to the Vasse by-election. They are very, very different things. In the Vasse by-election — 
Several members interjected. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Members might like to listen and learn something. 
During the Vasse by-election Lotterywest had gone through an independent process of allocating funds to 
a project for the City of Busselton. It was a $2.1 million grant that went to the City of Busselton, and the only 
thing that happened during the Vasse by-election was that the former Premier decided to make the 
announcement with the now member for Vasse. There was no influence on the decision of Lotterywest to make 
a grant to the City of Busselton. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, you have an opportunity to get up and talk on this. I do not want members on either 
side of the house interjecting while the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is on her feet. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: There was no influence over the decision of Lotterywest to allocate that $2.1 million 
towards the project of the City of Busselton. 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Water! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The only unusual decision was that the Premier decided to make the announcement about 
the $2.1 million grant—that is it. The independence of the decision of the Lotterywest board to award that grant 
was not interfered with politically by the then Premier or any other member of the government at the time; it was 
only the decision around the announcement. They are two very different things and the now Premier has 
basically said, “You did it, so we’re going to do it”, but we did not do that. We did not influence the Lotterywest 
grants process. We made sure that the independence of those grants was able to be assessed by Lotterywest 
because that money belongs to the community of Western Australia. It is not a private slush fund for the Premier 
to fund election commitments that he did not have a plan to pay for. That is not what Lotterywest is about and 
that is why we believe Paul Andrew, the CEO of Lotterywest, had to part ways with the government. 
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Then we look at the case of Dr Ruth Shean. Dr Ruth Shean has been a career public servant working both 
flavours of government for many, many years. She has an impeccable record. She has a very strong personality 
and is a very intelligent person. She is a person of very high calibre—a career public servant. My belief, and my 
understanding of the scuttlebutt that has been put to me by people in the Department of Training, is that the 
director general left because the minister felt intimidated by her breadth and depth of knowledge—“Out you go, 
Dr Ruth Shean. We cannot have someone running the agency who knows more than the minister, so off you go; 
find another job.” 

The conga line continues with Kim Papalia. Why has the Road Safety Commissioner left? We do not know; the 
Premier refused to answer questions. The rumour—we can only have rumour and innuendo in this vacuum of 
information from the government about the conga line of public servants marching out the door—was that he 
was refusing to release briefing notes of the former government. 

The SPEAKER: Member, talk through the Chair. You do not talk to the back, you talk through the Chair. It is 
better for Hansard and better for us to hear what you are saying. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The government is silent about why Mr Papalia is being marched off along with the rest 
of the directors general, but the rumour is that he was refusing to release briefing notes of the former government 
to cabinet—this is only a rumour; we have not confirmed it, so I want Hansard to record that it is—and that he 
wanted to seek legal advice before releasing some documentation. That was unacceptable, so the Premier’s 
former chief of staff, Darren Foster, now the director of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, asked 
Mr Papalia to leave. That is the rumour. The government is silent about why Mr Papalia has left. Apparently it 
was another mutually convenient arrangement, another mutually convenient set of circumstances, for a senior 
public servant to be marched out of the sector. 

Then we have the debacle of the appointment process for the Commissioner of Police—unbelievable. Why has 
every single police officer who I have spoken to told me that there were six interviewees shortlisted out of this 
selection process? It then changed to 10, so now there are 10 people being interviewed. The story is that the 
member for Burns Beach takes credit for this. 

Mr M.J. Folkard interjected. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I will take the interjection from the member for Burns Beach. Did the member’s lobbying 
succeed in allowing the number of interviewees to grow from six to 10? 

The SPEAKER: Member, this is the last time I am going to warn you about talking through the Chair; I will sit 
you down. 

Point of Order 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The member for Burns Beach interjected and the member on her feet accepted the 
point of interjection. 

The SPEAKER: That is not a point of order, and I am very close to calling you to order. I made the decision. 
I have told the member twice now to talk through the Chair. When she has her back to the Chair, Hansard cannot 
hear, and we cannot hear when there is a point of order about it. I will ask the member for Scarborough again, 
and I think you should take note of that too. 

Debate Resumed 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: We have heard through the media that the member for Burns Beach has been taking credit 
for the fact that he has managed to get his mate, a former colleague, an interview for the position of 
Commissioner of Police. Good heavens! All we know—the Premier and the Minister for Police have failed to 
answer questions about this—is that Mr Keelty suddenly had a diary conflict. Whenever I have been involved in 
selection processes for directors general, a panel has been convened and during that process a timetable is settled 
on. Individuals on the panel were advised we would be holding interviews over a couple of days. Mr Keelty 
apparently had a diary conflict; we do not know why. The rumour, which the government will not confirm, is 
that six of those candidates were short-listed for interview and, on the direction of somebody, it has now been 
expanded to 10 candidates. I cast no dispersions on the independence of the Public Sector Commissioner — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Nasturtiums! 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The minister cannot hear me, because I am speaking directly to the Chair. 

The problem the opposition has is that the member for Burns Beach has said, “Yes, I interfered in this process 
because I wanted my mate with an impeccable CV to get an interview”, and all of a sudden someone steps down 
from the panel and senior officers and police are saying that now 10 people will be interviewed, when previously 
we were advised there would be six. The government is silent on this. Our questions were not answered today by 
either the Premier or the Minister for Police. That goes to the heart of accountability. This government is 
shamelessly politicising the public sector with the appointment process; it is removing people whom it perceives 
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not to be willing to kowtow to its demands. That has serious ramifications for the future of the state. We are 
demanding the gold-standard transparency that the Premier promised. That is what we will demand. The Premier 
promised gold-standard transparency. That is not what is being delivered here. What is being delivered here is 
a bunch of senior, competent individuals with terrific reputations being marched out the door because it does not 
suit the government. God help any public servant wanting to provide frank and fearless advice to this mob! 
Frank and fearless advice will get them marched out the door; and if they get a compensation package, they will 
have their name dragged through the paper as some kind of bureaucrat who does not deserve to have the terms of 
their contract honoured. It is disgraceful. 

The SPEAKER: Minister for Police—sorry, member for Hillarys! 

MR P.A. KATSAMBANIS (Hillarys) [3.46 pm]: I did not know what was happening there, Mr Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: It ain’t going to happen! 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I rise to speak on this motion, which is a very important motion. The public of 
Western Australia demands and expects that its public servants will be independent and give frank and fearless 
advice to the government of the day. Unfortunately, in this state, we have had experiences in which that has not 
always been the case, and that is why the public takes extra interest when it sees senior public servants dropping 
like flies. That is what is happening in the early term of this government. When it comes to senior public 
servants, there can be no-one more senior than the Commissioner of Police, a person charged with running the 
police force and having the confidence of the entire community that that person is absolutely independent and 
making decisions that are in the best interests of Western Australians, not in the best interests of the government 
of the day. This Minister for Police and this government knew that they needed to appoint a police commissioner 
on the day that they were elected to government—on the day they were sworn in. In fact, this minister had 
mentioned as far back as February 2016 that if she came to power, she would sack the current police 
commissioner. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: That’s not what I said. 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: In WAtoday on 12 February 2016, the headline says that Labor will sack the top 
cop if it wins. That was the headline in WAtoday. The minister protested today, but on 11 March she knew that 
the Commissioner of Police’s contract terminated on 11 August and that she would have to get a hurry on. She 
did not get a hurry on. Eventually, we will go through a process. The process has started. Senior people get 
appointed to a panel. They take on the job in good faith, and what happens? We woke up on Saturday morning to 
news from Gary Adshead, state political editor of The West Australian, with a headline “Hunt for WA’s new top 
cop comes to abrupt halt”. We have the scenario that a member of the government, the member for Burns Beach, 
stated in the paper that he had concerns about the process and had spoken to the Premier—the Premier confirmed 
that today—and that he thought someone he considered to be an appropriate person to be a police commissioner 
had not got an interview. On the same day, we find out that one of Australia’s leading law enforcement officials, 
Mick Keelty—former Australian federal police commissioner, the inaugural Australian Crime Commission 
chairman, a man with impeccable credentials, a man who led the country’s response to the Bali bombings and 
many other things—has decided to step away from the panel, and the only glib explanation we get from the 
Premier is that there was a diary conflict. Today the Premier comes in and says that a person was overseas and 
a few people were here and it is really hard to coordinate four or five people to get together and get their diaries 
working to hold interviews—in 2017! People manage diary conflicts all the time; people manage them in many 
ways. I wonder how the Premier’s cabinet gets to meet if they cannot get 17 people in a room, because it is all 
too hard! It is not too hard. It is just that this government has clouded the process. Do not take it from me. Do not 
take it from the opposition. The Western Australian Police Union of Workers’ president, George Tilbury, has 
commented that there is a cloud over the whole process. The police union has called for the process to be 
stopped and to start it again. In fact, Mr Tilbury has gone further and suggested that the Corruption and Crime 
Commission take a significant interest in this. I am sure it will do so in due course. 

I do not have enough time today to go through the other disasters this government has had with senior public 
servants in just a few months. Today we woke up to the Road Safety Commissioner walking away from his 
position, despite the Premier a couple of months ago guaranteeing that the commission was going to continue to 
run. This government has already set the bar extraordinarily low on standards in the public sector. The public of 
Western Australia is watching. It is watching with great interest. It is time the government lifted its game. It can 
start by restarting the police commissioner process from scratch. 

MS M.J. DAVIES (Central Wheatbelt — Leader of the National Party) [3.47 pm]: I rise very briefly to 
speak in support of the motion. There has been more than enough material presented today to raise concerns and 
for the people of Western Australia to question this government’s claim that it is going to bring a gold standard 
of transparency and open government. That is what this government promises, but its actions have been far from 
it in the first five sitting weeks of this Parliament and its first three months as a new government. Many senior, 
experienced members of the public service have been shown the door. That is exactly what has happened here. 
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Let us not dress it up. In their place, clearly there are people who have been put there to make sure that this 
government is not accountable and there is no requirement for frank and fearless advice. I have had the pleasure 
of working with a number of those people — 

Mr D.J. Kelly interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Minister for Water, I call you to order for the second time.  

Ms M.J. DAVIES: A number of those people are no longer with us and the public service is worse for having 
them walk out the door—Ruth Shean, in particular. 

It is very disappointing to see this cloud that has been cast over one of the most important roles in government—
the Commissioner of Police. The police commissioner provides leadership to the troops, administration of 
Western Australia Police and frank and fearless advice to government on resourcing and management, and is the 
spokesperson for the police, the person whom the community looks to for assurance that the police service 
provides it with the service it expects. It was incredibly surprising to me that, since coming to government, this 
government and ministers have not shied from fronting the media on the things they wish to get across, yet 
yesterday, when there were numerous articles over the weekend and the minister had made some comments—
I presume to journalists through the government’s media office—they were nowhere to be seen prior to cabinet 
meeting. We did not see them until after cabinet met, when they got their stories straight about what they were 
planning on doing. That is hardly open and accountable government.  

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland — Minister for Police) [3.49 pm]: Is it not interesting that those opposite, 
particularly the Leader and Deputy Leader of the Opposition, want to judge people, I think, by their own 
standards. The embarrassing speech given by the Deputy Premier — 

Mr A. Krsticevic: Deputy Leader of the Opposition. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Sorry; Deputy Leader of the Opposition.  

— hardly warrants the position she holds in this house. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! We all make mistakes. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: There was innuendo, rumour and scuttlebutt. She did not even try to disguise it; she 
came in here with a whole bunch of half-baked scuttlebutt, which serves to undermine the public service of this 
state. She could not pronounce the word “aspersions”. She said “dispersions”. I thought she said “nasturtiums”, 
but she tried to say that she was not casting aspersions on the Public Sector Commissioner. However, I am afraid 
she has. What is telling here is that, with the exception of the member for Warren–Blackwood, no other members 
of the Barnett ministry, other than the former Premier, are left. Maybe they do not know the history of the 
Public Sector Commissioner and his role. Certainly, a lot of new people are sitting opposite—people who have 
not had that senior role. Someone like the member for Cottesloe knows exactly what he said in 2008. He was 
reported in the press on 30 September 2008 as follows — 

Western Australia’s new Liberal–Nationals government has held its first cabinet meeting, deciding to 
create a Public Sector Commissioner to restore “integrity” to the public service. 

Premier Colin Barnett emerged from the meeting on Tuesday to announce the Department of Premier 
and Cabinet (DPC) would be split into two. 

Mr Barnett said there was a conflict of interest when the premier’s department also had oversight for the 
public sector. 

He said those responsibilities would be carved off into a new Public Sector Commission, headed by 
a Public Sector Commissioner. 

“The reason for doing that is to do all that is possible to restore the independence, professionalism and 
integrity of WA’s public service,” Mr Barnett told reporters. 

That is instructive. In doing so, the former Premier appointed Mr Mal Wauchope to the position of Public Sector 
Commissioner. I gather he must have been reappointed at least a couple of times. Hon Colin Barnett put out 
a statement on 10 November 2015, which states — 

Mal Wauchope to head Public Sector Commission for a further five years 
Premier Colin Barnett today announced the reappointment of Mal Wauchope as Public Sector 
Commissioner for a five-year term starting on December 1, 2015. 

This year, of course, Mr Wauchope was recognised in the Queen’s Birthday honours list with an Order of 
Australia in recognition of his 44 years of service in the public sector. I note that during that time he has worked 
for 11 Premiers. He said at the time he got the honour that he takes pride in having led major reforms for both 
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sides of Parliament. I note that he is now the one overseeing the slimming down of government from 41 to just 
25 departments. I have every confidence in Mr Wauchope. This Parliament should have every confidence in 
Mr Wauchope. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for South Perth! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: That is why I have consulted Mr Wauchope every step of the way. That is why, 
in March this year, I set up a meeting with Mr Wauchope to talk about getting on with the job of appointing 
a new police commissioner. That is not fast enough for the member for Hillarys, who thinks we could have or 
should have moved faster. We did not get a “hurry on” as he described it. The fact is I was more concerned about 
following proper process than getting a hurry on. Under the Police Act — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Under the Police Act, it is up to the minister to recommend — 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Hillarys, I call you to order for the second time! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It is up to the minister to recommend an appointment to cabinet and for cabinet in turn 
to recommend to the Governor. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville, I call you to order for the second time! I am getting used to you. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Just as I did in 2004, I sought to set up an independent process. That was not the track 
record for the appointment of police commissioners before that time, but I thought it was appropriate there be 
a proper process. The process I have sought to undertake this time is exactly the process I utilised when 
Karl O’Callaghan was appointed in 2004. 

Mr A. Krsticevic: Not everyone agrees with it. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Carine, it is not a running commentary, but I call you to order for the first time! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I note the member for Carine said that not everyone agrees with that process but 
I believe it to have been a proper process. In 2004 it delivered us an excellent outcome. In a very similar process, 
recommendations were made and I believe three final candidates were submitted and information about those 
three was submitted to me from which I made a recommendation to cabinet for the appointment of 
Karl O’Callaghan. That must not have been too bad a process or choice because not only did the former Labor 
government reappoint Karl O’Callaghan as commissioner, but also I believe those sitting opposite—the Liberal–
National government—reappointed him a couple more times. 

It is interesting that we heard nonsense from the Leader of the Opposition in his opening remarks that he is 
worried that history might repeat itself and he “could see these things happening”. If history repeats itself in the 
appointment of the police commissioner, we may well appoint someone who is truly excellent, who will get 
reappointed by our government and in the future may be reappointed by a government of another colour. It is 
a complete nonsense for the opposition leader to say that history might repeat itself. The fact is that proper 
process was followed in 2004 and proper process has been followed this time. Interestingly enough, pursuant to 
section 90 of the Corruption, Crime and Misconduct Act, I advised Mr McKechnie in a meeting I had with him 
in March that I would certainly ensure that potential candidates for appointments be forwarded to him for 
assessment. I did that because I think it is appropriate that the community have confidence in the person chosen 
and that all probity matters are covered. 

There is, of course, risk in the opposition trying to undermine the recruitment process. We have heard from the 
member for Hillarys that perhaps the process should be stopped or overseen by the CCC. The process has 
effectively been run by the independent Public Sector Commissioner. I have no issue with the CCC overseeing it 
but I think that would be a nonsense. The government would not normally outline how many applications have 
been received for a position, but because of the controversy, I have felt obliged to point out that there were 
11 candidates and 10 met the criteria. People opposite might think that this should be some kind of media show—
a bit like Australia’s Got Talent or some beauty contest or reality TV show—in which everybody can have a little 
vote on who they think should be the next Commissioner of Police. I do not think that that is helpful. As the 
opposition seeks more and more detail, to my way of thinking, that undermines the whole process. I think the 
opposition should have some confidence in Mr Wauchope. Maybe next the opposition will want to know the exact 
dates of the interviews and who is being interviewed and maybe where they are being interviewed and so forth. 
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I will tell members about what happened in New South Wales with the interviews for the position of 
Commissioner of Police there. It was most unfortunate, and I do not think we want to see it repeated here in 
Western Australia. Media in New South Wales were tipped off about the date, the times and the venue for the 
interviews for Commissioner of Police in New South Wales. Media were lying in wait with cameras on, putting 
microphones in the faces of candidates applying for the position. As candidates exited the interviews, there was 
a running commentary on how they looked or whatever. Someone came out looking really happy, and someone 
else came out very stern-faced. The media did a running commentary on how the interviews for 
Commissioner of Police in New South Wales were going. I do not think that that best fits the position. I would 
not like to see that in Western Australia. We need to follow a proper and accepted process. 
I urge members opposite not to participate in a media frenzy about who we think are the final 10, with little 
profiles on each of them. That is the kind of nonsense the opposition is getting into. This is not a popularity 
contest. We have heard from the Public Sector Commissioner that there has been no political interference. He 
has made his decisions without fear or favour. This is a proper process being overseen by the commissioner. In 
due course, I will expect to get a report from the Public Sector Commissioner on how the interviews have gone. 
From that, as is the right of any government, we will make a choice of the next Commissioner of Police in 
Western Australia. I say here that we have history. We did not make any kind of political choice last time, and 
I certainly will not be making a political choice this time. I will endeavour to recommend to cabinet the person 
I believe, based on the information provided to me by the Public Sector Commissioner, will best serve the 
community of Western Australia. 
I urge members opposite not to deal in scuttlebutt or innuendo. Many people have an opinion on who they think 
should be appointed. They are on every side, and they are throughout the community. Everybody is entitled to an 
opinion. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: Not in the selection process. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I have certainly not sought to influence the Public Sector Commissioner in any way, if 
that is what the member for Cottesloe is suggesting. I have certainly not raised anything in connection with the 
member for Burns Beach, or anyone else in the community, with the Public Sector Commissioner. I have not 
promoted a candidate or suggested that someone is in favour or not. It is just a nonsense. The fact of the matter is 
that it is not me running the process; it is the Public Sector Commissioner, running a proper and independent 
process. I urge members to allow him to get on with the job without fear or favour. As I said in question time, 
many people have expressed a view to me. I have been around and I have witnessed what has gone on over the 
appointment of a number of Commissioners of Police over the years, and there is a period of instability in the 
lead-up to the appointment of a Commissioner of Police, as people within the police force push their favoured 
person and attempt to undermine others. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey: That’s to get rid of them, isn’t it, like Barry Matthews? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: We have an interjection from the member for Scarborough about Barry Matthews. Does 
the member know what occurred with Barry Matthews? Does she know that the former member for Albany, 
Hon Kevin Prince, decided to fly to New Zealand and meet with Barry Matthews himself before he made 
a recommendation to cabinet? Does she know what process was followed then and what occurred? Perhaps she 
should educate herself about those matters before making ignorant comments and spurious allegations. 
In the time left available to me, I want to refer to the matter of Mr Kim Papalia, Road Safety Commissioner. I am 
disgusted with the comments from members opposite suggesting that he has been “marched out”. That is so far 
from the truth. 
Dr M.D. Nahan: He has been paid out. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The Leader of the Opposition is saying that he has been paid out. He has misled 
Parliament yet again. As far as I am aware, there is no proposal to pay out Mr Kim Papalia. I say earnestly that 
I had anticipated that Mr Papalia would continue in that role, and continue to be Road Safety Commissioner, and 
that we would continue to have a Road Safety Commission. With the machinery of government changes, he has 
chosen—his choice, some time ago—not to continue in that role under the changed arrangements. I respect his 
choice. No pressure has been put on Mr Papalia. My belief was that we were working well together and that he 
would continue in the role. Indeed, I made the comment on radio some time ago that that is what I would 
anticipate. I have been advised by the Public Sector Commissioner that that is not the case, that Mr Papalia has 
gone on leave, and that when he returns from leave he will be taking up other duties with the Public Sector 
Commissioner’s office. I do not have further detail about that role, but I understand that there will be a role for 
him there, on his current salary arrangement, and he has made that choice. Given that he has made that choice, 
the Public Sector Commissioner has liaised with the acting Commissioner of Police on the secondment of 
someone with suitable expertise to the role of Road Safety Commissioner. It is very important that we continue 
to have someone to progress the Towards Zero strategy, and I am delighted to announce that Mr Iain Cameron, 
who is currently at the Department of Transport, has been identified for secondment. He is someone with 
a national and international reputation in road safety, and I welcome him taking up that position. 
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MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington — Minister for Mines and Petroleum) [4.09 pm]: It is always a joy to 
respond to these debates, because, once again, no allegation of impropriety has been levelled against the 
incoming government by the opposition. It is very hard to respond to allegations when they are not made. Again, 
I make the point that, despite the content of the matter of public interest, never once did any member of the 
opposition, or any member of the National Party, outline any allegation of improper conduct by any member of 
the government. What are we supposed to respond to? 

As we all know, Mr Wauchope, the Public Sector Commissioner, is the best man for the job. He was the best 
man for the job during the term of the former government. He holds that office now, and he is appointed until the 
date that the member for Midland spoke about. He is overseeing the procedures of appointing people such as 
directors general in the public service, just as he did during the time of the former government. I make the point 
that it is a bit rich for the Leader of the Opposition to move this motion. I draw attention to the appointment of 
Mike Goddard as a director of Synergy on 1 July 2013. That person was thanked by the Leader of the Opposition 
in his inaugural speech. He says — 

Mike Goddard, for his friendship and time; 

And then the Leader of the Opposition appointed him on 25 July 2015 to the board of Synergy. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: Who recommended it? Synergy. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: So that was at that point of time. Let us understand what happened then. The board was 
reduced to two people. It was inquorate. The then Treasurer changed the law and then ignored the law that he 
had changed to appoint one of his friends on the recommendation of Mark Chatfield. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: He was already on the board. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, Mark Chatfield was already on the board with one friend and then it recommended 
the then Treasurer’s friend! What a shock! 

Dr M.D. Nahan: He was already on the board. You are misleading Parliament and you know it. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: He was appointed on 1 July 2013. I just looked up your media release before I spoke. 

I go on and make a point that there is a suggestion of some ministerial involvement in directors general position 
appointments. I will read from the transcript of evidence of Mr Wauchope regarding the appointment of 
Tim Marney as the Mental Health Commissioner. Mr Wauchope said — 

As I said, it would probably be fair to say that that was initiated by the minister. Both the Minister for 
Mental Health and the Treasurer were consulted. The consultation with the Treasurer was a bit more 
complicated because he was overseas at the time. It was undertaken — 

Get a load of this — 

through the Premier’s office to the Treasurer’s chief of staff and confirmed that the Treasurer was 
comfortable with the proposed arrangements. 

Let us understand what Mr Wauchope explained about the appointment of Tim Marney as Mental Health 
Commissioner. He said that the suggestion to put him in the job came from the Liberal Minister for Mental 
Health, and the consultation was not done by the Public Sector Commissioner, but rather by the Premier’s office. 
That is exactly what Mr Wauchope said on 12 March 2014. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: Because he asked to leave and go to mental health and you know it. He asked to leave Treasury. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, but what was the selection process? This is what Mr Wauchope said about the 
selection process — 

No, there was not a selection process in place. 

That is what happened. There was a direct appointment by a minister to the job of the Mental Health 
Commissioner with the involvement of the Premier’s office. There was not consultation through the Public 
Sector Commissioner. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr T.J. Healy): Members! Minister, I ask that you direct your comments through 
the Chair. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: There was no application by any person to fill the job. The minister decided it. I asked 
a question of Mr Wauchope. I said — 

So, the minister formed the view that he was not the right person to take it further? 
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This is in respect of getting rid of the previous occupant of the job — 
Mr Wauchope: Yes, that is correct. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: And she communicated that to you? 
Mr Wauchope: Yes. 

Let us understand that there was no vacancy in the office of the Mental Health Commissioner. The minister 
decided and told the Public Sector Commissioner to get rid of the occupant of the job, and then the minister told 
the Public Sector Commissioner to give the job, without a selection procedure, to Tim Marney. Part of the 
consultation process was not done by the Public Sector Commissioner; it was done by the office of the Premier. 
And members opposite want to come in here and lecture us about political interference—what a joke! The best 
man for the job is running the public sector selection procedures in Western Australia, and that is Mr Wauchope. 
As the former Premier says, he is the best man for the job. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Is that right, member for Cottesloe? He is the best man for the job. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: There was no occupant in that position. It was a transfer to a new position. There was no 
occupant as you accuse us of. No-one was got rid of because there was no occupant. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No, you are fabricating this. The evidence is that the minister went to the Public Sector 
Commissioner and said, “Get rid of this guy and then appoint Mr Marney.” That is exactly what happened. Of 
course there was no occupant because the minister told him to give him the flick—and who coordinated it? 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Member for Cottesloe! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Guess what? The person who is overseeing and controlling the appointments of 
directors general for this government is the best man for the job—Mr Wauchope. 
MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Premier) [4.16 pm]: The opposition’s performance then was just 
a bunch of slur and innuendo, exemplified by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, who stood and half-quoted 
newspaper articles and used suppositions by some journalists around the place as evidence for her allegations. As 
I indicated during question time in the substantive matter I think the opposition is raising, which is about the 
Commissioner of Police, we took the advice and I spoke to the Public Sector Commissioner personally on 
Saturday about that matter. As people know, the process is under the Police Act and is run by the Minister for 
Police. She has sought the assistance of the Public Sector Commissioner to run the process, and the Public Sector 
Commissioner, Mr Wauchope, a person of some 30 or 40 years standing in the public sector, has advised me that 
the process is completely above board. In raising the arguments that the opposition is raising, all it is seeking to 
do is to impugn the reputation of Mr Wauchope. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: It’s pronounced Wauchope. Get his name right. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: All right. It is pronounced Mr Wauchope. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: That’s correct. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I thank the member for his advice. If I can hand some back to you; it is Mr Papalia. 
I sought the advice from Mr Wauchope, who is running the process, and I have every confidence in his capacity 
to do so, and the advice that he has given me is that the process is entirely above board. 
In relation to some of the other issues raised, people leave the public sector. A new government has come in and 
the new government has a plan to reform the public sector to create larger and more robust agencies, rather than 
smaller and more fragile agencies. We have a plan to have stronger, more robust departments that fit together 
more sensibly than they did before. 
Dr M.D. Nahan: Where’s your study? How was it put together? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Leader of the Opposition, we are people of action and make decisions. Did you hear the 
interjection, Mr Acting Speaker? “Where’s your study?” Does that not say it all about the Leader of the 
Opposition? We are people of action and we make decisions. That happens every day of the week. I think 
members can see where this one is going. We were elected to make decisions, not delays, and we are determined 
to keep doing that. We have made decisions about the structure of government. That means that at times some 
people are not happy. Some people are promoted over other people. That is what occurs in the public sector. 
That occurs in every field of endeavour; in business, in politics, in government, that occurs. Some people get 
promoted over others and therefore some people feel aggrieved. Perhaps they want to go off and do further 
study; perhaps they want to look for other opportunities; perhaps they want to take a break before they come 
back. That is individual choice. 
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Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: That is individual choice, my friend. 
I think individual choice is a good thing. People can make these individual choices. In reforming government, 
obviously sometimes people are bruised and unhappy. But the thing about our government is we are going to 
make decisions. We will continue to make Western Australia a stronger place. We will continue to make our 
state fairer. We will continue to make government robust. We are not afraid to do what is right on behalf of the 
people of this state. 

Division 
Question put and a division taken, the Acting Speaker (Mr T.J. Healy) casting his vote with the noes, with the 
following result — 

Ayes (16) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup Mr W.R. Marmion Mr K. O’Donnell 
Ms M.J. Davies Mr A. Krsticevic Mr J.E. McGrath Mr D.T. Redman 
Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr S.K. L’Estrange Dr M.D. Nahan Mr P.J. Rundle 
Mr P. Katsambanis Mr R.S. Love Mr D.C. Nalder Ms L. Mettam (Teller) 

 

Noes (38) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr W.J. Johnston Mr S.J. Price Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Mr D.T. Punch Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr J.N. Carey Mr F.M. Logan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr B. Urban 
Ms J. Farrer Ms S.F. McGurk Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr R.R. Whitby 
Mr M.J. Folkard Mr K.J.J. Michel Ms C.M. Rowe Ms S.E. Winton 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr S.A. Millman Ms R. Saffioti Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Ms E. Hamilton Mr Y. Mubarakai Ms A. Sanderson Mr D.R. Michael (Teller) 
Mr T.J. Healy Mrs L.M. O’Malley Ms J.J. Shaw  
Mr M. Hughes Mr P. Papalia Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski  

            

Pairs 

Mr I.C. Blayney Mr M.P. Murray 
Mr V.A. Catania Mrs R.M.J. Clarke 

Question thus negatived. 
SENTENCE ADMINISTRATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017 

Second Reading 
Resumed from 22 June. 
MS A. SANDERSON (Morley — Parliamentary Secretary) [4.25 pm]: I rise to make a contribution to the 
Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017, also known as the no body, no parole bill. This bill was 
essentially a Labor Party election commitment. It has also survived a previous Parliament when it was 
introduced into this place in another form as a private member’s bill. It is pleasing today that the Labor Party is 
in a position to introduce this bill as a government bill and deliver its election commitment to the constituency. 
Its genesis was in a petition presented to the former Leader of the Opposition, Mark McGowan—now the 
Premier—and John Quigley, when he was the shadow Attorney General. The petition called for Parliament to 
introduce legislation that would essentially prevent people convicted of some of the most appalling crimes, such 
as murder, from not cooperating with police to find the whereabouts of their victims. The petition that 
Margaret Dodd presented to Mark McGowan, now the Premier, and John Quigley contained 40 000 signatures. 
Anyone who has pushed a petition and tried to get signatures knows that 40 000 signatures is an enormous 
amount of community support. I would certainly like to see which petitions in this place have had the most 
signatures. I hazard a guess that it is probably up there pretty high as a petition with such broad community 
support. It was incredibly disappointing that the party in government at the time—the Liberal Party—refused to 
support that legislation. It essentially provided no comfort to the victims of those crimes. The bill relates to 
a relatively small number of people in custody. It will not provide those families with any genuine comfort in 
that they are grieving for their relatives. I cannot possibly imagine what it is like to lose a child, even an adult 
child. It does not matter how old a child is, they will always be your babies. They can be grown adults or little 
children, but to lose a child or a family member in that manner is bad enough, but not to know where they are 
must make that pain unendurable. 
We have heard a lot about this bill from members in this place. I was taken mostly by the member for Murray–
Wellington in her description of what it is like as a mother to not know where your children are. There are many 
parents in this place. 
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Point of Order 

Mr R.S. LOVE: I would really like to hear what the member for Morley has to say about this, but there is so 
much noise somewhere that I cannot hear. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr T.J. Healy): I have mentioned it to the Clerk. They are investigating it as quickly 
as they can. I concur. I apologise, member for Morley; can you please continue while we identify the noise. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms A. SANDERSON: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. This is really about hopefully providing an opportunity 
for those families to find out where their loved ones rest and to be able to say goodbye in whatever way that 
family needs to say goodbye. That has to be such an important part of the closure process for people who have 
lost loved ones. To lose a teenage girl, as Margaret Dodd did all those years ago, and not know where she is or 
what her fate has been is, to me, unimaginable. My partner grew up in Eneabba, and he lived there when Hayley 
went missing. It is a very close, small community and he says that it has always stayed with him. He was 
a teenager at the time she went missing, and it has deeply affected all the small, tight communities around there. 
For something so horrific and mysterious to occur and no-one know where Hayley is is just unbelievable. People 
know where Hayley Dodd and Craig Puddy are, but the people who most know are those who committed those 
crimes. It is more than reasonable that the perpetrators should be excluded from any possibility of parole unless 
they cooperate with the police to find the victims and allow their families closure. That is the very, very least 
they can do. From that point of view, this is important legislation. No, it will not impact broad sections of the 
community, but that does not mean it is unimportant. We legislate for, if you like, minorities all the time in this 
place to protect people; we do not just legislate for the majority. This is about legislating for a group of people 
and families, and future families who may be affected by this law, so that they have some hope of actually 
finding their loved ones. I understand that since the conviction for the murder of Craig Puddy, there have been 
around four cases to which this legislation may apply. That is, potentially, four other families who will have the 
opportunity to resolve their grief in some way and say goodbye to their loved ones. 

This legislation is not an outlandish proposal. It is already in place and operating quite well in a number of 
jurisdictions. Where it is not already in place, it is being very carefully examined. The jurisdictions relatively 
recently came to their legislation in their own way. In Victoria the legislation passed the Legislative Council in 
late 2016 as an amendment to the Corrections Act. It was assented to on 13 December 2016, and has been in 
operation for the last six or seven months. In South Australia the Correctional Services (Parole) Amendment Act 
commenced operation on 11 February 2016; it also amended the Correctional Services Act 1982 by introducing 
sections that require the parole board not to release on parole a person serving a life sentence for an offence of 
murder, unless the board is satisfied that the prisoner has satisfactorily cooperated in the investigation of that 
murder. That has been operating now for almost 18 months. Queensland has recently conducted an independent 
review of the parole system, with a recommendation to introduce no body, no parole as part of the parole 
process. That would require an amendment to the Corrective Services Act. I understand that legislation is due to 
be introduced in Queensland relatively soon. The Northern Territory Parole Amendment Bill was assented to and 
commenced on 5 August. That bill provides that the parole board may not make a parole order in relation to the 
prisoner unless the board considers that the prisoner has cooperated satisfactorily in the investigation. The 
New South Wales Minister for Corrections has also indicated that the New South Wales government will 
introduce no body, no parole laws to provide more certainty for the families of victims of such horrible, horrible 
crimes. So the Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017 is not an unusual bill given the national 
perspective. 

It is pleasing that the opposition will support the bill. If it had supported it last year it would already be in place, 
providing those families with some degree of comfort. The now opposition has had a change of heart and has 
now come to that party. I am very, very pleased with the opposition’s support. I would like to acknowledge and 
welcome to the debate the members of the families of victims who are in the public gallery this afternoon. I am 
very proud to be part of the Labor government that will be responsible for passing this important legislation. 

The bill is very short and provides for amendments to the existing Sentence Administration Act. Essentially, it 
defines homicide, but, importantly, it defines homicide-related offences so that any person directly involved in 
a homicide will also be captured. If someone procures a homicide, for example, they are absolutely captured 
under this legislation. I think that is very important. Proposed new section 66A, under the definition of 
“homicide-related offence”, states that it covers anyone — 

(a) counselling or procuring the commission of a homicide offence; or 

(b) inciting another person to commit a homicide offence; or 

(c) becoming an accessory after the fact to a homicide offence; or 

(d) conspiring with another person to commit a homicide offence; 
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The legislation is not only intended to target the person who did the deed, if you like, but also any person who 
procured, assisted, coerced or assisted post the offence will be captured under this legislation, which is a very 
important aspect of it, I think. 

Under these amendments the board will be required not to recommend any release unless the prisoner has 
cooperated. They do not have to cooperate directly, necessarily, but they certainly have to make the board aware 
of their cooperation. So, for example, if they confess to a prison officer, a remand officer or officer of the court, 
it is the prisoner’s responsibility to make the parole board aware of that. So it does not just have to be the police, 
although I think it is acknowledged that in any murder investigation the police will be the primary investigators, 
as should be the case. 

Proposed new section 66B outlines — 

(1) The Board must not make a release decision, or take release action, in relation to a relevant prisoner 
in custody for a homicide offence or homicide related offence unless the Board is satisfied that — 

 (a) the prisoner has cooperated with a member of the Police Force in the identification of the 
location, or last known location, of the remains of the victim of the homicide offence; … 

Proposed new section 66C states — 

On each occasion on which the Board is required to consider whether to make a release decision, or take 
release action, in relation to a relevant prisoner in custody for a homicide offence or homicide related 
offence, the Board must make a written request to the Commissioner of Police for a written report. 

The legislation is quite detailed on the requirements for that report, providing some safety net or mechanism, if 
you like, to capture the people who committed these crimes. The report has to outline the nature and extent of the 
prisoner’s cooperation and the timeliness of the prisoner’s cooperation. I think that is an important point in this 
bill. They cannot sit there for 10 years, realise they are up for parole and all of a sudden have an epiphany and 
remember where they disposed of a body or left any remains. That is not deemed timely cooperation; that is 
entirely self-serving. The board must be satisfied that that prisoner has cooperated at the earliest opportunity, and 
not left it until they are right at the point of possibly receiving parole. 

The report has to deal with the truthfulness, completeness and reliability of any information or evidence provided 
by the prisoner. Vague coordinates in the bush will not be considered significant cooperation; they must be very 
specific and outline exactly where the police will find the evidence that they need and families will find the 
remains that they need in order to say goodbye. Down a dirt track down the back of someone’s house is certainly 
not going to satisfy that requirement. The significance and the usefulness of the prisoner’s cooperation—the 
wholeness of the information—needs to lead to the recovery of that body. I think that is the essence of this 
legislation: the information provided by the prisoner has to lead to the recovery of the body. That is a very 
important part of this legislation. 

I am pleased that the opposition is supporting this legislation; albeit, it probably has little choice, given its 
numbers in the Parliament. We saw a number of important reforms in the last Parliament and previously that the 
Liberal Party refused to support. No body, no parole was one of those important reforms. I want to remind 
members opposite of another very important reform introduced in 2012 by the then Leader of the Opposition, 
Mark McGowan—that is, Saori’s law, which was an incredibly important reform. For members who are aware 
of the events—it is pretty hard not to be—Saori was subjected to a most horrible death in front of her children 
and left for two weeks. Her ex-husband, Bradley Wayne Jones, king hit her. I think he was given a conviction for 
unlawful assault and received a sentence of five years. They used the one-punch laws. I will not go into detail 
about that case, because it is very distressing and most members will know it. A deeply, deeply upsetting chain 
of events occurred around that, not least the failure of the law to find justice for Saori and her children she left 
behind, but also the processes or lack of process that led to her death. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms A. SANDERSON: It is fair to say that government members were deeply moved by that case. The case 
instigated the Labor Party in opposition to introduce Saori’s law. The majority of convictions for unlawful 
assault causing death under section 821 of the Criminal Code, which is known as the one-punch law, have been 
against men who, like Mr Jones, killed their partners or ex-partners. Although most people assume those laws 
are in place for the Northbridge drunk fight or the horrific random one-punch attacks we see and are all 
completely terrified will befall any of our children if they ever go out at night, most convictions in which one 
punch has caused death are related to family and domestic violence cases. The sentencing around those cases is 
completely inadequate. Despite carrying a maximum sentence of 10 years, convictions that involve domestic 
violence have resulted in sentences of between two years and five years. It is absolutely outrageous that 
Bradley Jones received a five-year sentence. Labor’s plan was to lift the maximum sentence to 20 years’ 
imprisonment for unlawful assault causing death in circumstances of aggravation, such as domestic violence, 
when there is often a history of violence. We introduced that legislation to provide a deterrent and some justice 
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for those victims, and very sadly it was rejected by the then government. I hope that the opposition has a similar 
epiphany around the domestic violence reforms we will see come into this place over the next couple of years 
steered by the Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence—the first such minister in this state—
and the Attorney General, John Quigley. I look forward to their support to improve protections for those 
members of our community as well. 

I have another example of the now opposition not supporting what would have been an incredibly important law 
reform towards the end of the last Parliament, which was broadly supported by the community and introduced by 
one of its own former members, Dr Graham Jacobs. I was not in this place at that time, but I certainly could not 
ignore the fact that it was a very emotional and fraught debate. It was good legislation from one of the then 
government’s own members and supported by the then opposition Labor Party that would have lifted the 
restriction on suing offenders of sexual abuse. It would have lifted the statute of limitations for sexual abuse 
victims. At the moment, there is a six-year limitation, which is completely inadequate considering that most 
victims of sexual abuse are children, because it entirely limits their ability as adults to seek recompense and 
justice from the perpetrators. The reform was generally supported across the community. No doubt there are 
legal issues with it, but for some reason the then government refused to support it. It was an outrage and a great 
disservice to the community and to the people who deserved the right to sue the perpetrator of crimes against 
them. Strangely enough, three months later, the then Premier announced that the Liberal Party would introduce 
that reform after the next election. It was just bloody-minded stubbornness to refuse to support an important 
legal reform that would have provided better recompense and justice for sexual abuse victims. It was absolute 
stubbornness that the Liberal Party came to that position three or four months after a very difficult debate. 

I hope that we see more enlightenment from the opposition on these law reforms than we had in the previous 
Parliament. I am very, very pleased that the opposition is supporting this legislation; it will be an important law. 
The legislation will not affect broad swathes of the community, but that does not mean it is not a deeply felt and 
deeply held view that it is important to find justice for people who have lost victims. It is an important part of the 
healing process for those people. It is fair to say that people never, ever recover from the loss of a child, 
particularly a child who is taken by somebody else. I do not know how people in that situation get up in the 
morning and get on with each day. I have enormous respect for people who have suffered such significant loss in 
their lives, and we, as legislators, should do everything we can to provide comfort for them by getting justice and 
recovering their loved ones so they can say goodbye. 

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [4.48 pm]: I rise to make a few comments on the Sentence Administration 
Amendment Bill 2017. The Attorney General and those who were in the chamber when we were in government 
will recall that I have spoken previously on this matter. In fact, I was one of the government members who were 
very supportive of the member for Butler’s private member’s bill. I will tell members a bit of the history as we 
go through this matter, but, before I do that, I would like to remind the member for Morley that she will find in 
her time in this place that governments very rarely accept a private member’s bill. It was the same when I was 
first elected in 2005. We came up with a lot of private members’ bills. I remember when I was the shadow 
Minister for Road Safety and John Kobelke was Minister for Police and Emergency Services that, as good as 
a private member’s bill was, John Kobelke would say, “The member on the other side makes a very good point 
and we understand what the opposition is trying to achieve here, but on this occasion we will not accept this 
private member’s bill.” That is what governments do. Very rarely do governments pick up private members’ 
legislation. As I said, when this bill was put forward last year as a private member’s bill by the member for 
Butler, it is on the public record that I supported the intent of it. I supported it in our party room and was told that 
the government would accept it, but with some amendments, which I did not think were necessary. I think the 
member for Butler then withdrew the private member’s bill. The reason I supported it was that, firstly, I thought 
it was right; I thought it was good policy. I am not a lawyer, but it just appeared to me to be good policy. The 
other reason I supported the bill was that for some time I had known Laurie Puddy—the father of Craig Puddy, 
who was murdered. In November 2011—this has been mentioned in other speeches—Cameron Mansell was 
convicted of killing Craig Puddy, who was 45 years old, at Mr Puddy’s Mt Pleasant home on 3 May 2010 and 
dumping his body in an undisclosed location. I was in my office one day and I got an email from Laurie Puddy, 
whom I met a long time ago when I was a sports editor for The West Australian. Back then there was a rugby 
league club that played in the national competition called the Western Reds. It did not last a long time, but it was 
in the national competition and had a very big following. Laurie Puddy was the chairman of this club, and he 
was also a very successful businessman. I got to know him quite well. He is a very decent individual and the 
Puddys are a very fine family. When the member for Butler introduced this private member’s bill calling for no 
body, no parole legislation, Mr Puddy contacted me by email and said, “John, you guys have got to support this.” 
He said that the Labor opposition was bringing the bill in and that we had to support it. I read his email in the 
party room, so I should read it to the Parliament. It states — 

Mansell is in medium security and has a very easy life. The security people tell me he is a good inmate 
and he has his rights.He refuses to talk to the Police or me. so we have nil leverige. Please assist where 
you can in making sure this gets through the Parliment  
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When I read that, I thought that there needed to be some lever for families of victims to get some closure, so they 
can at least know where the body is or the remains can be found. They need to have some closure. Someone who 
has never been in that situation can imagine what it would be like for those people when, firstly, they have lost 
a loved one and, secondly, they have no closure on what has happened. That email was written to me in 
February 2016. In March 2016 Mr Puddy wrote another email to me. It states — 

The Attorney General — 

He would have been talking about the Attorney General of the Liberal–National government — 

tells us he would not approve any such bail release without having details of body whereabouts..  

In other words, the Liberal–National government’s Attorney General was saying that the legislation was not 
needed because if the whereabouts of the body were not disclosed, he would certainly not tick off on any bail 
release. Mr Puddy said to me that if that was the case, why should we wait another 13 years before the guilty one 
has to consider his position? He was saying that the person who had been found guilty of murdering his son still 
had another 13 years of his sentence to serve and if the no body, no parole laws had been put through the 
Parliament and been in place, there might have been an incentive to make Cameron Mansell take more notice 
and agree to let the authorities know where the body was. 

The other case that came up at the time was that of Hayley Dodd, which got a lot of publicity around Australia. 
I have never met the Dodd family, but the Western Australian community and the Australian community are 
certainly well aware of the case of Hayley’s disappearance. I recall that Hayley Dodd’s mother took a petition 
and I think she got something like 40 000 signatures all supporting this no body, no parole legislation. That is 
pretty powerful support from the community saying that something needs to be brought to the Parliament that 
can give closure to families who have been the subject of these terrible, tragic incidences that have taken the 
lives of their loved ones. As parliamentarians, we need to bring in something that can assist. As has been 
mentioned by other members, none of us can really understand that trauma and grieving. None of us can really 
know what people go through, and I notice there are family members in the public gallery today. That is why, as 
a member of Parliament, I felt that it would be wrong of us if we did not support the legislation brought in as 
a private member’s bill. As I said, not being a lawyer, I quickly came to the realisation that no body, no parole 
legislation would offer the families of victims the one thing that might assist them in their times of uncertainty—
hope. It would give them some hope that the culprit or the guilty person would let them know what they had 
done with the body. It would provide those families with a certain level of control over the very difficult 
situation they are in, and the fate of the perpetrators would depend on information provided on the whereabouts 
of their loved ones. I told Laurie Puddy last year that I would assist him, advance his views in the party room and 
personally support the legislation. I must admit that there was a general feeling among a lot of our members that 
we should support the legislation, but our party decided that there should be some amendments and I guess in 
a major party situation, a lot of members were persuaded to go along with that. My personal feeling was that we 
should not have amended the legislation and we should have put it through. It was not a very good day in our 
term of government when we let that bill go. That is why I am very pleased that this time the opposition is 
supporting the legislation. I congratulate the new Attorney General for his persistence in bringing this legislation 
back into the chamber. I would like to think that if we had won government, we would have introduced this 
legislation too, but, anyway, it has been done. I think this is a good outcome. We, as an opposition, will 
completely support this legislation. 

MS J.J. SHAW (Swan Hills) [4.59 pm]: I rise in support of the Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017. 
I would like to acknowledge the Attorney General’s fierce advocacy on this issue. I note that no body, no parole 
laws have been a longstanding issue for the Labor Party. Indeed, in February 2016 the now Attorney General 
introduced legislation into this place aimed at achieving a no body, no parole law, and I think it was a real travesty 
that that legislation did not pass. It is long overdue. The Labor government has continued to champion no body, 
no parole laws. The Premier in particular undertook extensive consultation with families who have been directly 
affected by the ineffectiveness of the current legislative regime. In January 2017, the Premier announced our law 
reform initiatives in which it was stated that the government believes in a proper functioning criminal justice 
system and how essential that is to ensuring a peaceful and orderly society. Labor wants to implement 
evidence-based policies that reduce crime and make our state a safe place to live and, most importantly, wants to 
put the interests of victims front and centre in developing new approaches to reducing crime. 

This Sentence Administration Amendment Bill is one of several important changes to law that WA Labor 
committed to during the election period. We discussed three key pillars as part of our policy and they are, firstly 
and most importantly, a judicial system focused on the victims of crime; secondly, evidence-based solutions to 
law and order issues; and, thirdly, greater community access to the judicial system. Again, I congratulate the 
Attorney General for moving swiftly to introduce these laws and getting on with the job of governing and 
delivering on our election commitments, which WA Labor has been doing across a broad range of policy areas. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 27 June 2017] 1677 

 

Currently, a convicted murderer can deliberately withhold information concerning the whereabouts of a victim’s 
body and still be eligible for parole. That is an unsatisfactory situation and one that I am quite sure causes 
absolute heartbreak for the families involved and stops them from being able to move on with their lives. My 
heart genuinely goes out to families impacted by this situation. I hope they get some consolation from the fact 
that, finally, some legislative change in this area is underway. 

The laws before the Parliament require the Prisoners Review Board to obtain and consider a report from police 
about the prisoner’s cooperation in the investigation, so a proactive step will be required in which a prisoner has 
direct control over the consideration of their parole process, and the ability to demonstrate some goodwill in 
some terrible circumstances. In every case in which the Prisoners Review Board considers whether a prisoner 
should be granted an early release order, the board must not make an order or a release recommendation unless 
satisfied that the prisoner has cooperated with a member of WA Police about either of the two following matters; 
firstly, on the identification of the location of the victim’s remains; and, secondly, on the identification of the 
last-known location of the victim’s remains. The aim of the proposed provisions is to enhance the likelihood of 
locating the body of the victim of a murder. The provisions will not apply if the location of the victim’s remains 
are known to a member of Western Australia Police. They will apply to all relevant prisoners as defined in the 
bill regardless of the date they committed the offence. That is a particularly important factor in this legislation. It 
will apply to people who are currently serving sentences for murder and, hopefully, will encourage those people 
to come forward and lay family members’ minds at ease and finally give them some closure. 
These provisions are intended to defend the rights of families and victims and also to reflect the core principle 
that parole is a privilege, not a right. It must be earned; it should not be automatically granted. A prisoner must 
demonstrate their intent to come back into society for rehabilitation. This bill provides a fundamental way in 
which that good intent can be demonstrated. Let us not forget the purposes of parole. It is basically an 
opportunity for a prisoner who has served part of a prison sentence to transition back into society. They can do 
that in a variety of ways, and this is a significant step that can have a huge impact on the lives of victims’ 
families. It can be a significant indication by a criminal that they have indeed taken appropriate steps towards 
their rehabilitation and are ready to begin to transition back into society. A parolee is able to serve the balance of 
their sentence in relative freedom with the opportunity to lead a constructive life. If they want that, they have to 
earn it. 
I really do think that the benefit of parole should be extended only ever to convicted criminals when they have 
demonstrated they are on the path to rehabilitation. In the case of R v Shrestha [1991] HCA 26, Justices Deane, 
Dawson and Toohey stated — 

… the parole system allows for a review of the offender’s case after he has actually served a significant 
part of a custodial sentence, for the purpose of deciding whether he should be released on parole at that 
stage. At the time of that review, the reviewing authority should have available to it up-to-date 
information about the prisoner’s conduct while in custody, his current attitudes, his present 
circumstances and the prospects of his rehabilitation in the community if he be released on parole. 

In my view, a key part of assessing whether those things are present is whether a convicted person has acted to 
ease the suffering of the victims’ families. This should be and will be measured under the legislative proposals 
based on the timeliness and the truthfulness of the offender’s cooperation. 
It is interesting to consider the purposes of imprisonment. There are a number of reasons in society that we move 
down the path of incarcerating people. There is obviously retribution, punishment and deterrence, but 
rehabilitation is a core factor of imprisonment. We need to gear our corrective services system towards 
rehabilitation and create circumstances under which prisoners rehabilitate. I hope these amendments will 
encourage convicted criminals towards a path of rehabilitation and to recognise not only the service they perform 
to society as a whole but also the benefit they deliver to affected families. It has been quite some time—getting 
on for 20 years now—since I have studied criminal law. While I was at university, I had the benefit of going 
through a lot of the prisons in New South Wales with the then Commissioner for Probation and Parole, 
Dr Frank Hayes, who was a leading light in the New South Wales corrective services system, with his focus on 
the purposes of imprisonment. In all the prisons in which he operated, he tried to encourage that rehabilitation 
culture and to encourage criminals to see the error of their ways and to do their best through services to the 
community, self-improvement and focusing on the impact that convicted criminals have on victims’ lives. He 
worked hard at that and I learnt an awful lot from studying the way he operated. He was held in high esteem 
within the prisons, the corrective services system and particularly the public service. An important point to make 
about this legislation is that mere cooperation itself will not guarantee a release on parole. The range of usual 
considerations under section 5A of the Sentence Administration Act will apply. I think that is a really important 
point to appreciate. This legislation perhaps will lift the bar and bring home the moral obligation that prisoners 
have to victims of crime in these instances. As I have said before, the retrospective application of these new 
provisions is a really important point to appreciate, on public interest grounds. A number of matters are alive at 
the moment, and a number of people have a real interest in seeing them brought to a close. There is a public 
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interest both in past offences and also into the future in seeing perpetrators of these crimes bring forward 
information that will help alleviate people’s suffering. Parole should contain particular provisions contingent on 
satisfactory cooperation, setting an incentive for people to assist in the recovery of the body or remains of the 
victim. I also note that these initiatives have been introduced into other jurisdictions across Australia. It is great 
that legislative regimes will be in place across the nation to alleviate the suffering of families. 
It is important, as we move forward with the implementation of this legislation, that we take time to review the 
operation of the legislation to see whether any amendments are required to further encourage and promote its 
effectiveness. It is important to acknowledge that, if a prisoner is unable to tell the police where a body or 
remains are located because they do not know, the board can still be satisfied that the prisoner has cooperated. 
However, quite a significant burden should need to be discharged on that. It is also appropriate to build 
incentives into the mechanism to encourage disclosure as early as possible. If someone is approaching the 
expiration of their sentence and all of a sudden makes a last-minute disclosure, that is quite disingenuous and 
should be treated as such. 
It is wonderful that legislation is finally before the Parliament that will go an incredible way towards easing 
family suffering. It is disappointing that this was not done 12 months ago. These changes are long overdue, and 
I commend the bill to the house. 
MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland — Minister for Police) [5.12 pm]: I rise to speak on the 
Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017, and to thank the Attorney General for bringing it forward with 
such speed. The government has spent just over 100 days in office and has already moved ahead on a number of 
fronts to deliver on its election commitments. In the last couple of years of the former government, nothing 
really happened in these areas. Indeed, when the then opposition brought forward a private member’s bill for no 
body, no parole, it was voted down by the former government. In opposition we developed an agenda for the 
election and for government, and we have already been in a position to be able to move very quickly on a range 
of those commitments. 
As members will be aware, I have already introduced a bill to increased penalties for methamphetamine 
traffickers. That bill went through this house in the last sitting week and is now on the agenda in the upper house. 
It will provide for a significant increase in the maximum penalty, up to life imprisonment, for people trafficking 
28 grams or more of methamphetamine. The Premier and the Minister for Health have already convened the 
methamphetamine action task force, with senior police representation and leadership, and I am in the process of 
ensuring that we can recruit another 100 sworn officers for the meth border force, to deal with an issue that went 
largely ignored until the last year or so of the former government. 
We have also moved ahead and extended the hours for a number of police stations—something those 
communities have been demanding for years—to 24 hours at Ellenbrook and Armadale, and extended hours at 
Belmont, Canning Vale and Forrestfield. These were election commitments, and they are being delivered. 
Although members opposite unfortunately still have not listened to the community and still do not understand 
the benefits of people in outer metropolitan areas in particular having the same access to police and police 
stations that people in inner-city areas enjoy, these changes have been welcomed in the community. In the area 
that was formerly called the south eastern metro region, and probably is being called that again, a huge area had 
only one 24-our station, at Cannington. That meant that not only people in Armadale, but also people living 
beyond Armadale, at Harrisdale, Byford and the like, who needed police attendance were told that they had to go 
to Cannington. Now they have the option of going somewhere much closer to Armadale. 
In its first 100 days the government has taken action to implement a range of promises. In the policing area, we 
have delivered more than $800 000 to fund the Armadale youth intervention project, which will help to break the 
cycle of reoffending. I have already attended two ministerial council meetings, received numerous national 
security and counterterrorism briefings, welcomed a new safety alert system for child abduction, and launched 
a new gun amnesty. I have also been out visiting police stations, including a number in the country. I am 
delighted to have visited stations as diverse as Williams, Wagin, Albany, Bunbury and South Hedland, where 
I was able to announce additional resources. Ours is a government of action. We are active in legislation, in 
delivering for the community and, particularly, in delivering on our election promises. 
Most of us enter Parliament because we want to make a difference for people in our community. The legislation 
before us today will make a difference for people in the community. That is what I am in politics for, and it is 
what the Attorney General is in politics for. We want to deliver some real benefits for the community, and we 
are doing that on a range of fronts. The no body, no parole legislation may affect only a very small number of 
people, but it is important for those people. I cannot imagine what it would be like to have a family member 
murdered, and to never learn where the body of my loved one was. I can only imagine the heartache that 
someone like Mrs Dodd has gone through. Having had responsibility for the police portfolio in both government 
and opposition, I have had the opportunity of meeting a large number of victims of crime. It is heartbreaking to 
meet parents whose children have been murdered. For those who do not know where their child’s body has 
ended up, the sleepless nights must just continue. Although I do not think that any parent would get over the 
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death of a child, to have a child taken in very tragic circumstances would be even more heart-wrenching, and 
then to never know where the body had been disposed of would just mean more totally sleepless nights. 

I congratulate Mrs Dodd for taking up her petition. As the Attorney General outlined in his second reading 
speech, the history of this legislation in Western Australia starts with Mrs Margaret Dodd. Her daughter Hayley 
has still not been found. Her petition very quickly amassed some 40 000 signatures because, although most 
people in this state have not been and are never likely to be in Mrs Dodd’s position, I think everyone in the 
community can empathise with her and the situation that she found herself in. As members may be aware, there 
is already, to use the colloquial term, no body, no parole legislation in Victoria, the Northern Territory and 
South Australia. I understand it has also been progressed in some other states. It should have been put in place in 
Western Australia some time ago, but with the do-nothing former government and the attitude of the former 
Attorney General and the former Minister for Police, not only did it not eventuate, but also the legislation put 
forward by the opposition was opposed. The former government said that our legislation was somehow flawed 
and that what we were proposing was not appropriate. If the former government agreed with the principle of no 
body, no parole, and given it had the resources of government, it should have devoted the resources necessary to 
draft competent legislation. It turns out that can be done relatively quickly, as our Attorney General has already 
proven by having the legislation drafted and ready for introduction in this first session of Parliament. Although it 
does not affect a lot of people, it will give comfort to those who are affected. It will not necessarily mean that 
every convicted murderer will give up the location of their victim, but it certainly puts an imposition on them if 
they do not. I believe it will lead to the discovery of the remains of deceased people whose whereabouts we 
currently do not know. That will be a good thing. 

It will also provide a more general comfort to the community knowing that if they should ever find themselves in 
the situation in which a family member or friend is murdered and someone is convicted of that murder and the 
whereabouts of the deceased are unknown, effectively the murderer will remain in prison and not have access to 
parole unless they give up the location of the body. Now, it strikes me and I think it strikes most of the 
community as the right thing to do. This is probably what should have always happened. We should have always 
had this expectation, because I cannot imagine what it would be like for a person whose child has been murdered 
and someone convicted for that crime, to eventually find that that prisoner was out on parole without having 
given up the location of the body. That would add insult to injury and redouble the trauma already suffered. 

I congratulate the Attorney General on bringing forward this legislation so quickly. I supported him when he 
introduced similar legislation when we were in opposition. I thought we made a convincing case for it from 
opposition. I know that we have enormous community support for this legislation. I am proud to be a member of 
the McGowan government and, together with the Attorney General, to be delivering on some important 
legislative changes like that which is before the house today. 

MR R.S. LOVE (Moore) [5.24 pm]: I rise to make a short contribution on the Sentence Administration 
Amendment Bill 2017, otherwise known as no body, no parole legislation. I rise to say very briefly that I also 
support the bill. I think most speakers have been saying the same. The bill is very easy to defend, I think, 
because of the principle that a murderer should not be released from prison when they have not divulged 
information that would help to find the body and bring closure to the family. The idea that anybody could be 
released in circumstances when they have not divulged that information is contrary to what anyone would 
believe is decent. As far as I know, the practice has been that people have been refused parole if they have not 
cooperated and revealed such information. I think the former Attorney General when talking on this matter made 
the point that people were not being released, to his knowledge, when they had not cooperated and given that 
information. That being said, I think it is very good that as a community and a Parliament we restate and make 
very clear the position that persons should not expect to get parole if they have not cooperated fully, and that 
includes giving information the best that they can to reveal the whereabouts of the remains of murder victims. 

As we have heard from other members, this legislation came about from a number of actions, but principally 
from the petition with 40 000-odd petitioners—I believe that is the figure that has been mentioned—that 
Mrs Dodd presented outside Parliament. No-one has been convicted in that case yet, but that does not take away 
from the fact that that family has gone through a lot. I speak as the member for that region. Badgingarra is the 
town nearest to the last-known whereabouts of Hayley; the last sightings of Hayley were around that area. In 
fact, the last known point that Hayley was seen is only seven or eight kilometres from one of my farms. People 
in our area certainly feel for the family. As a father and a community member, I cannot imagine what it must be 
like for the Dodd family and other families who are in similar circumstances. I hope that eventually some closure 
can be brought to them and other families. If this bill helps to make that happen and makes it very clear that the 
Western Australian community expects that sort of cooperation from anyone who has been convicted of a crime 
and then seeks to have parole, that is a very good thing. 

I cannot see anything in this legislation that would raise any red flags with me at all. I think it is a good step and 
certainly we will support this bill. I expect that members of all parties in both this house and the other place will 
support this legislation and I hope that it can be enacted as swiftly as possible. 
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MR S.J. PRICE (Forrestfield) [5.28 pm]: I rise to contribute to this debate on the Sentence Administration 
Amendment Bill 2017. Firstly, I thank the Attorney General for expeditiously introducing this bill in the house. 
This bill is the right bill and the amendment is the right amendment for the victims and the families to whom we 
are trying to give some comfort. 

The Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017 also implements a major and important commitment that the 
Labor Party took to the election. It is part of the government’s law reform initiatives policy and there was a great 
deal of support from the community when this was announced during the election campaign. As people in this place 
have spoken about previously, no body, no parole legislation has been introduced in other parts of the country, 
including Victoria, the Northern Territory and South Australia, and is being considered in Queensland and 
New South Wales. The bill applies to offenders who are currently in custody, or those who may be in custody in the 
future, for murder-related offences. Proposed section 66A, “Terms used”, encompasses a broad range of offences 
that are covered by this bill. As the Attorney General said in his second reading speech — 

The aim of the proposed provisions is to enhance the likelihood of locating the body of the victim of 
a murder. 

Every member who has spoken on this bill in this house has talked about the situation of losing a loved one and 
not being able to have closure. As a father, I could not imagine anything worse than losing a child. I have this 
adage that I subscribe to: a parent should not have to bury their children. We are not only talking about children 
here; this could happen to any family member. A terrible circumstance could occur and the end result could be 
that there is no closure. Parents try to keep track of their children running around shopping centres. When I have 
been out shopping with the kids, I have lost them for a split second but it has seemed like an eternity. The heart 
stops. When it eventually kicks back in, it is racing. The first thing parents try to do is identify where their kids 
are and that everyone is all right. Unless a person has been in this circumstance, they cannot imagine what it 
would be like. I say that with all due respect. 

I will give members a couple of recent examples that I have experienced that go absolutely nowhere near what it 
would be like to lose a family member and not be able to locate them afterwards. A couple of recent life events 
have given me more insight into the situation. Having sat down and thought about how I could contribute to this 
debate, I thought I would explain this. As I mentioned, my father died earlier this year. As upsetting and terrible 
as that was, it was not a great surprise to my family. Dad had been crook for a while. He had had diabetes all his 
life. We had this really good doctor at Harvey Hospital who described it this way, which is the best way to 
describe it, “You’re watching a slow car crash. Unfortunately, you can see what’s going to happen here.” 
We were able to prepare a little for that, but it does not help when it actually happens. It is still a shock to the 
system; everyone is really devastated. The grieving process starts. Dad’s death and the following funeral 
arrangements were pretty standard. It all happened as one would expect, but there was a bit of a delay 
afterwards. Dad was cremated but there was a bit of a delay in the interment of his ashes. He sat on the bench at 
home for a little while. It was not until the day we were able to put dad into the ground that mum said that she 
had been unable to progress with her grieving because we had not finished the process of burying dad and saying 
goodbye to him. During the four or five-week delay she had been in a state of limbo. This is a wife talking about 
her husband; this is not a parent talking about a child. These are elderly people in their 70s. That effect was quite 
surprising. I had noticed myself that it was unfinished business. We had not actually said goodbye to dad at that 
stage. Once it happened, I would not say it was a sense of relief, but there was a sense we could start to move on 
with life. Everything was finished. Mum had the roses over dad that she wanted and everyone was happy, so to 
speak—we could move on. Not being able to “finish” by saying goodbye and finalising the grieving process that 
would allow us to move on to the next stage is something that really struck me. 

Unfortunately, another thing happened not long after that. Over the Easter long weekend, my cousin died. He 
was six months younger than me. It was Easter Monday. His death was sudden and unexplained. We do not 
actually know what happened, and we still do not know. On Easter Sunday my cousin had spoken to my aunty 
and uncle and arranged to visit the family on Monday morning for a cuppa and a catch-up. But he did not show 
up. They did not worry too much. They thought maybe he got busy and moved on to do something else. Later in 
the day, they were getting a little bit worried. They started to try to contact him a bit more than they had earlier. 
Still, they could not get him on the phone. They rang a few friends; no-one knew where he was. About eight 
o’clock that night, the police came knocking on the door to say that they had found his body. It was unusual—it 
was found next to his car in a work car park with a wound to the head. There was no detail. Because they were in 
a state of shock, it took the family probably three or four days to contact the rest of the family to say that our 
cousin had died. They had to tell the family, firstly, that their youngest son had died and, secondly, that they 
could not explain what had happened. They could not tell people that this has happened and give them a reason 
for it. The first thing someone asks is, “What happened?” They did not want to have to say, “We don’t know.” It 
was about four weeks before the funeral could be held because of the investigations and everything else that was 
going on. It is still inconclusive as far as I am aware. From talking to my cousins during those four weeks, the 
biggest thing, apart from the absolute devastation of losing their brother and son, was not being able to mourn. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 27 June 2017] 1681 

 

They could not give him the farewell that he deserved. They could not finish grieving and start to move on with 
their lives. Once again, I am not talking about young people here. My cousins are older than me, but the 
devastation was horrible to see. It was horrible to see not only the impact this incident had had on them, but also 
the duration of time that had elapsed before his funeral could be held. They had to say goodbye and start to try to 
piece their lives back together and move on. Their devastation during that period was absolutely horrible to see. 
Those two examples involved some sort of closure, but the delay in that closure had a significant impact on 
people. To not be able to find a loved one, to bury them and to say goodbye is absolutely hard to try to 
comprehend without having been there. Hopefully, this legislation will act as a deterrent for some of those 
horrible people out there who actually murder people. Some very good language was used last week to describe 
those people. Because of the retrospective application, the bill also gives hope that there might be closure for 
some current cases. That goes to the heart of the beginning of all of this. The real benefit of this legislation, 
hopefully, will be justice for the victims and their families. For them, unfortunately, to be laid somewhere where 
no-one can find them and no-one can respect them for the life they have had, and no-one can give them the 
farewell and goodbye that they deserve, is something that we should never ever accept in this country of ours, or 
anywhere. This legislation does exactly that. This legislation has been drafted extremely well to ensure that it 
encompasses all avenues and aspects of people who may be involved in murder and who think they might be 
able to get away with it by living in prison for a number of years—that is, living a reasonable lifestyle in 
reasonably well contained facilities whilst the victims’ families are forever devastated as a result of their actions. 
They might be able to get out of prison after a period, but there is still no closure for families. That is something 
that needs to be stopped.  
The Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017 is a significant piece of the law and order program the 
government is running. When the Minister for Police spoke recently, she touched on some of the great aspects of 
the McGowan Labor government getting on with the job of delivering on our election promises on law and order 
and policing. We have announced additional opening hours for the Ellenbrook and Armadale Police Stations, 
converting them into 24-hour police stations, and the extended opening of the Forrestfield and Belmont Police 
Stations. The electorates were very receptive to those election commitments, and were really keen to see them 
because they, too, know that law and order and crime and safety within our suburbs need a huge effort and are 
huge issues that need addressing. That is why the people of Western Australia voted for action, and that is what 
they are getting from the McGowan government. 
As has been previously discussed, when the then shadow Attorney General first raised this private member’s bill, 
the government of the time opposed it. The then Attorney General and the Minister for Police did nothing to 
assist the passage of the previous legislation. It was very good of the member for South Perth to rise to speak 
and, I suppose, admit to some of the failings on this type of legislation that should have been enacted a while 
ago. I suppose this process highlights the best parts of our democracy. There can be a change of government, 
ministers and approach, and we can get a government like the government we have that actually responds to the 
community’s needs, listens to them and undertakes to try to address some of the issues and concerns raised. We 
have continued to demonstrate that for the first 100 days of our government. We have, and will continue to, met 
numerous election commitments. 
The McGowan government believes that this legislation will put victims and their families first, second and 
third. The perpetrators in these instances should certainly not be under any illusion that they can undertake 
a crime like this, dispose of a body somewhere and think they will get away with it without enabling the victims 
to be found and their families to be able to say goodbye to them and give them the farewell they need. 
It has been really pleasing to hear the support this bill has from all cross-sections of this house. It is a reasonable 
bill that makes a lot of sense. It is not one about which I have had anyone come up to me and say, “Oh, you can’t 
do that.” During the election campaign the feedback was overwhelmingly positive. It was, “Yes, this is great. It 
should have been done before.” The only people who do not like this legislation are those who will be caught by 
it. We really should not be listening to their concerns. Unless someone partakes in an activity that will put them 
into direct conflict with what is proposed in this amendment bill, it will not be an issue to them. Hopefully, it 
will provide a little closure for the families of victims of the past, and as we go forward I hope it acts as 
a deterrent to anyone else undertaking these sorts of activities and thinking they can murder, be part of a murder 
or complicit in a murder, dispose of the body and get away with it. On that, I commend this bill to the house. 
MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands — Deputy Speaker) [5.44 pm]: Madam Deputy Speaker, good afternoon! 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): You are the Deputy Speaker; I am an Acting Speaker! 
Ms L.L. BAKER: I accept that, Madam Acting Speaker. 
I rise to address the Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017, which, as we have heard from many of my 
colleagues this afternoon, will amend the Sentence Administration Act 2003. It seeks to introduce what we have 
been commonly hearing called “no body, no parole” provisions into the act. The proposed new provisions 
require that the Prisoners Review Board, when considering whether a relevant prisoner should be granted an 
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early release order and when the location of the remains of the victim of the murder is unknown to a member of 
Western Australia Police, not make a release order or a release recommendation, as the case may be, unless 
satisfied that the prisoner has cooperated with a member of the police force in the identification of the location or 
last-known location of the remains of the victim of the murder. I suppose I feel really sad to be debating this 
legislation, but I acknowledge that it is really, really important to many, many people, not just 
Western Australians. The crime of murder changes lives forever. When someone is lost to this kind of violent 
crime it forever changes their friends, families and probably most of the people around them. 
I had the great honour and privilege of working closely in my electorate with a group I think many members will 
know and to which I will dedicate most of this speech to describing in more detail. This not-for-profit 
organisation is a registered charity by the name of angelhands. It is housed in The RISE in Maylands. The 
purpose of angelhands is simply to help people deal with major crimes that have impacted on their lives, whether 
murder or rape, or the suicide of someone close to them—major crimes that have been committed on someone 
near and dear or someone who has just impacted on their lives. 
I will start by talking about Dr Ann O’Neill, a most remarkable woman, who founded angelhands Inc over 
10 years ago. She founded it as a way of effecting what she thought were helpful changes to help people affected 
by homicide and serious personal violence experiences manage to recover. Findings of her extensive and 
award-winning research underpin all angelhands’ programs and services. I will talk a bit about services in a bit 
more detail shortly. Dr O’Neill’s research findings support the findings of acclaimed trauma and grief theorists 
such as Herman, 1992; Janoff-Bulman, 1992; Taylor, 2005; and Parkes, 2006. They identified that helpful 
support is characterised by the ability to be benevolent, restorative and, above all, do no additional harm. I think 
that is one of the critical issues. 
During my term in Parliament I have had the opportunity to work in the very vexing and perturbing area of child 
protection. I was chair of the Joint Standing Committee on the Commissioner for Children and Young People 
that reported to the previous Parliament on the workings of the commissioner, particularly on the follow-up after 
the Blaxell report into the Katanning traumas. In the course of that inquiry I listened to one of our witnesses give 
evidence at a hearing after experiencing extreme trauma to the level that we very rarely see in a young woman. 
She had been sexually victimised for most of her young life, into her early teens. Watching her respond, and 
indeed just survive that, and I suppose understanding how that trauma was affecting her life, was a very 
profound experience for me and members of my committee.  
I do not specifically want to talk about that incident.  
Ann O’Neill started angelhands partly in response to the thesis that she was completing on the impact of trauma 
on lives, but Ann had a very personal experience with trauma. Her two children were taken away from her in 
a dreadfully violent murder and I believe her husband was the perpetrator of those crimes. She also survived an 
attempt on her life at that time. Today she is a wonderful, intelligent, shining example of humanity. She now has 
a baby boy; he must be five or six years old now but he was a baby when I met him. Ann has recovered her life. 
She founded angelhands 10 years ago, which probably helped her own healing process as much as anything. She 
started to work with a group of board members who she personally co-opted. I would like to mention 
angelhands’ co-founder and founding members to record them in Hansard. Of course, Ann O’Neill is the 
chairperson and founder. A gentleman called John Burrell was the co-founder. In mentioning his contribution to 
angelhands, John cites in his résumé the work he has done and why he came to angelhands. He talks about 
battling cancer in his family and his wife passing away. After that, he was thrust into a position of being 
a secondary victim of homicide when his dear friend and neighbour was murdered by her husband. He had their 
children on their first ever sleepover while that happened. He had to break the news to them the next day and 
then care for them for the entire week while the woman’s family came from overseas to take the children back to 
her home country. That put him very close to intimately understanding the impact of trauma as a secondary 
victim. He was the co-founder of angelhands. 
Carole Wilkinson, David Brereton and Judith Fordham were founding members of the board. I am sure many 
members know Judith. She is a leading Western Australian criminal barrister and associate professor at the 
centre for forensic science at the University of Western Australia, and an author and public speaker. She is also 
a past president of the Criminal Lawyers’ Association of Western Australia, a past president of the Australian 
and New Zealand Association of Psychiatry, Psychology and Law and a member of the American Academy of 
Forensic Sciences. I do not know whether members know this but Judith was a battered wife with four small 
children. She was forced to feed her family through food vouchers she obtained from the Salvation Army. 
Today, Judith is one of Western Australia’s best-known criminal lawyers, an expert in forensic science and an 
internationally known jury researcher. In angelhands, Judith saw a unique opportunity to contribute to 
a remarkable project. We thank her for all she has brought to angelhands. Karen Lang, Sue Gibbs and Sarah 
McLeod were also members of the original committee or outstanding contributors. 
Originally, Ann and John met soon after the incident I referred to that sent Ann on a different journey in her life 
when she lost her family. I suppose there was a time of great bonding between the two that drew them together 
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in trying to find a way through grief and trauma for other people. When Dr O’Neill completed her extensive and 
award-winning research and published it, she spoke to people who understood the experience of trauma and who 
had non-formalised opportunities to speak about their challenges. She discovered that something as simple as 
what she calls random acts of kindness accelerate recovery, particularly among secondary victims of homicide, 
by promoting trust, hope, and a sense of social justice. There is a very close relationship between this work in 
trauma and post-traumatic stress disorder. My colleagues for whom that is a specific issue should realise that 
angelhands does a lot of work in post-traumatic stress disorder with many people. 

Angelhands has a very close relationship with Western Australia Police because the journey that a victim of this 
kind of trauma goes on has the capacity, in itself, to do irreparable harm. I will run members through the fact 
sheet on homicide and what someone who needs to cope with a family suicide or a homicide has to confront. 
There is the initial dealing with police, which can be difficult for families of homicide victims, particularly in 
early stages when people are in shock. They are confused. They are trying to cope with loss. Police could have 
already arrested someone. Sometimes a person who may be under suspicion could be a family member. Police 
may not be able to give out details because of the continuing investigation, which, members can imagine, would 
leave families of a victim incredibly worried and quite devastated. It would add to the confusion. Police may 
need to keep the victim’s clothing and other positions as evidence and they may not be returned for some time. 
That can create a real feeling of loss and absence. They will also have to deal with the coroner’s office. People 
do not really think about the journey that some people in this situation will have to go on. After dealing with 
police, they then find themselves dealing with the coroner’s office. The victim needs to be identified by a family 
member or close friend. Other issues to be considered include learning about the cause of death. For someone 
who was not aware of how their loved one died, that is incredibly traumatic. They then have to deal with the 
funeral. If they have never dealt with funeral arrangements before, it is an added trauma for someone who is 
already traumatised. The other issue that people forget is that the media is quite likely to be involved as well. 
People in this chamber deal with the media all the time, but for a person remaining after this kind of murder or 
dreadful crime, having to deal with the media and having to give coherent reports or face the media, and represent 
the family or represent the victim, can sometimes be even more traumatic. As stories are printed, it is a dreadful 
exposure that they may not have anticipated. Of course, the courts then have to be dealt with. If someone has been 
charged with murder, there will be court hearings and possibly a trial. This can drag on for months and months, if 
not years, and quite often people will be re-traumatised by having to confront this on and on. During the sentence, 
they may have the opportunity to present a victim impact statement to the court that outlines the impact of their 
loss. There is no doubt that there are victim support services to help along the way. Western Australia Police tries 
very hard to relieve some of this burden, but, let us face it, it has a job to do—to apply the law and catch criminals. 
The issue of looking after somebody who is in a state of trauma is incredibly important. 

As we know, homicide is a crime that can have a deep and lasting impact on the victim’s family, friends and all 
the other people that it touches. There are many, many stages of grieving. At some stage of my life, I did 
a psychology degree and I clearly remember learning the stages of grieving that were widely recognised—shock, 
denial, fear and vulnerability, anger and rage, guilt and, if people are lucky, finally acknowledgement and then 
a focus on the next stage of life. The kinds of coping strategies that angelhands delivers are the benevolent 
friend, advice, the opportunity to recognise joy when it comes, and a number of well-thought-out and 
well-researched programs. I am very proud to say I was able to sponsor a program for the next 12 months. The 
WA Labor government is sponsoring a program called creative recovery emergence workshops. I am very 
pleased to be involved with angelhands. I want to put on the public record what a wonderful job Ann and her 
crew do. I thank the many, many sponsors, including the City of Bayswater, that do wonderful work making sure 
that the home for angelhands can stay in The RISE and that the good work it has started can continue. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 

Ms L.L. BAKER: I note with interest the masses of members who have come back after dinner to listen to the 
final few minutes of my contribution to the debate on this very important piece of legislation—thank you all for 
coming back and hanging on my every word. Before the dinner break, I went into quite a bit of detail about the 
amazing work of angelhands in my electorate in supporting victims who have experienced firsthand trauma from 
major crimes such as murder that have been perpetrated against members of their family and the like. 

I note that I have only a few minutes left. I want to change tack a little and talk about the research that must have 
gone into getting us this far on this legislation and giving us the evidence we need about sentencing and 
sentencing provisions, the relationship between a particular crime and the sentence invoked around that 
behaviour, and the outcomes of that. We would have had to research that in some detail. I bring the attention of 
the house to the need for databases that adequately record what has happened in sentencing for particular crimes. 
An issue which is very near and dear to my heart and which I can use to exemplify how important it is to have 
a good database on sentencing is to do with crimes committed under the Animal Welfare Act 2002, such as the 
neglect of, cruelty to or torture of animals. I recently wrote to the Attorney General asking for advice on how we 
could go about looking at crimes committed under that act and the sentences awarded for those crimes. I find the 
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situation interesting and quite confusing. Of late, for instance, I can mention three cases that have raised the 
attention of the media, in particular, and the wider community. One case, which was reported just recently, was 
very sensationalised. It was about a family pet that was stabbed in a park by a gentleman who was carrying 
a pocketknife. It was a labrador called Luna. That gentleman was convicted of the crime and was given 
a seven-month deferred sentence or suspended sentence—pardon me if I am not getting the language right. 
Effectively, he walked away. If he commits any other crimes during that seven-month period, obviously there 
will be ramifications, but it seemed to the public that his sentence did not seem a fair reflection of the community 
outrage over that crime. I am interested to know how that compares with other crimes. I mention those harmless 
little creatures on Rottnest Island, the quokkas, which are constantly getting kicked, beaten and tortured by 
tourists in various stages of inebriation. I find that quite unforgivable. They have been set fire to, people have 
tried to drown them, and they have been bashed and beaten. Most recently, a young man was acquitted of 
charges after having tortured those harmless little indigenous creatures on Rottnest Island. The third one was far 
more serious. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms L.L. BAKER: The third case, which I find extraordinary—I will not go into any detail because I think the 
case is subject to appeal—was a crime on a station up north. Some fairly horrendous footage showed what had 
happened to the animal involved, which was a bull. Despite this incredibly graphic footage, which I think is 
about to be released publicly, which showed the magistrate what had happened and the situation surrounding the 
attack on this animal, he did not award a punishment for the crime. At the end of the day, the magistrate said that 
he was unable to make a determination about the two actions that had been delivered to this poor creature. The 
first action had created a certain amount of pain and suffering and he was unable to determine whether the 
horrible attack that followed caused that creature any more harm and suffering than it was already in. I just do 
not understand how that could happen and how it is defensible. Those three examples demonstrate to me our 
community expectations around crimes and the judiciary’s understanding of what is important and what people 
think. I think that needs to be improved. I have written to the Attorney General asking for some advice on how 
we might get information about sentencing practices, how they relate to the crimes and the outcomes of all of 
that from when the Animal Welfare Act was brought into play in 2002. Sometimes I just scratch my head when 
I look at some of the judicial decisions. Clearly, when one is not in the room for the case and does not know all 
the details, it is very dangerous to make comments on the decisions of judges or magistrates, but the public 
expects that they will have some understanding of why something has been delivered in that fashion or not 
delivered. I think it would be appropriate, as part of the review of the Animal Welfare Act, to gather information 
around sentencing under that act since the act was brought in and promulgated in 2002. 

That is pretty much all I wanted to talk about in the no body, no parole legislation. It is very timely legislation 
and I am very proud that this government has brought it into the house. It has been a great pleasure to add 
a small contribution to this debate. 

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Thornlie — Parliamentary Secretary) [7.07 pm]: I rise to speak to the Sentence 
Administration Amendment Bill 2017. I begin by congratulating the Attorney General on honouring yet another 
McGowan government commitment. We committed to this legislation in opposition and we now see it before us 
in this Parliament. I am sure that the opposition will now appreciate the need for this legislation and I trust that it 
is supporting us in bringing it to the statutes of Western Australia. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: The opposition is supporting it? 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: We have said that already. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: It has said that already. I thank the member. The legislation before us is commonly 
called “no body, no parole”. This is for people who have had to go through the tragic, awful circumstance of 
losing a family member—first, having a family member disappear and then having it determined that that person 
has probably become the victim of foul play, or murder. They go through the whole process of a conviction and 
then the sentencing only to find that after all the trauma of that experience—of having to hear the court 
proceedings and having to learn about various details and aspects of the demise of a loved one—the perpetrator, 
the murderer, is refusing to identify where the body is located or where the body was set to rest. That adds to the 
trauma families, friends and loved ones have to go through. I am sure that in many cases it is just too much to 
bear. When I talk to people in my electorate about issues like this, their views are that a criminal, a murderer, 
deserves whatever sentence can be thrown at them and that a murderer is not somebody who should be allowed 
out on parole on their word. Looking at the origins of the word “parole”, it basically means that we will take the 
word of the prisoner—parole means their good word—but a murderer does not have a good word. I suppose for 
many people the idea of murderers going out on parole is an oddity and something that they are not prepared to 
accept. Nevertheless, we are building into the system this incentive that should a murderer be able to identify 
where the body is and meet a whole host of other criteria, they may be eligible for parole. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 27 June 2017] 1685 

 

I wonder about the circumstances around this issue. I recall various media reports about the Moors murders in 
the north of England in the 1960s. I think about five young child victims were buried in shallow graves in the 
moors behind Manchester. The perpetrators of those crimes gleaned some sort of frisson of excitement as bodies 
were found using the various scientific technologies available in those days. I think bodies were found quite 
recently. All along, these murderers were in prison listening out for various media reports and speculation about 
where their victims’ bodies might be located. I fear that listening out for those moments of media exposure for 
people who are as deformed and perverted in their thinking as those people is some form of motivation to 
continue to live. I assume that in prison they were able to hear any speculation about where bodies might be 
located, and that they would listen out for those moments to gain some sense of relish about it. Such is the 
ghoulish nature of the people responsible for these dreadful, dreadful acts. I fear that those people would balance 
the reward of exposure in the media with recognition that their crimes were of such a nature that they probably 
would never leave prison anyway. They are stuck in prison, but have this sense that they can have some degree 
of relevance and control over the media by not disclosing where the body is and allowing speculation to occur in 
little bits and perhaps a search in a certain area and the reporting that would go around that search. We have to be 
very careful about how we allow this process to occur when there is the absence of a body. I think we are best 
advised to keep it quite secret when a search for a body is going on because we do not want these ghoulish, 
murderous people to glean any sense of excitement out of maintaining some sort of control over the psyche of 
a state through speculation about where a body might be. I am concerned about that aspect of this legislation, but 
it can be resolved through policy decisions internal to the Department of the Attorney General and police 
procedure. We do not want to allow people to make this dreadful trade-off between disclosing where a body is 
and therefore, perhaps, becoming eligible for parole versus the idea that they could still control the psyche of 
a nation in some way from their prison cell by enabling ongoing speculation about where a body is located. 

This is an awful, awful topic in many ways. The abbreviated name of this bill, by which it is commonly 
referred—no body, no parole—is a terrible topic, but a reality that we have to face. Like many other terrible 
topics in this world, this Parliament has to deal with people who sometimes behave in a ghoulish nature. The 
other side of the equation is how the media responds to the tragic and horrible murderous events that someone 
has fallen victim to. Those are things we have to consider when we are developing policy as well. 

There is another dimension to this issue; that is, the very human need for someone’s demise to be not just 
a notional thing, but met by a burial service. We see this across humanity. The history of humanity is in many 
ways characterised by all kinds of things, but the rites and rituals around burial are very much a part of the 
character of many cultures and many civilisations. Some sort of burial ritual enables grieving relatives and 
friends to honour a person’s life and, as some people say, seek closure. I am never sure about that terminology: 
the idea of closure. I think it is more about marking a time from which a person can try to adapt to a new world 
in which someone no longer exists on this earth. For many, closure comes with a burial or, indeed, the cremation 
of someone. The ritual around putting a dead person to rest is very important. It is a human need to be able to go 
through this process and it helps people to grieve. I cannot even begin to imagine how intense, magnified and 
strongly felt that grieving process must be and how deep the need is when someone has a friend or relative who 
has been murdered. In some cases, of course, there is no body. Indeed, in some cases, there is no body and there 
is no murderer. That is another concern I have with this legislation. We have to be sure that the legislation does 
not in any way diminish or reduce our chances of being able to identify murders. I think of the 
Madeleine McCann case in Portugal. About 10 years ago a young child disappeared while her family was on 
holiday in Portugal. The parents went out one night thinking that they had left their child in good care and came 
back and the child had disappeared. Madeleine McCann has never been found or heard of and no murderer has 
been identified. Unfortunately, legislation like this will not advance the cause of people in that situation. Those 
are some of the other tragic events, tragic circumstances, that we are sometimes faced with, and the grieving 
process when there is no body and no idea of how someone met their end is very sad. This legislation 
fundamentally has to be about how those who are left behind and grieving are helped to cope with the loss they 
have had to endure through a murder. Perhaps things can be improved, and if a murderer finds contrition about 
their horrible deed, they can point the way to where the body is so they may be eligible for parole. I understand 
the view, and I echo the words of my constituents, that murderers should just rot in jail. That is exactly what the 
view would be of a murderer who cannot point to where a body is. Letting people out on parole, on their word, 
seems odd when we are talking about taking the word of a murderer.  

The Attorney General has been working on this legislation for quite some time. In opposition he was a strong 
advocate for it and now we see it. It was an election commitment and it has come to this Parliament. This is the 
honouring of a new election commitment. I know it will have great relevance to some people who are still going 
through the tragedy of having lost a loved one to an act of murder. It will be most welcome in the homes of 
people who have suffered from this. I close my remarks by saying that this legislation has the support of all sides 
of Parliament. It is honouring an election commitment and I trust that it will make the grieving process for some 
people that tiny bit easier, as tragic and horrible as the events that they have had to face have been. 
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MRS L.M. O’MALLEY (Bicton) [7.22 pm]: I rise tonight to speak to the Sentence Administration Amendment 
Bill 2017, which is also referred to as the no body, no parole bill. I do not have any personal experience of losing 
a loved one at the hands of another and I cannot even begin to understand the pain that that must cause the 
families left behind. I have some experience of having lost a loved one to an unexplained death, and in some 
ways I guess I can draw some correlation in that with an unexplained death there are always so many questions. 
There are questions left unanswered and questions that families repeatedly ask themselves: What if? How could 
things have been different? How did it come to this? Being a parent, it does not take much to stretch one’s 
imagination to consider what it must in some ways feel like not to have a child with us anymore and to know that 
that child’s life has been extinguished at the hands of another. It must cause not only great pain, but also great 
anger and a sense of wanting to avenge that loss in some way. 
I know that the Attorney General has worked incredibly hard to bring this legislation to this point and I thank 
and acknowledge him for doing so. I would also like to thank the families of the victims who have also worked 
tirelessly to facilitate this legislation coming to this point. I know there has been a very long journey for many of 
them. They are joined in a very sad way to other families of victims not only in this state, but also across the 
country and extending back into history over the decades. 
Once again, I would like to thank the Attorney General for bringing this amendment bill to this house. It is 
certainly time that we did the right thing by the families of victims and that we pass this long overdue legislation 
to begin to bring WA in line with the no body, no parole laws of Victoria and the Northern Territory, as well as 
other legislation being considered in other parts of Australia. If we review what is happening with this matter in 
other states, we see that Western Australia has sadly lagged behind. It is certainly not something we can be proud 
of as Western Australians, and I think that all too often we have a reputation for following on from other states. 
Whatever part of legislation that relates to, it is certainly time that we showed leadership as opposed to just 
following along behind other states. As we have heard from other members in the house, there have been 
attempts to bring this legislation forward before, and, unfortunately, I think it is another sad indictment of the 
previous Liberal–National government’s inaction in this area. Certainly, that government failed to act quickly 
enough to provide a mechanism by which victims’ families may achieve some closure through increasing the 
chances of convicted murderers revealing the locations of their victims’ remains. The Sentence Administration 
Amendment Bill—the no body, no parole bill—brought to this house by the Attorney General, redresses this 
long overdue challenge to an accused person’s right to silence in judicial review. Once again, I thank the 
Attorney General, the families of victims and the many community members who have worked tirelessly to 
facilitate the passage of this very important piece of legislation. 
We heard earlier, and we have heard many times, about the petition of 40 000 signatures that was brought to this 
house. That is just an incredible example of the importance of this issue. It shows not only how it has captured 
the imagination of many members of our community, but also the solidarity that Western Australians are very 
well known for. The issue may affect only a few, but it does not mean that many of us are not also impacted in 
some way. At this point, I would also like to add my voice to the many others who have spoken to this house on 
this issue in expressing their sympathy for the families of the victims whom this amendment bill seeks to serve 
and support. I simply cannot begin to imagine the pain and loss for these families of these victims, nor the 
additional anguish of the unknown. Theirs is a life sentence, made worse by the inability to physically lay their 
loved ones to rest. Just a moment ago we heard about how terribly important it is for us to have these rituals of 
fully going through the process of grieving. That, of course, is made incredibly difficult when we are unable to 
physically do that, when the whereabouts of the remains of the victims are not known—there is that continual 
sense of the unknown. As I spoke about at the beginning of my speech, my personal experience of an 
unexplained death is that it is the unknown that causes continuing grief. Although nothing will bring back our 
loved ones, if there is any opportunity to provide some kind of solace, it is something we need to put all our 
energy and efforts into facilitating. We have before us an opportunity to finally put this legislation in place. 
I acknowledge and thank opposition members for their indication of support for this bill. I certainly hope, for the 
sake of families who are impacted by the horrific crime of murder, that we continue to approach this issue in 
a bipartisan manner and ensure there are no more delays in implementing this legislation. 
As I said earlier, in some states, the no body, no parole legislation is under review, and in some states it has been 
enacted. Queensland has recently conducted an independent review to determine whether this element of the 
corrective services system is operating effectively to support the supervision of offenders who are on parole. The 
issue of no body, no parole was considered during that review and has now been referred for further 
committee review. 
I want to reference an article in the Brisbane Times online on 23 May 2017. The article is titled, “No body, 
no parole will not be law—for now”, and it states, in part — 

The LNP has failed to get its own no body, no parole policy into the government’s parole board bill. 
But it does not mean no body, no parole—which would keep murderers behind bars unless they reveal 
the location of their victim—will never become law in Queensland. 
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Both Labor and the LNP support introducing a no body, no parole law in Queensland, but they disagree 
about how to do it. 
The LNP had attempted to move an amendment to Labor’s Corrective Services (Parole Board) and 
Other Legislation Amendment Bill … 
… 
The Katter’s Australian Party’s MPs, One Nation MP Steven Dickson and independents Bob Pyne and 
Billy Gordon all supported the LNP to allow them to debate their no body, no parole amendment to the 
parole bill. 
But when it came to the crunch, the crossbenchers all stood behind the government to vote against the 
LNP’s no body, no parole amendment as part of the parole bill. 

That is an important reference to the need for all members of this chamber to continue to support this bill. It is 
critical that we expedite the passage of this legislation. 
I would also like to pick up on the accused’s right to silence, which is contained in proposed section 66B(2). 
That provides that a prisoner can be deemed to have cooperated even if he or she remained silent until all 
proceedings were exhausted. The Attorney General states in his second reading speech — 

… in every case in which the Prisoners Review Board considers whether a relevant prisoner should be 
granted an early release order, the board must not make a release order or release recommendation 
unless satisfied that the prisoner has cooperated with a member of the Western Australian police force 
about either of the following two matters—first, identification of the location of the remains of the 
victim; and, second, identification of the last known location of the victim’s remains. The aim of the 
proposed provisions is to enhance the likelihood of locating the body of the victim of a murder. 

The Attorney General goes on to speak about the importance of cooperation and states — 
The bill refers specifically to cooperation with a member of the WA police force, which at all times 
remains the authority responsible for investigation of murder. It is, of course, possible that a prisoner 
could attempt to indirectly cooperate through a third person. However, the onus remains on the prisoner 
to ensure that any relevant information is brought to the attention of a member of the police force. The 
proposed provisions require the Western Australian Commissioner of Police to provide a report that 
must inform the board’s deliberations. Courts may, and often do, consider remorse, cooperation and the 
identification of the location of the body when sentencing an offender to a term of imprisonment. 

This legislation provides the opportunity for the prisoner to cooperate, which may assist in determining whether 
the prisoner is considered for parole. It is important to understand that it is not an automatic release trigger; the 
prisoner must still go through the normal parole process. However, I think all the members who have spoken in 
this debate agree with the Attorney General that the reason this legislation is incredibly important is that it may 
help motivate the prisoner to give up the whereabouts of the remains of the victim. During consideration in 
detail, we will undoubtedly spend a lot of time considering the issue of motivation. The member who spoke 
before me highlighted that we cannot necessarily rely on a murderer’s sense of goodwill. Goodwill is clearly 
something that a murderer does not have. Therefore, we need to take every opportunity to motivate the prisoner 
to reveal the whereabouts of the remains of the victim, even if that means the person is released early on parole. 
I would again like to thank the Attorney General for bringing the legislation to this house, and I commend the 
bill to members. 
MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [7.36 pm]: I rise to add some brief comments to the debate on the 
Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017. Last year, when a bill to achieve the intent of this bill was 
introduced to this Parliament, I rose to my feet to support the intent of that bill, as did many members of the 
Liberal–National government. I take on board, as a member of this place, that the Liberal–National government 
could have done more in this space last year. I acknowledged that at the time, and I acknowledge it again today. 
The Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2016 was essentially a one-page bill; it was very brief. Clause 4 
of the Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2016 sought to amend section 5A of the Sentence 
Administration Act 2003 by inserting after section 5A(c) a new paragraph (ca) that states — 

if the prisoner is in custody for an offence relating to the death of a person, the extent (if any) to which 
the prisoner has assisted in the location of the person’s remains; 

That was it. I am pleased that the government has brought forward early in its term a new bill that addresses 
some of the concerns that were raised about the 2016 bill. I will not go through those concerns, because we are 
dealing with a new bill. However, one matter of particular significance in the bill we are debating today is that 
the words “remains of the victim” have been defined. That is a good thing. 
Proposed section 66B of the bill is titled, “Board not to release or recommend release unless prisoner cooperates 
or victim’s remains located”. It goes on to refer to what that cooperation should be. That is further identified in 
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proposed section 66C with regard to the Commissioner of Police report. One of the issues I had with the 
previous bill was how the Commissioner of Police could support the legislation. Proposed section 66C(3) 
outlines that the report from the Commissioner of Police must deal with the nature and extent of the prisoner’s 
cooperation; the timeliness of the prisoner’s cooperation; the truthfulness, completeness and reliability of any 
information or evidence provided by the prisoner; and the significance and usefulness of the prisoner’s 
cooperation. This goes a long way to alleviating some of those concerns of the 2016 bill. I, as I am sure do all 
members in this place, agree that no parent, child, brother, sister or partner wants the remains of their loved one 
to go unfound after a seriously tragic event such as a homicide or a murder. This bill goes some way to helping 
support the intent, which is to make the prisoner accountable for showing us where those remains are. 

I just wanted to make those short comments to say that it is important that we have something like this in place 
so that it sends a very clear message to the community that Parliament and the government are keen to support 
the innocent bystanders of a loved one who has been killed tragically and that they will be able to achieve some 
closure from the remains of that victim being found. 

MR M. HUGHES (Kalamunda) [7.40 pm]: I, too, rise in support of the Sentence Administration Amendment 
Bill 2017 and equally would like to compliment the Attorney General for his dogged determination to bring this 
legislation before Parliament. I note the endeavours that he made in 2016 in the thirty-ninth Parliament to bring 
to the attention of this house by way of his proposed legislation the concerns of the community that have been 
drawn to the attention of this Parliament by a petition brought by Hon David Templeman. 

Before I go on to the bill, I would like to reflect on the comments made earlier by the member for South Perth, 
who I have observed over a period since I have been in this chamber. I regard him as a rather avuncular person—
a person who is considered in his approach and measured in his response to various issues that are brought 
before this house. I am new to the parliamentary process and it was passing strange to me that he was able to 
stand in this chamber and say that private members’ bills almost never receive the support of the government. 
I would have thought that the determination of whether support would be provided by the then government to the 
opposition’s private member’s bill would go to the intent and purpose of the legislation that was brought before 
this house, rather than an axiomatic approach—that is, the view that because it has been brought forward by the 
opposition, by a private member, the government will in fact talk it down. The member for Churchlands, who 
has left the chamber, needs to be reminded that that is precisely what the government did to this legislation. It 
created a significantly mired process with the deliberation that took place on the proposed legislation. The 
Attorney General will relate to that. He brought notice of his motion to this house on 17 February 2016. If things 
go well, he will find that, almost a year and a half later, this legislation will see the light of day. It will be passed 
by this house with the support of the now opposition. 

The difficulty that the government had last time around was that it was brought forward by the Labor opposition. 
That really coloured its thinking. As much as opposition members might say that it was a short bill and they were 
concerned about the completeness of the legislation, surely it would be incumbent on the government to assist 
the opposition with passage of legislation when there is a great deal of community concern about remedying the 
problem brought before this Parliament by the people. I would like to remind the member for Churchlands of 
what he said on the legislation brought to this house by the member for Butler. In Hansard on 16 March 2016 he 
is reported to have said — 

The member for Butler is like a jellyfish in a mire of Labor uncertainty! That is where he exists. The 
member has a spineless argument on this issue, and he does not know what he is talking about. He is 
out there trying to politicise the Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2016 and he is a disgrace. 

That is what the member for Churchlands said. He continues — 

He is trying to politicise this bill and take advantage of the emotions of a highly emotive topic. 

That is the nub and the gist. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: You weren’t here. 

Mr M. HUGHES: No, but there we have the member for Churchlands’ recorded comments. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M. HUGHES: That was the member for Churchlands in this house. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr R.S. Love): Members! Member for Cottesloe, I am on my feet. Member for 
Kalamunda! Thank you. Can we please proceed in an orderly fashion so that Hansard can actually record what is 
being said and the member for Kalamunda can make his speech. 
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Mr M. HUGHES: I thought that the member for Churchlands would give me a little more licence than he has, 
given that I am a novice member of this place. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: You were verballing me as a member here! 
Mr M. HUGHES: I am quoting from Hansard. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: You weren’t here when the galleries were full. 
Mr M. HUGHES: I am quoting from Hansard. It is the public record. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Churchlands! 
Mr M. HUGHES: I would suggest that the reason that the member for Churchlands came into this house—
I think he was on the clock for two or three minutes—was to correct the record, because he realises, now that he 
is in opposition, the extent of the concern that the community has. The truth of the matter is that members 
opposite frustrated the process of this legislation and it could have been enacted, as we will enact it with its 
passage in the upper house in a matter of how many days? It is 100 days and a bit. That is the disgrace, member 
for Churchlands. The disgrace is that he politicised what was not a political issue. We, on this side of the house, 
know that and so does the community. Do not try to rewrite the record. That is what I have to say about that. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: Member, the opposition has supported the bill. We have supported the bill. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. HUGHES: I recognise what the member for Churchlands is saying. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! The member for Kalamunda has the call. 
Mr M. HUGHES: I recognise that the political reality has dawned upon the members of the opposition and they 
have made the decision to support this bill—in a somewhat mealy-mouthed way, I might add. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: Member, I actually acknowledged that we were too slow on this last year. That is what 
I said in my comments. 
Mr M. HUGHES: The member for Churchlands has not acknowledged that he effectively talked the legislation 
out of this chamber, which he now claims is important as part of the contribution through which we can bring 
some justice to the few families who are in the position in which their loved one’s whereabouts are not known. 
This legislation may not alter the situation for people who are incarcerated at the moment for murders in which 
bodies have not been discovered or who are not prepared to indicate the last known location of the remains of 
loved ones, but it certainly would assist the police in future investigations for this legislation to be on the books. 
The important point of this of course is that the legislation applies to those people who have already been found 
guilty and sentenced and are now incarcerated. 
I, too, was very impressed by the contribution made by my colleague the member for Forrestfield when he quite 
properly reminded us of the importance of burial. That was done equally by the member for Thornlie. Christine 
and I have six adult children. Happily, all of them are well. We have eight grandchildren. To be in a position in 
which any one of them suddenly disappeared from the face of this earth while walking home from school—I am 
talking about the grandchildren now, somewhat before the children—with their bodies never to be recovered, is 
a horror that I cannot contemplate. But it is an experience that, tragically, too many families have to manage. It is 
something that will never, ever be assuaged. That is the experience of a parent, having said goodbye to their 
child in the morning and never seeing them again, and being in the position whereby the person who is 
apprehended by the police, processed through the courts and found to be guilty and given a term of 
imprisonment in fact refuses to reveal their whereabouts. Those convicted of murder should not be subject to any 
parole opportunities unless they are prepared to cooperate with the police. That is effectively what the legislation 
last year attempted to do. Members opposite—those who were in government at the time—could have assisted 
the private member to achieve the outcome of a bill that we are about to achieve in this bill today. 
What does this bill do? The Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017 will constrain the actions of the 
Prisoners Review Board to the parole of a prisoner convicted of murder who has not cooperated with the police 
in the identification of the last known location of the remains of their victim. Specifically, clause 4 will amend 
section 12 of the Sentence Administration Act 2003 by inserting a provision emphasising that the board is 
required to apply no body, no parole provisions prescribed under proposed section 66B(1) when reporting under 
that proposed section. According to the explanatory memorandum, proposed section 66B(1) envisages two 
scenarios. It states — 

• Under paragraph 66B(1)(a) the Board must not make a release decision, or take release action, in 
relation to a relevant prisoner in custody for a homicide offence or homicide related offence unless the 
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Board is satisfied that the prisoner has cooperated with a member of the WA Police Force in the 
identification of the location, or last known location, of the remains of the victim of the homicide 
offence; or 

• Under paragraph 66B(1)(b) the Board does not need to assess the cooperation of the prisoner if it is 
satisfied that a member of the Police Force knows the location of the remains of the victim of the 
homicide offence. 

… 
The requirement under paragraph 66B(1)(a) is broadly worded so that a relevant prisoner who does not 
know the location, or last known location, of the remains of the victim, can nevertheless be found to have 
cooperated with a member of the Police Force. 

It covers those situations by ensuring that one of the preconditions for a convicted person to be considered for 
parole is that they actively cooperate with the police in the identification of the last known location of the 
remains of their victim. Importantly that information must cover the nature and extent of the prisoner’s 
cooperation; the timeliness of the prisoner’s cooperation; the truthfulness, completeness, and reliability of any 
information or evidence provided by the prisoner; and, the significance and usefulness of the prisoner’s 
cooperation. 
As we have said, the impetus for the legislation initially had its origin in the 20 000 signatures on a petition 
seeking legislative action by the Parliament to ensure that when there has been a murder and no body has been 
recovered, the murderer never be considered for parole. We know the position of the previous government, but 
as recently as 18 May, and as reported by Ten news, the former Attorney General, Hon Michael Mischin, 
remained equivocal on the issue. He was reported as saying that while the Liberals support the legislation in 
principle, they still need to ensure that it does what Labor claims. We understand that the opposition now 
supports the legislation, but what does Labor claim? It claims that if a prisoner who receives a term of life 
imprisonment refuses to honestly and in a timely manner assist with identifying the location of their victim’s 
remains, he will never be considered for parole. That is at the heart of the legislation; that was at the heart of the 
legislation that was brought to the thirty-ninth Parliament in 2016. The legislation does not and cannot guarantee 
that a prisoner will reveal the location of the remains of their victim, but it can guarantee the principle of no 
body, no parole. I would argue that the bill’s intent is clear. If a person convicted of murder wants to be 
considered for parole, then their level of cooperation must include cooperation on the whereabouts of the 
remains of the victim. 
As we have heard, the legislation reflects the legislation already introduced and applicable in South Australia, 
Victoria and the Northern Territory, and that being considered by Queensland and New South Wales. The 
collective wisdom of the Parliaments of the states and territories says that this legislation is necessary. We are 
glad that the opposition now agrees with that. 
The necessity for this legislation has been seen elsewhere. Members may be aware of the movement to introduce 
similar legislation in the United Kingdom that has become known as “Helen’s law” and follows on from the 
murder of 22-year-old Helen McCourt in 1988. Helen’s murderer was convicted of her killing in 1989, but has 
refused to reveal the location of her remains. Helen’s mother is now 74, and she has been searching for Helen’s 
body for nearly 30 years. Will the convicted murderer reveal the whereabouts of the body? Who knows? Will the 
legislation force a convicted person to reveal the whereabouts of the victim’s body? No, of course, it will not. 
However, what it will do is to provide justice for the victim, and also for the sake of the victims of this crime—
the families, the loved ones—who will know that the convicted murderer will not enjoy the privileges associated 
with parole if they do not reveal or cooperate with the police on where their victim’s remains are. UK Labour 
member of Parliament Conor McGinn reported that laws similar to the proposed Helen’s law had already been 
introduced in some parts of Australia and that there was no reason why similar legislation could not operate 
successfully in the United Kingdom. Members, the no body, no parole law enacted and contemplated elsewhere 
in Australia will successfully operate in Western Australia. 
The bill will contribute to a set of circumstances that could assist in helping families with closure, as we have 
heard, by encouraging those convicted of murder to provide information to the police. The bill will help with 
police investigations. The police will be able to advise a person charged with murder that the law states that if 
they are convicted, they will serve the full term of their sentence if they do not reveal the location of their 
victim’s body. Importantly, for those families confronted by significant grief over the murder of their loved ones, 
the law will provide some level of comfort and a sense of justice. I commend the bill to the house. 
MS S.F. McGURK (Fremantle — Minister for Child Protection) [7.58 pm]: I want to make a brief 
contribution to the Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017. I do not know about other members, but 
since the beginning of the fortieth Parliament I have been impressed to hear the quality of the debate and the 
contributions made by new members of Parliament. I am not sure how long they have had to research their 
contributions to the debates, but they have been very enlightening and I thank them for that. In particular, I am 
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thinking of the most recent contribution by the member for Kalamunda. We heard members of the opposition 
railing against his contribution, which reminds members of the comments of members of the Liberal Party when 
similar provisions were raised in a bill in the last Parliament in 2016. Of course the bill is a sensible bill. It is 
only fair that people who are convicted of murder and who do not cooperate fully with the police to find the 
body should be held to account for that lack of cooperation. 

The bill that has been brought to us this evening is quite a narrow bill. I think that even members of the 
Liberal Party have conceded that their action on this measure in the last Parliament was wanting and that they are 
prepared to support the bill now. Other members have acknowledged the work of family members who have 
been, sadly, affected by circumstances in which their child or a member of their family was murdered and 
someone has been convicted of the murder but no body has ever been revealed or found so that family has not 
had the ability to properly say goodbye to their loved one. As other members have said, I cannot imagine what it 
would be like to have a close one or a family member die in such terrible and senseless circumstances. The least 
that we can do is to send a very clear message to those who are convicted of those murders that their lack of 
cooperation will be taken into account and that they will not be considered for parole. This is not an optional 
provision for the Prisoners Review Board. Under the provisions of this bill, it is a mandatory requirement that 
a report from the police be considered. If members like, this bill could be considered as a no cooperation, no 
parole bill. Even in the event that the body may not physically be found, if the police report to the parole board 
that they believe that the prisoner has cooperated to a sufficient level, that can be taken into account. 

One of the considerations that arises in dealing with amendments to sentencing legislation is whether it might 
unfairly affect people who may be wrongly convicted. That is always a consideration. It is probably the primary 
consideration against capital punishment. In this instance, we are not talking about extending someone’s time in 
prison. We are talking about sending a very clear message that offenders will not be considered for parole. 
Parole is not a right that people have. They have to demonstrate an element of acknowledgement of their crime 
and of cooperation with police in cases in which there is not a body associated with a murder. I would like to 
acknowledge the families of the victims, particularly Margaret Dodd, Hayley’s mother, and Laurie Puddy, 
Craig’s father, who have advocated for this measure, which they say will go some way to making them feel 
supported by the criminal justice system. I also acknowledge that it was the current Attorney General who took 
up this matter and advocated very ferociously on behalf of those families for measures that this Parliament can 
put in place to support them and to send a message to people who have committed those crimes. It is hopefully 
not a situation that the parole system, courts or prisons will have before them too often, but it happens across 
Australia and around the world. There are circumstances in which the grief of the family or people close to 
a victim is exacerbated by their inability to know what happened to their family member or friend and to bury 
them or to say goodbye to them properly. 

It was particularly galling for the former Attorney General, Hon Michael Mischin, to say that these proposed 
changes were a beat-up and simply a reaction to a grieving mother, as if that was a small thing. It is not a small 
thing to react to and to represent a grieving family in these terrible circumstances. Hon Michael Mischin, in his 
former role as the Attorney General, was found wanting in areas that I now have responsibility for, particularly 
the prevention of family and domestic violence and making sure that our criminal justice system is responsive 
and deals with the circumstances of family violence. We are retrofitting the criminal justice system in relation to 
family violence and an increasing appreciation of the complexities of violence in its various forms and as it 
occurs in family and domestic settings. WA has been very slow to take up these issues and, shamefully, the 
former Attorney General was very much guilty of that. On the last sitting day of the thirty-ninth Parliament—the 
last sitting day of this house—we debated enacting amendments to laws so that family violence restraining 
orders could be issued, bringing us into line with amendments that all other states had already enacted. We 
welcomed those changes but WA was the last jurisdiction to bring them in. Western Australia is not the last 
jurisdiction to bring in a no body, no parole law, but we are amongst the last. Members have referred to 
South Australia, Victoria and Queensland taking up this issue. In fact, the United Kingdom has been debating 
this issue as well. 

Other members have referred to definitions of levels of cooperation, so it might not be that a body needs to be 
found, but that the police are satisfied that the prisoner has cooperated and revealed information and was genuine 
and forthcoming in their cooperation with the investigation. That information needs to be given in a timely 
manner. This bill does not compromise the right to silence of someone charged with a murder or a crime, but it is 
after a conviction and not towards the end of their non-parole period that they must cooperate. All those things 
are contemplated in this bill. I am pleased to have been able to speak on this bill and its passing will fulfil yet 
another of the McGowan Labor government’s election commitments. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [8.09 pm] — in reply: I wish to thank all members for their 
contributions to the Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017. Members have spoken of the anguish that 
this legislation has caused the families of the deceased. I would like to acknowledge the presence of 
Mr Don Spiers in the Speaker’s gallery this evening. He, of course, is the father of the late Sarah Spiers, who 
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passed from this world on Australia Day 1996, 21 years ago. Her remains have never been recovered. I am also 
conscious that Mrs Margaret Dodd and her husband, Ray Dodd, are listening on live audio. Their beloved 
daughter Hayley died on a date unknown in 1999. I understand that Nadine Puddy is listening to this debate live 
from the south west, along with her father, Laurie Puddy. They are the sister and father of the late Craig Puddy, 
who I believe was murdered—I hope they forgive me if I have got it wrong—in 2010. Prisoner Mansell was 
convicted in that case in 2011. I have had personal contact with each of those family members and I understand 
their deep anguish over not only the loss of their loved ones but also never being able to properly achieve closure 
because the remains of their beloveds have never been recovered. Mr Spiers has also asked me to emphasise in 
my closing speech that a prisoner who is sentenced to life will inevitably be considered for parole at the end of 
the day and may get parole, but for those families who have lost their loved ones and whose remains have never 
been recovered, their anguish is never ending because they can never achieve closure. 
In replying to the second reading debate and thanking members I have to be very circumspect in talking about 
particular circumstances, because I am mindful that at least three cases in which remains have not been 
recovered are currently under consideration by the courts and as such are sub judice. I should also mention 
Mrs Dawn Edge, whose son was also murdered. The jury convicted the murderer only yesterday. That matter is 
still before the court and under consideration. I do not want to mention that case further but I also offer my 
sympathy to Mrs Edge for the loss of her son. 
It is true, as was mentioned by members, that a bill was before this chamber on an earlier occasion. I do not want 
to say more than that. That is the past. We are here today to pass this bill through this chamber and I want to do 
so reasonably swiftly. As I said, I acknowledge the opposition and thank it for its support of this government’s 
bill. The Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017 gives effect to the McGowan government’s election 
promise to introduce no body, no parole laws as soon as Parliament resumed. It has been said in the chamber by 
the spokesperson for the shadow Attorney General, the member for Hillarys — 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: I am not shadow Attorney General. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: No, I said that the spokesperson for the shadow Attorney General, the member for Hillarys, 
has indicated in this chamber that he does not wish to go into consideration in detail and that I can just do a wrap-up 
second reading speech, at the end of which I will be seeking leave for the bill to be read a third time. 
As members have touched on various aspects of the bill, I have asked policy advisers and senior counsel to 
prepare a second reading speech so I can wrap up the provisions of the bill. Senior counsel has prepared my 
second reading speech, so I will just run through those sections. I do not want to say anything controversial. 
I have acknowledged the families and the opposition’s support for the government’s bill. 

Point of Order 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I have no objection to what the minister proposes to do but in parliamentary process, there 
can be only one second reading speech, which is often interpreted by the courts as the intent of the government. 
The response of the Attorney General has to be by way of comment, not a formal second reading speech. There 
can be only one. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Both opposition members and government members have raised a number of issues about 
the sections. I was going through those particular sections that have been raised during the second reading 
debate. There is no more to it than that. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: You described it as a second reading speech. They were your words. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: This is my response to all the second reading speeches in the chamber, when sections have 
been raised. I wanted to give an overview of those sections in response in wrapping up. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: It is not what you said. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): If the Attorney General will give the reply in the way he just 
characterised it, that will be okay. If he does it the way he did previously, that might be an issue. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Members have referred to the current position of a prisoner’s refusal to disclose the 
whereabouts of a person’s body. That is currently covered under section 5A(d) of the Sentence Administration 
Act 2003, which states that release considerations include — 

issues for any victim of an offence for which the prisoner is in custody if the prisoner is released, 
including any matter raised in a victim’s submission; 

That is currently covered in section 5A(d) of the act. We are now mandating that the Prisoners Review Board 
take into account the level of cooperation that the prisoner gave to the authorities, specifically to the police, and 
the timeliness of that information in locating the whereabouts of the deceased. The board must take that into 
account and cannot make a recommendation to the Attorney General for a release without having received 
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a certificate of cooperation from the Commissioner of Police. The government considers that the issue is of such 
importance to require the board to give special mandatory consideration. This will ensure that the matter is 
expressly and specifically considered by the board and the relevant prisoners are aware of this specific 
consideration, which will provide an incentive to cooperate. As members described in their second reading 
contributions, the issue is at the outset of the investigation. Accused persons and convicted persons will know 
that this is a mandated requirement further down the track. Part of that mandated requirement further down the 
track when assessing their cooperation is the timeliness in which it is given. As members have referred to in their 
second reading contributions, it will not be sufficient for a prisoner to wait 10 or 12 years and when parole 
considerations come up, make the decision to cooperate. It will be too late for them. It will give investigators, as 
members referred to, that leverage early in the investigation to say to a prisoner that they have to consider their 
position vis-a-vis these particular amendments.  
Members have referred to the homicide offences covered by the Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017. 
They are set out in the bill and include counselling or procuring the commission of a homicide offence; inciting 
another person to commit a homicide offence; becoming an accessory after the fact to a homicide offence; and 
conspiring with another person to commit a homicide offence. As members have also noted, they include not 
only murder, but also infanticide. The bill also covers those matters relevant to the prisoner, which are set out 
along with other sentence types relevant to a prisoner convicted of a homicide offence. They are prisoners who 
have been detained at the Governor’s pleasure or who are in strict or safe custody by virtue of an order under 
repealed section 282 of the Criminal Code, or subject to a direction or sentence repealed under section 661 or 
662 of the Criminal Code, when the offence was a homicide offence. As members have said, the no body, no 
parole laws will have retrospective application and will apply to prisoners who are under sentence prior to the 
passage of this legislation. 
Members have mentioned various people who have been murdered and the people who have been convicted of 
those murders. Since the conviction of Cameron Mansell in 2011, four other people have been convicted of 
murder in instances in which the body of the victim has not been found. Members have mentioned most of them. 
They include Brent Mack, Gary David Jackson, Mark David Corbett and Aaron Raymond Craig. That 
information has been sourced from the criminal records. The total number of prisoners currently serving 
sentences for murder cases in which the remains of the deceased have not been recovered has not been finally 
determined, but when those prisoners come up for review, their particular circumstances will be assessed by the 
Prisoners Review Board. As I said, in cases in which the body has not been recovered, a certificate of 
cooperation will be required before a recommendation can be made. The member for Churchlands has said that 
the issues that caused him concern in the previous bill have now been satisfactorily addressed in the bill 
currently before the chamber, with both the description of the remains of the deceased and the particular offences 
that are captured by this legislation. 
When the former Attorney General said that he would not, during his tenure as Attorney General, release anyone 
in cases in which the body had not been recovered and that he might not imagine any other Attorney General 
doing so, it did not statutorily mandate a prohibition on consideration. That is important, because this Parliament 
cannot predict the attitudes of future Attorneys General or oversight by the system, in a situation in which this 
legislation mandates it for the future. 
Members have expressed concern—this was touched upon in the second reading speech—about what would 
happen if someone were innocent of an offence but had been convicted. I would say that parole was never 
a hedge against an unjust conviction or a miscarriage of justice. Indeed, some have suggested that a person who 
has been wrongfully convicted could not qualify for a parole recommendation by the board under this option. 
Our law is that once a person is convicted and sentenced, the parole provisions are applied without further 
consideration of guilt. It is accepted that the person is guilty; if there is a miscarriage of justice and an innocent 
person is detained—we all know that that has happened in Western Australian history—the redress is through 
the Court of Appeal, not the Prisoners Review Board, formerly the Parole Board. 
Members also mentioned the matter that cooperation must be with a member of the police force. It cannot be 
a communication made to another prisoner, another person, or even the prison authorities. It is the prisoner’s 
responsibility to contact the police and give his or her cooperation to the police because it is the police who have 
the authority and requirement to make the certificate of cooperation to the Prisoners Review Board. 
Members also mentioned other Australian jurisdictions in their contributions to the second reading debate. 
On 8 December 2016, the Victorian Legislative Council passed the Justice Legislation Amendment 
(Parole Reform and Other Matters) Act 2016, which amended the Corrections Act 1986. The act was assented to 
on 13 December 2016. According to the second reading speech, part 3 of this Victorian act ensures persons who 
have been convicted and sentenced to imprisonment with a non-parole period for certain fatal offences are not 
granted parole if they do not satisfactorily cooperate with police in the investigation of the offence to identify the 
location, or last known location, of the body or remains of victims of the offence. The Western Australian 
position will be similar to the Victorian position once this legislation passes through both houses of this 
Parliament. South Australia’s Correctional Services (Parole) Amendment Act 2015 amended the 
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Correctional Services Act 1982 by introducing the requirement that a person serving a life sentence for murder 
cannot be considered for parole unless the South Australian Parole Board is satisfied that the person has 
satisfactorily cooperated. 
In drawing this legislation, we have tried to make it consistent across the jurisdictions. The Queensland parole 
system has recently been independently reviewed to determine if this element of the corrective services system is 
operating effectively to support the supervision of offenders on parole. The issue of “no body, no parole” was 
considered during this review, which recommended that new legislation be introduced. Although Queensland has 
not yet passed that legislation, the review has recommended that it be passed. The relevant committee is due to 
report to the Queensland Parliament on 24 July 2017. 
In the Northern Territory, of course, Bradley John Murdoch was convicted of the murder of the late Mr Falconio, 
whose remains were never recovered. On 13 July 2016, the Northern Territory Parole Amendment Act 2016 was 
assented to, and it commenced on 5 August 2016. The amendment provides that the board must not make 
a parole order in relation to a prisoner unless the board considers that the prisoner has cooperated satisfactorily in 
the investigation of the offence to identify the location or the last known location of the remains of the deceased. 
In New South Wales, the corrective services minister has indicated that the New South Wales government will 
introduce no body, no parole laws and will strengthen the parole system for killers who have not disclosed the 
location of their victims’ bodies or remains. In New South Wales, the State Parole Authority is an independent 
authority and makes decisions on parole, so that is a different system. Every jurisdiction has a different system 
from Western Australia. Western Australia is the only jurisdiction in which the Prisoners Review Board or its 
equivalent makes a recommendation to the Attorney General for a release order. In other jurisdictions that order 
is made by the authority. In fulfilling the election promise to introduce this no body, no parole legislation, the 
McGowan Labor government has taken care to reflect that legislation. There are various different enactments. 
The wording in the legislation varies slightly, but the criteria is the same; that is, a prisoner will not be released 
on parole unless they have satisfactorily cooperated with the identification of the last known whereabouts of the 
remains of the deceased and, most importantly, have done so in a timely fashion. 
Members have referred in their contributions to the second reading debate to the right to silence. That is a bit of 
a misnomer. It is not a right to silence; it is a right against self-incrimination. It is probably the same thing by 
a different name, but it respects that a person on trial has no obligation to take the witness stand and give 
evidence and has no obligation to participate in police interviews. They can decline to answer questions during 
police interviews, as Cameron Mansell did during his trial in relation to the murder of Craig Puddy. He never 
offered any explanation at all. He sat mute for the 11 weeks of the trial and then was convicted. Only after trial 
did he write to all and sundry—the media, me, the former Attorney General—protesting his innocence, but even 
then he did not give any hint about the whereabouts of the late Mr Puddy. The legislation respects a person’s 
right to silence or the privilege against self-incrimination, so that a person could go through the investigation 
without revealing the last known whereabouts and could go through the trial and appeal process without 
revealing the whereabouts because he is not required to do so under the legislation, but if he delayed much 
longer after conviction, he or she—the prisoner—will have seriously prejudiced their position vis-a-vis this 
legislation. The chamber has been reminded time and again by members, which I want to reinforce in this 
wrap-up speech on the second reading, that timeliness is crucial if they are to get a certificate of cooperation. 
They cannot leave this matter in abeyance. 
I conclude my comments by once again thanking all members for their contributions. I once again acknowledge 
the families of the deceased who are in the Speaker’s gallery and who are watching this debate being live 
streamed. I am sure that they will take heart that the Legislative Assembly of this Parliament has seen the 
relatively swift passage of this bill through this chamber and has sent it up to the upper house, may it please you, 
Mr Acting Speaker. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [8.35 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 
MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Leader of the House) [8.35 pm]: I will be very brief in my comments 
this evening. I thank all members who have spoken on the Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017 over 
the 10 or so hours in which we have debated it. This is justice being done. I listened to a number of the 
contributions to the second reading debate that were presented to the house and I congratulate all members for 
their contributions. I also want to acknowledge the support of the opposition in ensuring that this bill will now 
pass from this place this evening and will go to the upper house. I hope that the members in the other place will be 
able to understand the importance of this bill and that it will be passed as soon as possible and become law. 
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To those family members who have been in the Speaker’s gallery this evening and also last Thursday, and to 
those who have been watching the consideration of this bill in the last period of time, this is justice being done. 
To the families of loved ones whose whereabouts remain unknown, this is an important piece of legislation that 
is going to pass this place. To Ray and Margaret Dodd in Pinjarra, who have been tireless campaigners for this 
bill, and to those other family members and the supporters of those families who have been tireless campaigners 
for this bill, this is your moment. This is an important moment for you. It will not, of course, bring back your 
loved ones, which is what you want, but it is a piece of legislation that, when passed by this Parliament, will 
allow or will enshrine in legislation a process that states that if a person is convicted of a murder and the body of 
the deceased—of that person who is no longer with us—is not revealed, then parole is not an option. It is 
important that this piece of legislation passes this place. It is similar to other legislation that has been passed in 
other states in Australia. I am very pleased that this Parliament in Western Australia sees fit that we will also 
have this relevant legislation. To those family members I say that we will never be able to truly understand the 
pain and trauma that you and your loved ones have gone through, some for many, many years. I do not think any 
of us in this place would fully understand that. However, Parliaments are here to listen to the will of the people. 
When I presented the petition to this place early last year, nearly 40 000 people had signed that online petition 
saying that this legislation was something that we, as a Parliament, should consider. 

Although there has been some debate in the second reading process that this should have happened last year—
I think it should have happened last year—this Parliament will pass this bill now. I am very pleased for that. I am 
also very proud to be part of this historic piece of legislation in this place. With that, I ask that when this bill is 
presented to the other place the members in that place understand the importance of supporting this bill and, 
indeed, after due consideration, pass it into law. 

MR S.A. MILLMAN (Mount Lawley) [8.40 pm]: I rise to speak in the third reading debate on the passage of 
the Sentence Administration Amendment Bill 2017. I thank the Leader of the House and member for Mandurah 
for his excellent contribution to the third reading debate. Once again, he has eloquently captured the passion and 
emotion that so many members of this place have displayed in their contributions to the second reading debate. 
I place on the record my commendation and my gratitude to the Attorney General for the work, effort, discipline 
and energy that he has put into bringing this bill to this Parliament—firstly and secondly for advocating very 
stridently and very passionately for its passage. It is a testament to the depth of feeling that the Attorney General 
has for this issue and his ability as an advocate that he was able to very passionately and dispassionately 
articulate the case for the passage of this legislation. 

As this Parliament comes to consider this bill, it is important to remember that the criminal justice system is 
a finely balanced and nuanced instrument of our society. Members on this side of the chamber and I am sure 
many members on the other side of the chamber have a deep and abiding respect for the rule of law. We know 
just how particular and important adherence to the rule of law and appreciation of the criminal justice system is. 
This bill rebalances the scales of justice to provide justice for victims and for the families of victims, and puts 
those victims and those families of victims at the centre of the considerations of the criminal justice system. In 
my contribution to the second reading debate on this legislation I articulated that parole is a privilege and not 
a right. Parole is a privilege that must be earned by a prisoner demonstrating contrition, compassion, 
rehabilitation and a capacity to re-enter civil society. It is an absolute truism that a prisoner who has in no way 
cooperated with authorities to identify the location of the remains of a victim—of a loved one—has failed in 
those requirements to demonstrate that they are entitled to the benefit of that privilege. In no uncertain terms, this 
bill fairly and squarely places in the minds of these dreadful perpetrators—these commissioners of such 
outrageous crimes—the consideration that they will not be released until they have taken that first step of 
contrition and that first step of acknowledgement of their wrongdoing and moved towards making amends with 
victims, families of victims and society. 

This bill is a fantastic work. It is a realisation of a McGowan government election commitment. Delivering on 
that commitment is an absolute vindication of all the work and effort that families of victims have put in. As the 
minister said, the passage of this legislation is a vindication and a celebration for the families of those victims. 
Nothing members in this place can do or say will bring back those loved ones—those lost ones—but we can 
provide people with some hope for the future. By passing this legislation we do just that. To the families of those 
victims I say: all the very best. I am sorry that we cannot do more. I am extremely proud that we are doing this 
much. I am grateful to be part of the passage of this legislation. 

MR P.A. KATSAMBANIS (Hillarys) [8.45 pm]: In brief, the opposition supports this legislation and wishes it 
speedy passage. I thank all members who have spoken on this bill. On the opposition side, apart from me, we 
had the members for South Perth and Churchlands speak briefly to put their views on the record. Clearly, this is 
legislation that many families in Western Australia have been campaigning for and want to see pass, and there is 
no point in prolonging their pain. As I pointed out in my contribution to the second reading debate, the passage 
of this legislation will not bring the closure these families want, but let us hope that it is a trigger for them to get 
that closure. They are suffering and will continue to suffer, but they ask for one thing—that is, the identification 
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of the remains of their missing deceased family members. They deserve that closure. We cannot give that to 
them; we can only give them this bill, which will hopefully assist. Let us hope that those families not only get the 
passage of this bill, but also the passage they have been asking for. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [8.46 pm] — in reply: In closing, I once again 
acknowledge all members’ contributions and opposition support for the bill. I want to make one reflection in 
closing. When we were all in this chamber for the swearing-in of members to this Parliament, the Chief Justice 
sat where the Acting Speaker currently sits and addressed us all. He addressed us—if I might paraphrase, His 
Honour—saying that all members when working for the greater good of the community can bring about real 
results for the community when we apply our joint goodwill to legislation. I think that the passage of this bill in 
this Assembly reflects such an endeavour by all members to proceed in bilateral goodwill to bring this legislation 
about. With the passage of this bill those people who are currently under life sentence in the last five years or six 
years will receive a chilling message in their cells tonight. Cameron Mansell, Brent Donald Mack, 
Gary David Jackson, Mark David Corbett and Aaron Raymond Craig should urgently reconsider their positions 
with the vote taken in this chamber this evening. I thank all members again. Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

House adjourned at 8.49 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — STAFF 
34. Dr M.D. Nahan to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
For each staff member employed or working from the Minister’s Office, in Dumas House: 
(a) what is their full name; 
(b) what is their title; 
(c) what is their Public Service Salary scale or equivalent; 
(d) what is their current salary; 
(e) what additional entitlements do they have, such as, vehicle, phone, etc; 
(f) are they a career public servant or Term of Government employee; and 
(g) what was the previous employment position/title and employer/department at or prior to 

11 March 2017? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
(a)–(g) As is practise in this place, information relating to staff in ministerial offices can be found in the 

“Ministerial Resourcing Report” tabled in Parliament every quarter as part of this government’s 
ongoing commitment to accountability and transparency. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — UNION CONTACT — DIRECTION, INSTRUCTION AND ADVICE 
147. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
(1) Has the Minister or any of their Ministerial staff been provided any direction, instruction or advice from 

the Premier or Premier’s office relating to contact with the: 
(a) Australian Manufacturing Workers’ Union; 
(b) Australian Meat Industries Employees Union; 
(c) Australia Rail, Tram and Bus Industry Union; 
(d) Australian Worker’s Union; 
(e) Breweries and Bottleyards Employees Union; 
(f) CEPU Communications Workers Union; CEPU Electrical Union; 
(g) CFMEU Construction &amp; General Division; CFMEU - Mining Division; 
(h) Community and Public Sector Union; 
(i) Finance Sector Union; 
(j) Food Preservers Union; 
(k) Maritime Union of Australia; 
(l) National Union of Workers; 
(m) Shop, Distributive and Allied Employees Union; 
(n) Transport Workers’ Union; 
(o) United Firefighters Union of WA; 
(p) United Voice; and 
(q) the Western Australian Prison Officers’ Union of Workers? 

(2) If yes to (a)–(q): 
(a) what was the wording or nature of the direction, instruction or advice; 
(b) who provided the direction, instruction or advice; 
(c) who received the direction, instruction or advice; 
(d) how was the direction, instruction or advice disseminated; and 
(e) if the direction, instruction or advice was via letter or email, please table the document? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
Not that I am aware of. 
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MINISTER FOR POLICE — BRIAN BURKE — CONTACT DIRECTION, INSTRUCTION AND ADVICE 

179. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 

Has the Minister or any of their Ministerial staff been provided any direction, instruction or advice from the 
Premier or the Premier’s office relating to contact with Mr Brian Burke, and if so: 

(a) what was the wording or nature of the direction, instruction or advice; 

(b) who provided the direction, instruction or advice; 

(c) who received the direction, instruction or advice; 

(d) how was that the direction, instruction or advice disseminated; and 

(e) if the direction, instruction or advice was via letter or email, please table the document? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

Staff are expected to follow DPC and PSC guidelines on ethical and accountable decision making and as 
a Minister I will follow the Ministerial code of conduct.  

MINISTER FOR POLICE — REGISTER OF LOBBYISTS — CONTACT 

246. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 

Has the Minister or Ministerial staff met or had any contact with any individual or company on the Register of 
Lobbyists since 17 March 2017 and if so: 

(a) what are the dates for each meeting or contact; 

(b) what was contacted; 

(c) what was the nature of the contact; 

(d) where was each meeting held; 

(e) who was present at each meeting; 

(f) what was discussed at each meeting; and 

(g) what company or individual was being represented by the lobbyist? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

(a)–(g) Ministerial staff and myself may have had contact with representatives for administrative purposes 
or may have had incidental social contact. Any meetings would be documented according to the 
“Register of Lobbyists”. 

MINISTER FOR WATER — COMMUNICATION METHODS 

336. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 

(1) Is the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC) provided mobile phone the only method of mobile 
phone communication for the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other mobile phones does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(2) Is the DPC provided iPad the only type of tablet used by the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other tablet devices does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(3) Does the Minister use any third-party messaging applications on any of their mobile phones or tablet 
devices: 

(a) If yes, what is the name of this application; and 

(b) If yes, does the Minister maintain the use of this application in a manner consistent with the 
State Records Act 2000? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  

(1)–(3) The Minister uses many methods of communication in the course of his role. The Minister is aware of 
his obligations under the State Records Act 2000 and complies with those obligations. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 27 June 2017] 1699 

 

MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — COMMUNICATION METHODS 
337. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 

and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 
(1) Is the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC) provided mobile phone the only method of mobile 

phone communication for the Minister: 
(a) If not, how many other mobile phones does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 

Ministerial business? 
(2) Is the DPC provided iPad the only type of tablet used by the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other tablet devices does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(3) Does the Minister use any third-party messaging applications on any of their mobile phones or tablet 
devices: 
(a) If yes, what is the name of this application; and 
(b) If yes, does the Minister maintain the use of this application in a manner consistent with the 

State Records Act 2000? 
Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
(1)–(3) The Minister uses many methods of communication in the course of (his/her) role. The Minister is 

aware of (his/her) obligations under the State Records Act 2000 and complies with those obligations. 
(a)–(b) Not Applicable. 

MINISTER FOR HOUSING — COMMUNICATION METHODS 
338. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Housing; Veterans Issues; Youth: 
(1) Is the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC) provided mobile phone the only method of mobile 

phone communication for the Minister: 
(a) If not, how many other mobile phones does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 

Ministerial business? 
(2) Is the DPC provided iPad the only type of tablet used by the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other tablet devices does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(3) Does the Minister use any third-party messaging applications on any of their mobile phones or tablet 
devices: 
(a) If yes, what is the name of this application; and 
(b) If yes, does the Minister maintain the use of this application in a manner consistent with the 

State Records Act 2000? 
Mr P.C. Tinley replied: 
(1)–(3) The Minister uses many methods of communication in the course of his role. The Minister is aware of 

his obligations under the State Records Act 2000 and complies with those obligations. 
MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — COMMUNICATION METHODS 

339. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
(1) Is the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC) provided mobile phone the only method of mobile 

phone communication for the Minister: 
(a) If not, how many other mobile phones does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 

Ministerial business? 
(2) Is the DPC provided iPad the only type of tablet used by the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other tablet devices does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(3) Does the Minister use any third-party messaging applications on any of their mobile phones or tablet 
devices: 
(a) If yes, what is the name of this application; and 
(b) If yes, does the Minister maintain the use of this application in a manner consistent with the 

State Records Act 2000? 
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Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
The Minister uses many methods of communication in the course of her role. The Minister is aware of her 
obligations under the State Records Act 2000 and complies with those obligations. 

MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — COMMUNICATION METHODS 

340. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 
Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 

(1) Is the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC) provided mobile phone the only method of mobile 
phone communication for the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other mobile phones does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(2) Is the DPC provided iPad the only type of tablet used by the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other tablet devices does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(3) Does the Minister use any third-party messaging applications on any of their mobile phones or tablet 
devices: 

(a) If yes, what is the name of this application; and 

(b) If yes, does the Minister maintain the use of this application in a manner consistent with the 
State Records Act 2000? 

Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
(1)–(3) The Minister uses many methods of communication in the course of his role. 

The Minister is aware of his obligations under the State Records Act 2000 and complies with those 
obligations. 

MINISTER FOR TOURISM — COMMUNICATION METHODS 

341. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 
Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 

(1) Is the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC) provided mobile phone the only method of mobile 
phone communication for the Minister: 
(a) If not, how many other mobile phones does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 

Ministerial business? 

(2) Is the DPC provided iPad the only type of tablet used by the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other tablet devices does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(3) Does the Minister use any third-party messaging applications on any of their mobile phones or tablet 
devices: 

(a) If yes, what is the name of this application; and 
(b) If yes, does the Minister maintain the use of this application in a manner consistent with the 

State Records Act 2000? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
The Minister uses many methods of communication in the course of his role. The Minister is aware of his 
obligations under the State Records Act 2000 and complies with those obligations. 

TREASURER — COMMUNICATION METHODS 

342. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
(1) Is the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC) provided mobile phone the only method of mobile 

phone communication for the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other mobile phones does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(2) Is the DPC provided iPad the only type of tablet used by the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other tablet devices does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 
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(3) Does the Minister use any third-party messaging applications on any of their mobile phones or tablet 
devices: 

(a) If yes, what is the name of this application; and 

(b) If yes, does the Minister maintain the use of this application in a manner consistent with the 
State Records Act 2000? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 

The Minister uses many methods of communication in the course of his role. The Minister is aware of his 
obligations under the State Records Act 2000 and complies with those obligations. 

MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — COMMUNICATION METHODS 

343. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 

(1) Is the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC) provided mobile phone the only method of mobile 
phone communication for the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other mobile phones does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(2) Is the DPC provided iPad the only type of tablet used by the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other tablet devices does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(3) Does the Minister use any third-party messaging applications on any of their mobile phones or tablet 
devices: 

(a) If yes, what is the name of this application; and 

(b) If yes, does the Minister maintain the use of this application in a manner consistent with the 
State Records Act 2000? 

Mr M.P. Murray replied: 

(1)–(3) The Minister uses many methods of communication in the course of his role. The Minister is aware of 
his obligations under the State Records Act 2000 and complies with those obligations. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL — COMMUNICATION METHODS 

344. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 

(1) Is the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC) provided mobile phone the only method of mobile 
phone communication for the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other mobile phones does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(2) Is the DPC provided iPad the only type of tablet used by the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other tablet devices does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(3) Does the Minister use any third-party messaging applications on any of their mobile phones or tablet 
devices: 

(a) If yes, what is the name of this application; and 

(b) If yes, does the Minister maintain the use of this application in a manner consistent with the 
State Records Act 2000? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 

The Minister uses many methods of communication in the course of their role. The Minister is aware of their 
obligations under the State Records Act 2000 (WA) and complies with those obligations. 

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — COMMUNICATION METHODS 

350. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 

(1) Is the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC) provided mobile phone the only method of mobile 
phone communication for the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other mobile phones does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 
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(2) Is the DPC provided iPad the only type of tablet used by the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other tablet devices does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(3) Does the Minister use any third-party messaging applications on any of their mobile phones or tablet 
devices: 

(a) If yes, what is the name of this application; and 

(b) If yes, does the Minister maintain the use of this application in a manner consistent with the 
State Records Act 2000? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 

The Minister uses many methods of communication in the course of her role. The Minister is aware of her 
obligations under the State Records Act 2000 and complies with those obligations. 

MINISTER FOR HEALTH — COMMUNICATION METHODS 

351. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 

(1) Is the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC) provided mobile phone the only method of mobile 
phone communication for the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other mobile phones does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(2) Is the DPC provided iPad the only type of tablet used by the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other tablet devices does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(3) Does the Minister use any third-party messaging applications on any of their mobile phones or tablet 
devices: 

(a) If yes, what is the name of this application; and 

(b) If yes, does the Minister maintain the use of this application in a manner consistent with the 
State Records Act 2000? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 

(1)–(3) The Minister uses many methods of communication in the course of his role. The Minister is aware of 
his obligations under the State Records Act 2000 and complies with those obligations. 

PREMIER — COMMUNICATION METHODS 

352. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 
Jobs and Trade; Federal-State Relations: 

(1) Is the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC) provided mobile phone the only method of mobile 
phone communication for the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other mobile phones does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(2) Is the DPC provided iPad the only type of tablet used by the Minister: 

(a) If not, how many other tablet devices does the Minister have and is it used to conduct 
Ministerial business? 

(3) Does the Minister use any third-party messaging applications on any of their mobile phones or tablet 
devices: 

(a) If yes, what is the name of this application; and 

(b) If yes, does the Minister maintain the use of this application in a manner consistent with the 
State Records Act 2000? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  

The Premier uses many methods of communication in the course of his role. The Premier is aware of his 
obligations under the State Records Act 2000 and complies with those obligations. 
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MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS 

353. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 

(a) did the Labor Party make any election commitments relevant to your portfolios: 

(i) If yes: 
(A) what was the commitment; 

(B) what was the funding amount attached to the commitment; 

(C) what was the committed date of delivery; and 
(D) what electorate was the commitment for (if State-wide indicate it as such)? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  
(a) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 369. 

MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS 

354. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 
and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 

(a) did the Labor Party make any election commitments relevant to your portfolios: 

(i) If yes: 
(A) what was the commitment; 

(B) what was the funding amount attached to the commitment; 

(C) what was the committed date of delivery; and 
(D) what electorate was the commitment for (if State-wide indicate it as such)? 

Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 369. 

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS 

356. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) did the Labor Party make any election commitments relevant to your portfolios: 

(i) If yes: 

(A) what was the commitment; 
(B) what was the funding amount attached to the commitment; 

(C) what was the committed date of delivery; and 

(D) what electorate was the commitment for (if State-wide indicate it as such)? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 369. 

MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS 

357. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 
Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) did the Labor Party make any election commitments relevant to your portfolios: 

(i) If yes: 

(A) what was the commitment; 
(B) what was the funding amount attached to the commitment; 

(C) what was the committed date of delivery; and 

(D) what electorate was the commitment for (if State-wide indicate it as such)? 
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Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
(a) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 369. 

MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS 
358. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 

Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) did the Labor Party make any election commitments relevant to your portfolios: 

(i) If yes: 
(A) what was the commitment; 
(B) what was the funding amount attached to the commitment; 
(C) what was the committed date of delivery; and 
(D) what electorate was the commitment for (if State-wide indicate it as such)? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 369. 

TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS 
359. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) did the Labor Party make any election commitments relevant to your portfolios: 

(i) If yes: 
(A) what was the commitment; 
(B) what was the funding amount attached to the commitment; 
(C) what was the committed date of delivery; and 
(D) what electorate was the commitment for (if State-wide indicate it as such)? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 369. 

MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS 
360. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) did the Labor Party make any election commitments relevant to your portfolios: 

(i) If yes: 
(A) what was the commitment; 
(B) what was the funding amount attached to the commitment; 
(C) what was the committed date of delivery; and 
(D) what electorate was the commitment for (if State-wide indicate it as such)? 

Mr M.P. Murray replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 369. 

MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS 
363. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) did the Labor Party make any election commitments relevant to your portfolios: 

(i) If yes: 
(A) what was the commitment; 
(B) what was the funding amount attached to the commitment; 
(C) what was the committed date of delivery; and 
(D) what electorate was the commitment for (if State-wide indicate it as such)? 

Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 369 
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MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS 

368. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 

(a) did the Labor Party make any election commitments relevant to your portfolios: 

(i) If yes: 

(A) what was the commitment; 

(B) what was the funding amount attached to the commitment; 

(C) what was the committed date of delivery; and 

(D) what electorate was the commitment for (if State-wide indicate it as such)? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 

(a) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 369. 

PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS 

369. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 
Jobs and Trade; Federal-State Relations: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 

(a) did the Labor Party make any election commitments relevant to your portfolios: 

(i) If yes: 

(A) what was the commitment; 

(B) what was the funding amount attached to the commitment; 

(C) what was the committed date of delivery; and 

(D) what electorate was the commitment for (if State-wide indicate it as such)? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  

(a) Election commitments are a matter of public record. Cabinet and the Expenditure Review Committee 
are responsible for making decisions in relation to funding and delivery timeframes. 

MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

370. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 

(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 

(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 

(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 

(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 
future? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  

Aqwest, Busselton Water, ChemCentre, Department of Fisheries, Department of Water, Forest Products 
Commission, Office of the Government Chief Information Officer and Water Corporation 

(a) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 

(ii) Not applicable. 

(iii) Not applicable. 

(iv) Not applicable. 

Office of Science 

(a) (i)–(iv) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 386. 
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MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

371. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 
and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 
(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 
(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 
(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 

future? 

Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
Department for Child Protection and Family Support 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Department of Local Government and Communities 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

372. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Housing; Veterans Issues; Youth: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 
(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 
(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 
(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 

future? 

Mr P.C. Tinley replied: 
Housing Authority 
The Housing Authority advises: 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
(iv) All computers are patched each month. 

Department of Local Government and Communities 
The Department of Local Government and Communities advises: 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

373. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 
(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 
(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 
(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 

future? 
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Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not Applicable. 
MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

374. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 
Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 
(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 
(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 
(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 

future? 

Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
Department of Mines and Petroleum 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Mineral Research Institute of WA 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Department of Commerce 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Construction Industry Long Service Leave Payments Board (My Leave) 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
WA Industrial Relations Commission 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
WorkCover WA 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
WA Electoral Commission 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

375. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 
Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 
(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 
(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 
(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 

future? 
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Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Tourism Portfolio 
Tourism WA 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Racing and Gaming Portfolio 
Burswood Park Board 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Racing and Wagering Western Australia 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Small Business Portfolio 
Small Business Development Corporation 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Defence Issues Portfolio 
Defence West (as part of the Department of Commerce) 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Citizenship and Multicultural Interests Portfolio 
Office of Multicultural Interests (as part of the Department of Local Government and Communities) 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

376. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 
(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 
(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 
(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 

future? 
Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Department of Finance & Public Utilities Office 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
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Department of Treasury 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
(iv) The Department of Treasury’s (Treasury) ICT patching policy ensures the regular delivery of 

security updates to Treasury’s computers.  Treasury’s computers were patched against 
‘Adylkuzz’ in April 2017. 

Economic Regulation Authority 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund 
(a) No computers in our office were infected with the virus/malware called Adylkuzz. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
(iv) Our IT provider has anti-virus and malware software installed on all of our servers and 

computers. 
Government Employees Superannuation Board 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Horizon Power 
(a) No Horizon Power computers were infected with Adylkuzz 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
(iv) Horizon Power has a mature patching program in place as per the Australian Signals 

Directorate’s (ASD) Essential 8 and had already patched for this vulnerability in 
April 2017.  In addition, we have 24/7 monitoring in place to detect any malware activity and 
an incident management process to deal with malware outbreaks which includes, if necessary, 
recovery from backup tapes.  Notwithstanding, the following additional controls were put in 
place: 

Blocking of external traffic connection attempts on specific ports that the 
vulnerability exploited.  
Additional patching and updates applied to Horizon Power desktops/laptops/servers 
with mandatory forced reboots to ensure the patches were applied.  
Communications to staff to increase awareness of all malware campaigns and the 
appropriate actions to take in order to avoid infection.   

Independent Market Operator 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Insurance Commission of Western Australia 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Native Title 
Please refer to response to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 386. 
Office of the Auditor General 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
(iv) We perform continual reviews of security practices and controls to prevent infections from 

occurring. 
Synergy 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 



1710 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 27 June 2017] 

 

Western Australia Treasury Corporation 

(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

Western Power 

(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

377. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 

(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 

(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 

(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 

(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 
future? 

Mr M.P. Murray replied: 

Department of Local Government and Communities 

(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

Department of Sport and Recreation 

(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

378. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 

(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 

(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 

(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 

(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 
future? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 

(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

380. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 

(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 

(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 

(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 

(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 
future? 
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Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
The Department of Corrective Services advises: 
(a) Zero. 

(i)–(iv) Not Applicable. 
The Department of Fire and Emergency Services (DFES) advises: 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
The Office of Emergency Management (OEM) submits the following response: 
(a) The OEM as a sub-department of the Department of Fire and Emergency Services (DFES) relies on 

DFES support for all Information Technology and has complied with DFES risk management 
measures.  OEM have not been made aware of any infections of virus/malware called “Adylkuzz’. 
(i)–(iv) Not Applicable. 

The Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services advises: 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
The Supervised Release Review Board advises: 
The Supervised Release Review Board uses IT equipment maintained by Department of the Attorney General 
and as such this advice will be provided as part of that Departmental return. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 
382. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 
(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 
(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 
(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 

future? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

384. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 
(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 
(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 
(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 

future? 
Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Department of Education 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) N/A. 
Country High Schools Hostels Authority 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) N/A. 
School Curriculum and Standards Authority 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) N/A. 
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Department of Education Services 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) N/A. 
Department of Training and Workforce Development 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) N/A. 
North Metropolitan TAFE 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) N/A. 
South Metropolitan TAFE 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) N/A. 
North Regional TAFE 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) N/A. 
South Regional TAFE 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) N/A. 
Central Regional TAFE 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) N/A. 
Building Construction Industry Training Fund 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) N/A. 
MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

385. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 
(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 
(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 
(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 

future? 
Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
(a) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not Applicable. 
PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS 

386. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 
Jobs and Trade; Federal-State Relations: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how many computers were infected with the virus/malware called ‘Adylkuzz’: 

(i) for each infected computer when was the infection date; 
(ii) have all computers been cleaned of the virus/malware; 
(iii) why were the infected machines not patched to prevent this from occurring; and 
(iv) what actions have been taken since the infection to prevent this from occurring again in the 

future? 
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Mr M. McGowan replied:  
Lotterywest, Premier and Cabinet, Salaries and Allowances Tribunal, State Development, Jobs and Trade 
(a) None. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
Public Sector Commission 
(a) No incidents of infection 

(i) Not Applicable – no infections. 
(ii) Not Applicable – no infections. 
(iii) Not Applicable – all Computers are patched for this virus/malware. 
(iv) Not Applicable – Computer Network protection and End Point Device security is in place. 

On behalf of Gold Corporation and its subsidiaries: 
None of the Corporations physical or virtualised infrastructure has been infected by this malware. 

MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF 
387. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 
(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 
(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 
(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 
(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 
(v) over 3 years? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  
Aqwest 
(a) Three. 
(b) (i) Nil. 

(ii) Nil. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 
(v) Three. 

Busselton Water 
(a) Three. 
(b) (i) Nil. 

(ii) Nil. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) One. 
(v) Two. 

ChemCentre 
(a) 59. 
(b) (i) 20. 

(ii) Eight. 
(iii) Seven. 
(iv) Eight. 
(v) 16. 

Department of Fisheries 
(a) 46. 
(b) (i) One. 
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(ii) 13. 
(iii) Nine. 
(iv) Eight. 
(v) 15. 

Department of Water 
(a) 48. 
(b) (i) Six. 

(ii) 21. 
(iii) Eight. 
(iv) 10. 
(v) Three. 

Forest Products Commission 
(a) 34. 
(b) (i) Four. 

(ii) 18. 
(iii) Five. 
(iv) Three. 
(v) Four. 

Water Corporation 
(a) 253. 
(b) (i) 73. 

(ii) 82. 
(iii) 51. 
(iv) 14. 
(v) 33. 

Office of Science 
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 403. 
Office of the Government Chief Information Officer 
(a) 13. 
(b) (i) One. 

(ii) Four. 
(iii) Six. 
(iv) Two. 
(v) Nil. 

MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF 
388. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 

and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 
(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 
(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 
(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 
(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 
(v) over 3 years? 
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Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
Department for Child Protection and Family Support 

(a) 306 employees are employed on fixed term contracts. 

(b) (i) 57. 

(ii) 134. 

(iii) 58. 

(iv) 25. 

(v) 32. 

Department of Local Government and Communities 

(a) 10. 

(b) (i) 6. 

(ii) 4. 

(iii) 0. 

(iv) 0. 

(v) 0. 

MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF 

389. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Housing; Veterans Issues; Youth: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 

(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 

(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 

(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 

(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 

(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 

(v) over 3 years? 

Mr P.C. Tinley replied: 
Housing Authority 

The Housing Authority advises: 

(a) 321 people on fixed-term contracts. 

(b) (i) 48. 

(ii) 152. 

(iii) 44. 

(iv) 42. 

(v) 35. 

Department of Local Government and Communities 

The Department of Local Government and Communities advises: 

(a) Nil. 

(b) (i)–(v) Not applicable. 

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF 

390. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 

(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 
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(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 

(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 

(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 

(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 

(v) over 3 years? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 

Transport Agencies: 

(a) 470. 

(b) (i) 102. 

(ii) 106. 

(iii) 48. 

(iv) 64. 

(v) 150. 

Note: The above Transport Agency numbers exclude Senior Executive Service (SES) staff contracts. 

Planning Agencies:  

(a) 70. 

(b) (i) 3. 

(ii) 27. 

(iii) 24. 

(iv) 5. 

(v) 11. 

Lands Agencies: 

(a) 98. 

(b) (i) 17. 

(ii) 39. 

(iii) 20. 

(iv) 14. 

(v) 8. 

MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF 

391. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 
Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 

(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 

(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 

(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 

(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 

(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 

(v) over 3 years? 
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Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
Department of Mines and Petroleum 
(a) 805. 
(b) (i) 11. 

(ii) 29. 
(iii) 27. 
(iv) 46. 
(v) 692. 

Mineral Research Institute of WA 
(a) 4. 
(b) (i) Nil. 

(ii) Nil. 
(iii) 2. 
(iv) Nil. 
(v) 2. 

Department of Commerce 
(a) 841. 
(b) (i) 28. 

(ii) 65. 
(iii) 34. 
(iv) 33. 
(v) 681. 

WA Industrial Relations Commission 
(a) 36. 
(b) (i) 2. 

(ii) Nil. 
(iii) 3. 
(iv) 3. 
(v) 28. 

Workcover WA 
(a) 144. 
(b) (i) 1. 

(ii) 10. 
(iii) 4. 
(iv) 6. 
(v) 123. 

Construction Industry Long Service Leave Payments Board (My Leave) 
(a) 20. 
(b) (i) 2. 

(ii) Nil. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) 1. 
(v) 17. 

WA Electoral Commission 
(a) 69. 
(b) (i) 18. 

(ii) 7. 
(iii) 3. 
(iv) 2. 
(v) 39. 
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MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF 

392. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 
Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 

(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 

(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 

(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 

(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 

(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 

(v) over 3 years? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 

Tourism Portfolio 

Tourism WA 

(a) 28. 

(b) (i) 1. 

(ii) 13. 

(iii) 3. 

(iv) 3. 

(v) 8. 

Racing and Gaming Portfolio 

Burswood Park Board 

(a) Nil. 

(b) Not applicable. 

Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 

(a) 4. 

(b) (i) Nil. 

(ii) 4. 

(iii)–(v) Nil. 

Racing and Wagering Western Australia 

(a) 23. 

(b) (i) 3. 

(ii) 9. 

(iii) 6. 

(iv) 1. 

(v) 4. 

Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 

(a) 1. 

(b) (i) Nil. 

(ii) 1. 

(iii)–(v) Nil. 
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Small Business Portfolio 
Small Business Development Corporation 

(a) 3. 

(b) (i) 1. 

(ii) 1. 

(iii) Nil. 

(iv) 1. 

(v) Nil. 

Defence Issues Portfolio 
Defence West (as part of the Department of Commerce) 

(a) Nil. 

(b) (i)–(v) Not applicable. 

Citizenship and Multicultural Interests Portfolio 
Office of Multicultural Interests (as part of the Department of Local Government and Communities) 

(a) Nil. 

(b) (i)–(v) Not applicable. 

TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF 

393. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 

(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 

(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 

(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 

(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 

(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 

(v) over 3 years? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs 

(a) 7. 

(b) (i) 1. 

(ii) 4. 

(iii) 1. 

(iv) 1. 

(v) Nil. 

Department of Finance and Public Utilities Office 

    Finance Energy 

(a)   120 9 

(b) (i) 7 1 

  (ii) 46 1 

  (iii) 17 2 

  (iv) 22 2 

  (v) 28 3 
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Department of Treasury 
(a) 46. 
(b) (i) Nil. 

(ii) 6. 
(iii) 16. 
(iv) 8. 
(v) 16. 

Economic Regulation Authority 
(a) 8 (Including CEO and 3 SES positions). 
(b) (i) 3. 

(ii) 4 (Includes the 3 SES positions). 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) 1 (CEO Contract with the ERA Governing Body). 
(iv) Nil. 

Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund 
(a) 2. 
(b) (i) Nil. 

(ii) Nil. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 
(v) 2. 

Government Employees Superannuation Board 
(a) 5. 
(b) (i) Nil. 

(ii) Nil. 
(iii) 2. 
(iv) 1. 
(v) 2. 

Horizon Power 
(a) 32. 
(b) (i) 9. 

(ii) 15. 
(iii) 6. 
(iv) 2. 
(v) 0. 

Independent Market Operator 
(a) Nil. 
(b) (i)–(v) Not Applicable. 
Insurance Commission of Western Australia 
(a) 29 Fixed Term Contracts. 
(b) (i) 2. 

(ii) 16. 
(iii) 5. 
(iv) 3. 
(v) 3. 
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Native Title 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 403. 
Office of the Auditor General 
(a) 11. 
(b) (i) 1. 

(ii) 8. 
(iii) 1. 
(iv) 1. 
(v) 0. 

Synergy 
(a) 49. 
(b) (i) 8. 

(ii) 17. 
(iii) 15. 
(iv) 5. 
(v) 4. 

Western Australia Treasury Corporation 
Western Australian Treasury Corporation is a Schedule 1 agency under the Public Sector Management Act, does 
not use Public Sector salary levels, classes or divisions and employs staff on individual contracts of employment. 
(a) All of Western Australian Treasury Corporation’s 67 staff are employed on long term contracts. 
Western Power 
(a) 153. 
(b) (i) 66. 

(ii) 60. 
(iii) 14. 
(iv) 6. 
(v) 7. 

MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF 
394. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 
(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 
(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 
(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 
(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 
(v) over 3 years? 

Mr M.P. Murray replied: 
Department of Sport and Recreation 
(a) 32. 
(b) (i) 3. 

(ii) 8. 
(iii) 2. 
(iv) 3. 
(v) 16. 
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Department of Local Government and Communities 
(a) 6. 
(b) (i) 4. 

(ii) 1. 
(iii) 0. 
(iv) 0. 
(v) 1. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — CONTRACT STAFF 
395. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 
(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 
(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 
(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 
(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 
(v) over 3 years? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
(a) 125 * 

*Part 12 Division 1 of the Corruption, Crime and Misconduct Act 2003 sets out the provisions relating 
to the Commission’s staff.  
“Section 179. Staff of the Commission 

The Commission may appoint members of staff  
A member of staff is not to be appointed for a term exceeding 5 years and is eligible for 
reappointment. 
The staff are not to be employed under Part 3 of the Public Sector Management Act 1994.”  

(b) (i) 6. 
(ii) 34. 
(iii) 10. 
(iv) 11. 
(v) 64. 

Department of the Attorney General: 
(a) 212. 
(b) (i) 32. 

(ii) 75. 
(iii) 37. 
(iv) 24. 
(v) 44. 

LegalAid WA: 
(a) 75. 
(b) (i) 15. 

(ii) 31. 
(iii) 6. 
(iv) 8. 
(v) 15. 
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Office of the Commissioner for Children and Young People: 

(a) 5. 

(b) (i) 2. 

(ii) 3. 

(iii)–(v) 0. 

Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions: 

(a) 32; and 

(b) (i) 5; 

(ii) 12; 

(iii) 6; 

(iv) 3; and 

(v) 6. 

Office of the information Commissioner/Freedom of Information: 

(a) 0. 

(b) Not applicable. 

Solicitor General’s and State Solicitors Office: 

Incorporated in the Department of the Attorney General response. 

Equal Opportunity Commission: 

(a) 1. 

(b) (i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

(v) 1. 

Under the Equal Opportunity Act 1984 the Commissioner for Equal Opportunity is appointed for a fixed term by 
the Governor, therefore the answer refers to the Commissioner for Equal Opportunity whose appointment has an 
end date and is considered to be a contract for the purpose of this question. 

MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF 

397. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 

(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 

(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 

(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 

(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 

(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 

(v) over 3 years? 

Mr F.M. Logan replied:  

The Department of Corrective Services advises: 

(a) 287 people are employed on fixed term contracts. 

(b) (i) 24. 

(ii) 160. 

(iii) 50. 

(iv) 23. 

(v) 30. 
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The Department of Fire and Emergency Services advises that: 
(a) 114. 
(b) (i) 36. 

(ii) 41. 
(iii) 18. 
(iv) 7. 
(v) 12. 

The Office of Emergency Management (OEM) submits the following response: 
(a) 13. 
(b) (i) 0. 

(ii) 3. 
(iii) 2. 
(iv) 4. 
(v) 4. 

The Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services advises: 
(a) 1. 
(b) (v) Over 3 years. 
The Supervised Release Review Board as a sub agency of Department of the Attorney General will provide 
a response as part of that return.  

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — CONTRACT STAFF 
401. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 
(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 
(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 
(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 
(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 
(v) over 3 years? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Department of Education 
(a) 9,373. 
(b) (i) 1,901. 

(ii) 3,573. 
(iii) 1,995. 
(iv) 909. 
(v) 995. 

Country High School Hostels Authority 
(a) 26. 
(b) (i) 6. 

(ii) 15. 
(iii) 2. 
(iv) 2. 
(v) 1. 
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Department of Education Services 

(a) 10. 

(b) (i) 1. 

(ii) 2. 

(iii) 5. 

(iv) 1. 

(v) 1. 

Schools Curriculum and Standards Authority 

(a) 44. 

(b) (i) 3. 

(ii) 11. 

(iii) 5. 

(iv) 4. 

(v) 21. 

Department of Training and Workforce Development 

(a) 62. 

(b) (i) 9. 

(ii) 14. 

(iii) 13. 

(iv) 6. 

(v) 20. 

Central Regional TAFE 

(a) 116. 

(b) (i) 8. 

(ii) 20. 

(iii) 19. 

(iv) 24. 

(v) 45. 

North Metropolitan TAFE 

(a) 266. 

(b) (i) 15. 

(ii) 33. 

(iii) 26. 

(iv) 47. 

(v) 145. 

North Regional TAFE 

(a) 53. 

(b) (i) 8. 

(ii) 25. 

(iii) 6. 

(iv) 6. 

(v) 8. 
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South Metropolitan TAFE 
(a) 268. 
(b) (i) 18. 

(ii) 45. 
(iii) 33. 
(iv) 24. 
(v) 148. 

South Regional TAFE 
(a) 97. 
(b) (i) 6. 

(ii) 16. 
(iii) 7. 
(iv) 12. 
(v) 56. 

Building Construction Industry Training Fund 
(a) 2. 
(b) (i) 1. 

(ii) 1. 
(iii) N/A. 
(iv) N/A. 
(v) N/A. 

MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF 
402. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 
(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 
(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 
(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 
(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 
(v) over 3 years? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
I am advised that: 

  (a) (b)(i) (b)(ii) (b)(iii) (b)(iv) (b)(v) 

*Department 
of Health  
(As at 
12 June 2017) 

9,841 
head 
count 

1,019 head 
count 

3,616 head 
count 

1,777 head 
count 

1,311 head 
count 

2,118 head 
count 

Mental 
Health 
Commission 

74 9  
(includes 
4 clinical 
and 
5 Public 
Service 
Award 
position 
contracts) 

31 (includes 
3 SES, 
14 clinical 
and 
14 Public 
Service 
Award 
position 
contracts) 

11  
(includes 2 
SES, 5 clinical 
and 4 Public 
Service Award 
position 
contracts) 

3 
(includes 2 clini
cal and 1 Public 
Service Award 
position 
contracts) 

20  
(includes 
4 SES, 10 cli
nical and 6 
Public 
Service 
Award 
position 
contracts) 
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Health & 
Disability 
Services 
Complaints 
Office 
(HADSCO) 

5 1 2 1 1 0 

Healthway 6 0 3 3 0 0 

Animal 
Resources 
Authority 

11 0 8 0 2 1 

*Note: Employee contract information cannot be provided from the WA health system’s corporate human 
resource information systems for a prior time period. All figures are therefore provided as at the date of data 
extraction (12 June 2017) for employees on fixed term contracts. 

PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF 
403. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 

Jobs and Trade; Federal-State Relations: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many people are employed on contracts; and 
(b) for the above total figure, please provide a breakdown for those who have been on contract for: 

(i) 0 to 3 months; 
(ii) 3 months to 1 year; 
(iii) 1 year to 2 years; 
(iv) 2 years to 3 years; and 
(v) over 3 years? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  
Lotterywest 
(a) 52. 
(b) (i) 7. 

(ii) 20. 
(iii) 16. 
(iv) 2. 
(v) 7. 

Premier and Cabinet 
(a) 37. 
(b) (i) 7. 

(ii) 13. 
(iii) 10. 
(iv) 1. 
(v) 6. 

The Public Sector Commission advises 
(a) 7. 
(b) (i) 0. 

(ii) 4. 
(iii) 2. 
(iv) 1. 
(v) 0. 
Above figures do not include Cadets and Trainees 
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Salaries and Allowances Tribunal 
(a) Nil. 
(b) N/A. 
State Development, Jobs and Trade 
(a) 15 (including persons on SES fixed term contracts, but excluding those contracted under “right of 

return” arrangements). 
(b) (i) 1. 

(ii) 3 (includes 1 person on an SES contract). 
(iii) 4. 
(iv) 0. 
(v) 7 (includes 4 persons on SES contracts). 

On behalf of Gold Corporation and its subsidiaries: 
(a) 41. 
(b) (i) 8. 

(ii) 18. 
(iii) 14. 
(iv) 1. 
(v) 0. 

PUBLIC SECTOR — STAFF HIRING PROCESS 
406. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
In relation to staff appointments: 
(a) what is the process used by the State Government for hiring ministerial staff; 
(b) what is the Premier’s Chief of Staff’s role in the review of applications for positions or the hiring 

process; 
(c) what is the Acting Director General of the Department of Premier and Cabinet’s role in the review of 

applications for positions or the hiring process; 
(d) what is Hon John Kobelke’s role in the review of applications for positions or the hiring process; and 
(e) what is Hon Jim McGinty’s role in the review of applications for positions or the hiring process? 
Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(a) As a result of the State election in March 2017, the Ministerial Merit Panel was required to consider 

submissions for new appointments in ministerial offices under the appointment arrangements specified 
in Part 4 of the Public Sector Management Act 1994. The process for appointing staff remains 
unchanged from previous governments 

(b) The Premier’s Chief of Staff is consulted regarding any new appointment to a Ministerial Office 
(c) The Ministerial Merit Panel makes recommendations on Ministerial Office appointments to the 

Acting Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet under delegation set out in 
part 4 of the Public Sector Management Act 1994. The Acting Director General is required to approve 
those recommendations for any appointment to a Ministerial Office to be confirmed. 

(d)–(e) The Hon John Kobelke and the Hon Jim McGinty have no role in the review of applications or the hiring 
of staff. In the lead up to the March 11 State election and the swearing-in of the new Government on 
March 17, the Hon John Kobelke and the Hon Kim McGinty provided advice and expertise to the then 
Opposition Leader’s office about transitioning to Government and the functions of Ministerial Offices. 

PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARIES 
407. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
For each Parliamentary Secretary: 
(a) confirm if the Parliamentary Secretary has access to a Ministerial vehicle; 
(b) confirm if the Parliamentary Secretary has access to the Ministerial driver pool; 
(c) confirm if the Parliamentary Secretary has been provided with a mobile phone by the Department of the 

Premier and Cabinet; 
(d) confirm if the Parliamentary Secretary has been provided with an iPad by the Department of the 

Premier and Cabinet; 
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(e) confirm if the Parliamentary Secretary has been provided with a laptop by the Department of the 
Premier and Cabinet; 

(f) if the Parliamentary Secretary has any staff allocated by the Department of the Premier and Cabinet or 
the Ministerial Office to support this role; 

(g) if the Parliamentary Secretary has declared any conflicts of interests with the Premier, the Premier’s 
office, the Minister, the Ministerial Office or the Department of the Premier and Cabinet; and 

(h) if the Parliamentary Secretary has a dedicated office in Dumas House or 1 Parliament Place? 
Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(a) No. 
(b) Parliamentary Secretaries have access to a Ministerial driver only if representing a Minister at an 

official function. 
(c)–(d) No. 
(e) Parliamentary Secretaries have been provided with a laptop as part of their entitlement as a Member of 

Parliament. 
(f) No. 
(g) In accordance with the Ministerial Code of Conduct all Ministers and Parliamentary Secretaries are 

required to make declarations concerning any potential, perceived or actual conflicts of interest. These 
declarations remain Cabinet-in-Confidence. 

(h) As at 20 June 2017 the following Parliamentary Secretaries have a dedicated office within Dumas 
House or 1 Parliament Place; Ms Amber Jade Sanderson MLA, Mr John Carey MLA; Mr Reece 
Whitby MLA, Hon Alana Clohesy MLC, Mr Chris Tallentire MLA, and Hon Samantha Rowe MLC. 

PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY OF THE CABINET 
408. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
For the newly created position of Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet please advise: 
(a) the salary for this position; 
(b) the salary for a Minister; 
(c) whether the Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet has access to a Ministerial vehicle; 
(d) whether the Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet has access to the Ministerial driver pool; 
(e) whether the Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet has been provided with a mobile phone by the 

Department of Premier and Cabinet; 
(f) whether the Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet has been provided with an iPad by the Department 

of Premier and Cabinet; 
(g) whether the Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet has been provided with a laptop by the Department 

of Premier and Cabinet; 
(h) whether any staff are allocated by the Department of Premier and Cabinet to support the Parliamentary 

Secretary of the Cabinet; and 
(i) whether the Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet has declared any conflicts of interests with the 

Premier, his office or the Department of the Premier and Cabinet? 
Mr M. McGowan replied:  
For the information of the member, the position was in place under the Richard Court Liberal Government and 
has been re-established. 
(a) $224,427.00. 
(b) $277,230.00. 
(c) No. 
(d) The Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet has access to a Ministerial driver only if representing the 

Premier at an official function. 
(e)–(g) The Parliamentary Secretary has been provided with a laptop as part of her entitlement as a Member of 

Parliament. 
(h) In the course of her duties as Parliamentary Secretary to the Cabinet, the Parliamentary Secretary works 

with the Cabinet Services Branch with the Department. No additional resources have been provided for 
the role. 
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(i) In accordance with the Ministerial Code of Conduct all Ministers and Parliamentary Secretaries are 
required to make declarations concerning any potential, perceived or actual conflicts of interest. These 
declarations remain Cabinet-in-Confidence. 

CORRECTIVE SERVICES — METHAMPHETAMINE ACTION PLAN TASKFORCE 

409. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Corrective Services: 
(1) I refer to the Labor’s election commitment to establish a Taskforce to oversee the implementation of the 

Methamphetamine Action Plan which would include representatives from the Department of Health, 
Mental Health, Education, Police, Judiciary and Corrective Services and business leaders and subject 
matter experts from the non-government sector, and ask: 

(a) What was the date of the first meeting of the Taskforce; 

(b) What action items came out of the meeting; and 

(c) Which business leaders and experts outside of government are on the taskforce? 

(2) If there has been no meeting of the Taskforce: 

(a) When is the first meeting scheduled; and 

(b) Who has been invited to be part of the Taskforce? 

(3) Who is the lead Minister responsible for the State Government’s Methamphetamine Action Plan? 

Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 411. 

PUBLIC SECTOR — METHAMPHETAMINE ACTION PLAN TASKFORCE 

411. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the  Premier: 
(1) I refer to the Labor’s election commitment to establish a Taskforce to oversee the implementation of the 

Methamphetamine Action Plan which would include representatives from the Department of Health, 
Mental Health, Education, Police, Judiciary and Corrective Services and business leaders and subject 
matter experts from the non-government sector, and ask: 

(a) What was the date of the first meeting of the Taskforce; 

(b) What action items came out of the meeting; and 

(c) Which business leaders and experts outside of government are on the taskforce? 

(2) If there has been no meeting of the Taskforce: 

(a) When is the first meeting scheduled; and 

(b) Who has been invited to be part of the Taskforce? 

(3) Who is the lead Minister responsible for the State Government’s Methamphetamine Action Plan? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(1) (a) The first formal meeting of the Taskforce is will be scheduled by the chair. 

(b) N/A. 

(c) Please refer to answer 2(b). 

(2) (a) Please refer to answer 1(a) 

(b) The following have been invited to be part of the Taskforce; 

Mr Ron Alexander (Chair) Director General - Department of Sport & Recreation 

Dr Daniel Fatovich Head - Centre for Clinical Research in Emergency Medicine, 
University of Western Australia 

Hon Don Punch MLA Member for Bunbury 

Professor Colleen Hayward AM Chair - Alcohol and Other Drugs Advisory Council 

Professor Simon Lenton Director – National Drug Research Institute, Curtin University 

Judge Julie Wager First Magistrate appointed to the Drug Court 

Michelle Fyfe APM Michelle Fyfe Assistant Commissioner, WA Police 
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(3) The Government’s Methamphetamine Action Plan is a State-wide integrated plan, overseen by the 
Government’s Community Safety and Family Support Cabinet Sub Committee (CSFS), established to 
ensure cross government cooperation to deliver key policies in an integrated manner.  It is chaired by 
the Deputy Premier and has the following membership; 

Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health (Chair)  
Minister for Education & Training  
Minister for Corrective Services  
Minister for Police  
Attorney General  
Minister for Child Protection; Prevention of Family & Domestic Violence; Community 
Services  

ATTORNEY GENERAL — METHAMPHETAMINE ACTION PLAN TASKFORCE 
412. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
(1) I refer to the Labor’s election commitment to establish a Taskforce to oversee the implementation of the 

Methamphetamine Action Plan which would include representatives from the Department of Health, 
Mental Health, Education, Police, Judiciary and Corrective Services and business leaders and subject 
matter experts from the non-government sector, and ask: 
(a) What was the date of the first meeting of the Taskforce; 
(b) What action items came out of the meeting; and 
(c) Which business leaders and experts outside of government are on the taskforce? 

(2) If there has been no meeting of the Taskforce: 
(a) When is the first meeting scheduled; and 
(b) Who has been invited to be part of the Taskforce? 

(3) Who is the lead Minister responsible for the State Government’s Methamphetamine Action Plan? 
Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
(1)–(3) Please refer to the Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 411. 

EMERGENCY SERVICES — BUSHFIRE MITIGATION SUMMIT 
414. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services: 
During the election campaign, the Labor Party committed to holding a bushfire mitigation summit, has this 
summit been arranged and if so, what date is being held, where and who has been invited? 
Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
Yes it has been arranged. The Summit was held on the 23/06/2017 in Mandurah. A variety of stake holders were 
invited. The attendees included representatives from State and Federal Government agencies, volunteer 
associations, peak bodies, unions, businesses, advocacy groups and Members of Parliament. 

PRISONS — PRIVATELY-MANAGED — MANAGEMENT CONTRACTS 
415. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Corrective Services: 
Has the Minister received advice from the Department of Corrective Services or Treasury about cancelling or 
changing the contracts for the management of Wandoo prison (Serco) and the Women’s Remand Centre 
(Sodexo) to deliver on the Labor Party’s election promise to turn these two prisons into so-called drug prisons 
for men, and if yes: 
(a) what was the advice; 
(b) what is the cost, actual or estimated, for cancelling or changing these contracts; 
(c) will you table the advice, and if not, why not; 
(d) when will the two so-called drug prisons for men be operational; and 
(e) will the two so-called drug prisons be operational by 2021? 
Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
(a) No. The Minister has requested information regarding Wandoo from the Department on options for post 

the expiry of the current contract in October. However, this has not been received as of yet. The 
Minister has not received advice from Treasury or the Department on contract variations or 
cancellations to the Melaleuca Remand and Reintegration Facility. 

(b)–(e) Not applicable. 
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EMERGENCY SERVICES — RURAL FIRE SERVICE 

416. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services: 

(1) Can the Minister confirm that the State Government will be establishing a rural fire service before 
the 2017/18 fire season? 

(2) Can the Minister confirm that Collie will be where the rural fire service will be located? 

(3) How will the Premier’s public sector cuts impact on the establishment of a rural fire service? 

(4) Will the rural fire service be independent of DFES? 

Mr F.M. Logan replied:  

(1) No. 

(2) No. 

(3) Please direct this part of the question to the Premier. 

(4) No decision has yet been made on a rural fire service. 

DEPARTMENT FOR CHILD PROTECTION AND FAMILY SUPPORT — FUNDING 

417. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection: 

(1) I refer to the Treasurer’s Economic and Fiscal Outlook which flagged a reduction in funding to Child 
Protection of 8%. Given the previous Government exempted Child Protection from the Agency 
Expenditure Review process, will the Minister guarantee there will also be no cuts to child protection 
under the McGowan State Government? 

(2) Given the increasing demand on services from Child Protection, what representations has the Minister 
made to the Premier and to the Treasurer to exempt the Department of Child Protection from any 
budget cuts? 

Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 

(1)–(2) The Minister recognises the critical importance of child protection services and remains committed to 
ensuring the Department for Child Protection and Family Support (the Department) is adequately 
funded across the forward estimates to deliver these essential services to the Western Australian 
community. 

Further decisions regarding the Department’s funding are currently subject to the 2017-18 Budget 
deliberations. 

MINISTER FOR HOUSING — CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

418. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 

(1) What was the nature of the conflict of interest that the Member for Willagee had which resulted in him 
losing the Mines and Petroleum portfolio: 

(a) who provided the advice that the Member for Willagee should be removed from that portfolio; 

(b) when did the Premier or his staff become aware of this conflict of interest; and 

(c) has the Member for Willagee declared any other perceived or actual conflict of interests 
relating to his current portfolios? 

(2) Will the Premier table a list of any perceived or actual conflicts for his Ministers and Parliamentary 
Secretaries? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  

(1) As stated in the media release of 21st of March 2017, the nature of the conflict of interest was potential. 
The Minister phoned the Premier’s Chief of Staff on the evening of Sunday the 19th of March, where it 
was decided that the issue would go to Cabinet the next day to be discussed. While it could have been 
appropriately managed, the Premier decided to avoid even a perceived conflict, and the portfolio change 
was made at the earliest possible opportunity. 

(2) All ministers, parliamentary secretaries and the Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet have completed 
and returned their ministerial disclosure statements as required under the code of conduct. As the 
member is aware, ministerial disclosure statements under the code of conduct remain 
cabinet-in-confidence. Primary and annual returns under the Members of Parliament (Financial 
Interests) Act 1992 are, however, made public and tabled in the relevant house of Parliament. 
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MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS 

419. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 
(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved; and 
(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  
(a) (i) 1368. 

(ii) 1361. 

(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Seven. 

(b) (i) 1573. 
(ii) 1552. 

(iii) Nil. 

(iv) 27. 
MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS 

420. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 
and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 
(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 
(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 
(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved? 

Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
Department for Child Protection and Family Support 
(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) The Department dealt with 335 formal complaints at a district office level; 
(ii) 90 of these complaints progressed to investigation by the Complaints Management Unit 

(CMU); 

(iii) There were no complaints with pending action; and 

(iv) No complaints progressed to the State Ombudsman, therefore all were considered resolved. 
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(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 

(i) The Department dealt with 326 formal complaints at a district office level; 

(ii) 87 formal complaints were progressed to the CMU; 

(iii) There were no complaints with pending action; and 

(iv) Four complaints progressed to an Ombudsman inquiry. 

Department of Local Government and Communities 

(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) One complaint was received by the department; 

(ii) One complaint was successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) Nil complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) Nil complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 

(i) Nil complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) Nil complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) Nil complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) Nil complaints were unable to be resolved. 

MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS 

421. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Housing; Veterans Issues; Youth: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved? 

Mr P.C. Tinley replied: 

Housing Authority 

The Housing Authority advises: 

(a) (i)–(ii)  1 927. 

(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

(b) (i)–(ii)  2 036. 

(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

Department of Local Government and Communities 

The Department of Local Government and Communities advises: 

(a) (i)–(ii)  One. 

(iii)–(iv)  Not applicable. 

(b) (i)  Nil. 

(ii)–(iv)  Not applicable. 
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MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS 

422. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 
(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 
(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 
(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 
(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 
(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 
(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
Department of Lands: 
(a) (i)  1. 

(ii)  1. 
(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

(b) (i)  8. 
(ii)  8. 
(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

Department of Planning: 
(a) (i)  13. 

(ii)  13. 
(iii)–(iv) Nil. 

(b) (i)  6. 
(ii)  6. 
(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

LandCorp: 
(a) (i)  4. 

(ii)  4. 
(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

(b) (i)–(iv)  Nil. 
Landgate: 
(a) (i)  251. 

(ii)  251. 
(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

(b) (i)  226. 
(ii)  226. 
(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority: 
(a) (i)  32. 

(ii)  32. 
(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 
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(b) (i)  38. 
(ii)  38. 
(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

*Department of Transport: 
(a) 2,225. 
(b) 1,576. 
*Main Roads Western Australia: 
(a) 2,160. 
(b) 3,350. 
*Public Transport Authority: 
(a) 20,247. 
(b) 16,868. 
*Fremantle Ports Authority: 
(a) 78. 
(b) 110. 
*Southern Ports Authority: 
(a) 24. 
(b) 16. 
*Pilbara Ports Authority: 
(a) Nil. 
(b) 2. 
*Kimberley Ports Authority: 
(a) 3. 
(b) 11. 
*Mid West Ports Authority: 
(a) 7. 
(b) 5. 
*Total number of complaints received have been provided via each agency’s respective primary complaints 
management system. The Minister is not prepared to devote further resources to the provision of further detailed 
information. If the member has a query about a specific complaint, the member can ask that question. 

MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS 
423. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 

Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 
(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 
(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 
(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 
(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 
(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 
(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved? 

Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
(a)–(b) Due to the vagueness and uncertainty of the question, the Minister is unable to answer. 
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MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS 
424. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 

Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 
(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 
(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 
(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 
(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 
(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 
(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Tourism Portfolio 
Tourism WA 
(a) (i) 1. 

(ii) 1. 
(iii)–(iv) Not applicable. 

(b) (i) 1. 
(ii) 1. 
(iii)–(iv) Not applicable. 

Racing and Gaming Portfolio 
Burswood Park Board 

(i) 4. 
(ii) 4. 
(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 
(i) 5. 
(ii) 5. 
(iii)–(iv) Nil. 

Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 
(i) 1. 
(ii) 1. 
(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 
(i) 2. 
(ii) 2. 
(iii)–(iv) Nil. 

Racing and Wagering Western Australia 
(i) 2 479. 
(ii) 2 476. 
(iii) 1. 
(iv) 2. 
(i) 2 131. 
(ii) 2 129. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) 2. 
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Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 
(a) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
(b) (i)–(iv) Nil. 

Small Business Portfolio 
Small Business Development Corporation 
(a) (i) 3. 

(ii) 3. 
(iii)–(iv) Nil. 

(b) (i) 3. 
(ii) 3. 
(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

Defence Issues Portfolio 
Defence West (as part of the Department of Commerce) 
(a) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
(b) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Citizenship and Multicultural Interests Portfolio 
Office of Multicultural Interests (as part of the Department of Local Government and Communities) 
(a) (i) 1. 

(ii) 1. 
(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

(b) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS 

425. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 
(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 
(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 
(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 
(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 
(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 
(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs 
(a) For the Financial Year 2014-2015: 

(i) Two. 
(ii) Two. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

(b) For the Financial Year 2015-2016:  
(i) One. 
(ii) One. 
(iii) Nil  
(iv) Nil.  
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Department of Finance and Public Utilities Office  

    Finance 
(a) (i) 370 – 277 of these complaints related to the previous Liberal 

National Government’s decision to increase Land Tax rates 
(ii) 369  
(iii) Nil  
(iv) 1  
(b) (i) 3,795 – 3725 of these complaints related to the previous 

Liberal National Government’s decision to increase Land Tax 
rates 

(ii) 3,794  
(iii) Nil  
(iv) 1  

  
    Energy (Public Utilities Office)  
(a) (i) 3 
(ii) 3  
(iii) Nil  
(iv) Nil  
(b) (i) Nil 
(ii) Nil  
(iii) Nil  
(iv) Nil  

Department of Treasury 
(a) (i) One. 

(ii) One. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

(b) (i) Two. 
(ii) Two. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

Economic Regulation Authority 
(a) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
(b) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund 
(a) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
(b) (i) One. 

(ii) One. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

Government Employees Superannuation Board 
(a) (i) 314. 

(ii) 314. 
(iii) 4. 
(iv) 4. 
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(b) (i) 295. 
(ii) 295. 
(iii) 5. 
(iv) 5. 

Horizon Power 
(a)(i) 293. 

(ii) 293. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

(b) (i) 581. 
(ii) 581. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

Independent Market Operator 
(a) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
(b) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Insurance Commission of Western Australia 
(a)(i) 15. 

(ii) 15. 
(iii) 0. 
(iv) 0. 

(b) (i) 11. 
(ii) 11. 
(iii) 0. 
(iv) . 

Native Title 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 435. 
Office of the Auditor General 
(a) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
(b) (i) 1. 

(ii) 1. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

Synergy 
(a) (i) 2530. 

(ii)–(iv) All complaints received by Synergy are addressed in accordance with Synergy’s complaint 
handling policy. Further detail regarding energy complaints received by Synergy can be found 
in the Economic Regulation Authority’s 2015 Annual Performance Report on Energy Retailers 
which is publically available at  
https://www.erawa.com.au/electricity/electricity-licensing/performance-reports. 

(b) (i) 2083. 
(ii)–(iv) All complaints received by Synergy are addressed in accordance with Synergy’s complaint 

handling policy. Further detail regarding energy complaints received by Synergy can be found 
in the Economic Regulation Authority’s 2016 Annual Performance Report on Energy Retailers 
which is publically available at  
https://www.erawa.com.au/electricity/electricity-licensing/performance-reports. 

about:blank%22https:/www.erawa.com.au/electricity/electricity-licensing/performance-reports%22
about:blank%22https:/www.erawa.com.au/electricity/electricity-licensing/performance-reports%22
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Western Australia Treasury Corporation 

(a) (i)–(iv) Nil. 

(b) (i)–(iv) Nil. 

Western Power 

(a)–(b) The information requested by the Member is already publically available. Please refer to the ERA’s 
Annual Performance Report on Energy Distributors.  

MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS 

426. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved? 

Mr M.P. Murray replied: 

Department of Local Government and Communities 

(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) One complaint was received by the department; 

(ii) One complaint was successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) Nil complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) Nil complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 

(i) Nil complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) Nil complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) Nil complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) Nil complaints were unable to be resolved. 

Department of Sport and Recreation 

(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) Nil complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) Nil complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) Nil complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) Nil complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 

(i) One complaint was received by the department; 

(ii) One complaint was successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) Nil complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) Nil complaints were unable to be resolved. 
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ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — COMPLAINTS 

427. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
Corruption and Crime Commission: 

Complaints about the conduct of the Corruption and Crime Commission, or its officers, can be raised directly 
with the Commission or with the Parliamentary Inspector for the Corruption and Crime Commission. 

(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) 48. 

(ii) 48. 

(iii) 0. 

(iv) 0. 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 

(i) 47. 

(ii) 46. 

(iii) 0. 

(iv) 1. 

Department of the Attorney General: 

(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) 194; 

(ii) 194; 

(iii) nil; and 

(iv) nil. 

 (b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 

(i) 284; 

(ii) 284; 

(iii) nil; and 

(iv) nil. 

Equal Opportunity Commission: 

(a) (i) 1. 

(ii) 1. 

(iii) 0. 

(iv) 0. 
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(b) (i) 4. 
(ii) 4. 
(iii) 0. 
(iv) 0. 

Legal Practice Board: 
(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) 0. 
(ii) 2. 
(iii) 0. 
(iv) 0. 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 
(i) 3. 
(ii) 1. 
(iii) 0. 
(iv) 2. 

LegalAid WA: 
(a) (i) 57. 

(ii) 57. 
(iii) None. 
(iv) None. 

(b) (i) 61. 
(ii) 61. 
(iii) None. 
(iv) None. 

Office of the Commissioner for Children and Young People: 
(a) (i)–(iv)  0. 
(b) (i)–(ii)  2. 

(iii)–(iv)  Not applicable. 
Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions: 
(a)–(b) The Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions registers complaints by calendar years, not financial 

years. Accordingly, the following responses are provided for the period 2014 to 2016 inclusive. 
1 January to 31 December 2014: 
(i) 6;  
(ii) All;  
(iii) Nil; and  
(iv) Nil.  
1 January to 31 December 2015: 
(i) 7;  
(ii) All;  
(iii) Nil; and  
(iv) Nil.  
1 January to 31 December 2016: 
(i) 16;  
(ii) All;  
(iii) Nil; and  
(iv) Nil.  
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Office of the Information Commissioner / Freedom of Information: 
(a)–(b) None, not applicable.  
Solicitor General’s Office: 
(a) 0 to all. 
(b) 0 to all. 
State Solicitors Office: 
Incorporated into the Department of the Attorney General’s response. 

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — COMPLAINTS 
433. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 
(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 
(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 
(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 
(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 
(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 
(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Department of Education 
(a) (i) 754. 

(ii) 775. 
(iii) 416. 
(iv) 6. 

(b) (i) 758. 
(ii) 840. 
(iii) 340. 
(iv) 21. 

The number of complaints that were unable to be resolved for 2015-16 is significantly higher than 2014-15 
because 18 of those allegations related to one respondent. 
Country High School Hostels Authority 
(a) (i) 4. 

(ii) 4. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

(b) (i) 11. 
(ii) 5. 
(iii) 6. 
(iv) Nil. 

Department Education Services 
(a) (i) 39. 

(ii) 30. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 
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(b) (i) 75. 
(ii) 75. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 
School Curriculum and Standards Authority 

(a) (i) 8. 
(ii) 8. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

(b) (i) 10. 
(ii) 10. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

Department of Training and Workforce Development 
(a) (i) 6. 

(ii) 6. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

(b) (i) 33. 
(ii) 33. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

North Metropolitan TAFE 
(a) (i)–(iv) N/A. 
(b) (i) 21. 

(ii) 21. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

South Metropolitan TAFE 
(a) (i)–(iv) N/A. 
(b) (i) 46. 

(ii) 46. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

North Regional TAFE 
(a) (i)–(iv) N/A. 
(b) (i) Nil. 

(ii) Nil. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

Central Regional TAFE 
(a) (i)–(iv) N/A. 
(b) (i) 2. 

(ii) 2. 
(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 
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South Regional TAFE 

(a) (i)–(iv) N/A. 
(b) (i) 36. 

(ii) 36. 

(iii) Nil. 
(iv) Nil. 

Prior to 11 April 2016, there were 11 TAFE colleges (known as State Training Providers) which had no 
central complaints repositories. As a result, the current TAFE colleges can only report on complaints 
received from 11 April 2016 onwards. 

Building Construction Industry Training Fund 

(a) (i) Nil. 

(ii) Nil. 
(iii) Nil. 

(iv) Nil. 

(b) (i) 1. 
(ii) 1. 

(iii) Nil. 

(iv) Nil. 
MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS 

434. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 
(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved; and 
(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 
(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
I am advised that: 

  Department of Health Mental 
Health 
Commission 

Health and 
Disability 
Services 
Complaints 
Office 
(HADSCO) 

Healthway Animal Resources 
Authority 

(a)(i) 3956 32 1 1 90 

(a)(ii) 3951 31 1 1 90 

(a)(iii) 5 1 0 0 0 

(a)(iv) 25 complaints received by 
public health services 
were unable to be 
completely resolved and 

1 0 0 0 
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were referred to another 
organisation. 

(b)(i) 4322 29 1 3 84 

(b)(ii) 4305 29 1 3 83 

(b)(iii) 17 0 0 0 0 

(b)(iv) 55 complaints received by 
public health services 
were unable to be 
completely resolved and 
were referred to another 
organisation. 

0 0 0 There was 1 concern 
that was unable to 
be resolved; this was 
due to the biology of 
the animals. 

PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS 

435. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 
Jobs and Trade; Federal-State Relations: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved; and 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 

(i) how many complaints were received by the department; 

(ii) how many complaints were successfully resolved and closed; 

(iii) how many complaints are pending action; and 

(iv) how many complaints were unable to be resolved? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  
Lotterywest 

(a) For the 2014-15 financial year 

(i) 88. 

(ii) 88. 

(iii) 0. 

(iv) 0. 

(b) For the 2015/2016 financial year 

(i) 162. 

(ii) 162. 

(iii) 0. 

(iv) 0. 

Public Sector Commission 

(a) (i)–(ii)  One. 

(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

(b) (i)–(ii)  One. 

(iii)–(iv)  Nil. 

Premier and Cabinet, Salaries and Allowances Tribunal, State Development, Jobs and Trade 

(a) Nil. 

(b) Nil. 
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On behalf of Gold Corporation and its subsidiaries: 
(a) For the 2014-15 financial year: 

(i) 8. 
(ii) 8. 
(iii) 0. 
(iv) 0. 

(b) For the 2015-16 financial year: 
(i) 12. 
(ii) 12. 
(iii) 0. 
(iv) 0. 

PUBLIC SECTOR — QUESTIONS 
436. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
(1) What is the State Government’s approval process for: 

(a) answering questions on notice; and 
(b) answering the daily Legislative Council questions where some notice is given? 

(2) When documenting the process please include the name and title of each individual and include which 
Ministerial office or Department they are employed in? 

(3) Is each Minister responsible for the answer provided in Questions on Notice? 
(4) Who is responsible for the answers to questions in the Legislative Council as part of their Question 

Time? 
Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(1)–(4) As the member should be aware, answers to questions, both in the Legislative Assembly and 

Legislative Council are approved by Ministers signing the answers to questions. Ministers are 
responsible for the answers they provide to Parliament. 

PUBLIC SECTOR — FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 
437. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
Does the State Government have any intention of amending the Freedom of Information Act 1992 in the 2017 
Parliamentary year? 
Mr M. McGowan replied:  
As the member should be aware, the Attorney General is the Minister responsible for the Freedom of 
Information Act 1992 and as such questions should be directed to him. 

MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES 
438. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities: 
(a) How many union nominated representatives are there in each department, agency, and publicly owned 

corporation; and 
(b) for each union nominated representative: 

(i) what is their name; and 
(ii) what is their position title within the department, agency or public owned corporation? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 454. 
MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES 

439. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 
and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities: 
(a) How many union nominated representatives are there in each department, agency, and publicly owned 

corporation; and 
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(b) for each union nominated representative: 
(i) what is their name; and 
(ii) what is their position title within the department, agency or public owned corporation? 

Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
Please refer to the answer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 454. 

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES 

441. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities: 
(a) How many union nominated representatives are there in each department, agency, and publicly owned 

corporation; and 
(b) for each union nominated representative: 

(i) what is their name; and 
(ii) what is their position title within the department, agency or public owned corporation? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
Please refer to the answer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 454. 

MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED 
REPRESENTATIVES 

442. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 
Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities: 
(a) How many union nominated representatives are there in each department, agency, and publicly owned 

corporation; and 
(b) for each union nominated representative: 

(i) what is their name; and 
(ii) what is their position title within the department, agency or public owned corporation? 

Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
(a)–(b) Please refer to the answer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 454. 

MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES 

443. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 
Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities: 
(a) How many union nominated representatives are there in each department, agency, and publicly owned 

corporation; and 
(b) for each union nominated representative: 

(i) what is their name; and 
(ii) what is their position title within the department, agency or public owned corporation? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Please refer to the answer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 454. 

TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES 

444. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities: 
(a) How many union nominated representatives are there in each department, agency, and publicly owned 

corporation; and 
(b) for each union nominated representative: 

(i) what is their name; and 
(ii) what is their position title within the department, agency or public owned corporation? 
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Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 

Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 454. 

MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED 
REPRESENTATIVES 

445. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities: 

(a) How many union nominated representatives are there in each department, agency, and publicly owned 
corporation; and 

(b) for each union nominated representative: 

(i) what is their name; and 

(ii) what is their position title within the department, agency or public owned corporation? 

Mr M.P. Murray replied: 
(a)–(b) Please refer to the answer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 454. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES 

446. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities: 

(a) How many union nominated representatives are there in each department, agency, and publicly owned 
corporation; and 

(b) for each union nominated representative: 

(i) what is their name; and 

(ii) what is their position title within the department, agency or public owned corporation? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
I refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 454. 

MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS —  
UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES 

448. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities: 

(a) How many union nominated representatives are there in each department, agency, and publicly owned 
corporation; and 

(b) for each union nominated representative: 

(i) what is their name; and 

(ii) what is their position title within the department, agency or public owned corporation? 

Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
Please refer to the answer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 454 

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — 
UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES 

452. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities: 

(a) How many union nominated representatives are there in each department, agency, and publicly owned 
corporation; and 

(b) for each union nominated representative: 

(i) what is their name; and 

(ii) what is their position title within the department, agency or public owned corporation? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 454. 
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MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES 

453. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities: 

(a) How many union nominated representatives are there in each department, agency, and publicly owned 
corporation; and 

(b) for each union nominated representative: 

(i) what is their name; and 

(ii) what is their position title within the department, agency or public owned corporation? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 

(a)–(b) Please refer to the answer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 454. 

PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES 

454. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 
Jobs and Trade; Federal-State Relations: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities: 

(a) How many union nominated representatives are there in each department, agency, and publicly owned 
corporation; and 

(b) for each union nominated representative: 

(i) what is their name; and 

(ii) what is their position title within the department, agency or public owned corporation? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  
I request that the member be more direct and specify what he means by union nominated representatives, namely 
what role they are nominated to and who or what they are representing. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET — LOCKFORCE SECURITY SWEEP 

455. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
In regards to the security sweep organised by the McGowan Government and conducted by Lockforce: 

(a) were any “bugs”, listening devices or recording devices discovered as part of the security sweep; 

(b) how much did the security sweep cost; 

(c) what dates were the security sweep conducted; 

(d) what offices were included as part of the security sweep; and 

(e) was Lockforce selected through the correct procurement procedures? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(a) No. 

(b) $49,800 plus GST. 

(c) Security sweeps undertaken between 30/3/2017 to 13/4/2017. 

(d) Locations: 

Premier’s Office, First Floor, 1 Parliament Place, West Perth 

Cabinet Room, Ground Floor, 1 Parliament Place, West Perth 

Deputy Premier’s Office, Level 13, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister Ellery’s Office, Level 13, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister Dawson’s Office, Level 12, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister Roberts’ Office, Level 12, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister MacTiernan’s Office, Level 11, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister Wyatt’s Office, Level 11, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister Papalia’s Office, Level 10, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 
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Minister Logan’s Office, Level 10, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister Quigley’s Office, Level 10, 216 St Georges Terrace, Perth 

Minister Johnston’s Office, Level 9, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister Saffioti’s Office, Level 9, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister McGurk’s Office, Level 8, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister Kelly’s Office, Level 8, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister Tinley’s Office, Level 7, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister Murray’s Office, Level 7, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Minister Templeman’s Office, Level 7, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth 

Parliament House, Premier McGowan’s Office, Harvest Terrace, Perth 

Parliament House, LOOP Office, Harvest Terrace, Perth 

(e) Lockforce is an appropriately registered security agent under State Legislation. As it is a specialist area, 
advice was sought from the Office of State Security and Emergency Co-ordination. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET —  
MINISTER FOR INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATIONS TECHNOLOGY 

456. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 

I refer to the Premier’s election commitment to appoint a Minister for Information and Communications 
Technology and ask, which Minister holds the title of “Minister for Information and Communications 
Technology”? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  

As the member may well be aware, the member for Bassendean, the Hon. Dave J Kelly MLA holds the portfolio 
of “Innovation and ICT”. For the information of the member, “ICT” is an abbreviation of “Information and 
Communications Technology”. 

For the member’s benefit a full list of the Minister’s portfolios was tabled in parliament on May 11. 

You can also find a full list on the Premier of Western Australia & Cabinet Ministers website; 
https://www.premier.wa.gov.au/Ministers/pages/default.aspx 

The appointment of the Hon. Dave Kelly as WA’s first ICT Minister was reported by leading information 
technology website iTnews. 

The website reported: “The new Labor West Australian cabinet will include the state’s first IT minister, making 
good on a pledge to elevate technology in government”. 

“WA Labor promised to dedicate a portfolio to technology back in July 2014, just weeks after iTnews ranked the 
state government the worst in the country for its approach to IT governance and technology management”. 

“McGowan at the time said WA was ‘woefully behind the other states when it comes to government IT policy’”. 

MINISTER FOR FINANCE — CYBERTERRORISM 

457. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Finance: 

(1) Have you sought any cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack related briefings from State Government agencies: 

(a) If so, what agencies; 

(b) If so, when did you seek these briefings; and 

(c) If no, why not? 

(2) How many cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack specific briefings have been offered to you by State 
Government agencies: 

(a) If so, what were those agencies; and 

(b) If so, when were those briefings offered? 

(3) How many cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack specific briefings have you personally attended? 

(4) How many cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack specific briefings have your staff attended: 

(a) Who were the staff that attended and when? 

about:blank%22https:/www.premier.wa.gov.au/Ministers/pages/default.aspx%22
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Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
(1) No. 

(a)–(c) Not applicable. 
(2) Nil. 

(a)–(b) Not applicable. 
(3) Nil. 
(4) Nil. 

(a) Not applicable. 
MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — CYBERTERRORISM 

458. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services: 
(1) Have you sought any cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack related briefings from State Government agencies: 

(a) If so, what agencies; 
(b) If so, when did you seek these briefings; and 
(c) If no, why not? 

(2) How many cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack specific briefings have been offered to you by State 
Government agencies: 
(a) If so, what were those agencies; and 
(b) If so, when were those briefings offered? 

(3) How many cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack specific briefings have you personally attended? 
(4) How many cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack specific briefings have your staff attended: 

(a) Who were the staff that attended and when? 
Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
(1) No. 

(c) This matter does not fall within the Ministers’ portfolio responsibilities. 
(2) Nil. 
(3) Nil. 
(4) Nil. 

PREMIER — CYBERTERRORISM 
460. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
(1) Have you sought any cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack related briefings from State Government agencies: 

(a) If so, what agencies; 
(b) If so, when did you seek these briefings; and 
(c) If no, why not? 

(2) How many cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack specific briefings have been offered to you by State 
Government agencies: 
(a) If so, what were those agencies; and 
(b) If so, when were those briefings offered? 

(3) How many cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack specific briefings have you personally attended? 
(4) How many cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack specific briefings have your staff attended: 

(a) Who were the staff that attended and when? 
Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(1)–(4) Relevant information was included in the Department’s Incoming Government Briefing documents. 

The Premier has visited the Office of State Security and Emergency Coordination, Department of the 
Premier and Cabinet, and has been provided with an overview of the support from the Department in 
the event of a terrorist act, which would include a cyber-terrorism act. 
A confidential briefing of Cabinet on matters of national security has also occurred. 
Additionally on 9 June 2017, COAG was briefed on, and discussed, national security issues, including 
cyber security. 
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ATTORNEY GENERAL — CYBERTERRORISM 
461. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
(1) Have you sought any cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack related briefings from State Government agencies: 

(a) If so, what agencies; 
(b) If so, when did you seek these briefings; and 
(c) If no, why not? 

(2) How many cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack specific briefings have been offered to you by State 
Government agencies: 
(a) If so, what were those agencies; and 
(b) If so, when were those briefings offered? 

(3) How many cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack specific briefings have you personally attended? 
(4) How many cyber-terrorism / cyber-attack specific briefings have your staff attended: 

(a) Who were the staff that attended and when? 
Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
(1) No. 
(2)–(4) None. 

MINISTER FOR WATER — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS 
462. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
(1) Does the Minister operate a Twitter account: 

(a) If yes: 
(i) who has access to the Twitter account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Twitter account? 

(2) Does the Minister operate a Facebook Account or Page: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Facebook Account or Page; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Facebook Account or Page? 

(3) Does the Minister operate a Instagram account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Instagram account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Instagram account? 

(4) Does the Minister operate a Snapchat account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Snapchat account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Snapchat account? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  
(1) Yes. 

(a) (i) The Minister’s Twitter account is a public account.  Anyone who chooses to follow 
the Minister’s account has access to the content posted by the account. 

(ii) Minister Dave Kelly MLA is responsible for the material that he posts. 
(2) Yes. 

(a) (i) The Minister’s Facebook page is a public page.  Anyone has access to viewing the 
Minister’s Facebook page. Anyone is able to like or follow the page. 

(ii) Minister Dave Kelly MLA is responsible for the material that he posts. 
(3) Yes. 

(a) (i) The Minister’s Instagram account is public.  Anyone who chooses to follow the 
Minister’s account has access to the content posted by the account. 

(ii) Minister Dave Kelly MLA is responsible for the material that he posts. 
(4) No. 

(a) (i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
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MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS 

463. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 
and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 

(1) Does the Minister operate a Twitter account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Twitter account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Twitter account? 

(2) Does the Minister operate a Facebook Account or Page: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Facebook Account or Page; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Facebook Account or Page? 

(3) Does the Minister operate a Instagram account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Instagram account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Instagram account? 

(4) Does the Minister operate a Snapchat account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Snapchat account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Snapchat account? 

Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
(1) (a) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) The Minister’s Twitter account is a public account.  Anyone has access to viewing the 
Minister’s account has access to the content posted by the account. 

(2) (a) Yes. 
(i)–(ii) The Minister’s Facebook page is a public page.  Anyone has access to viewing the 

Minister’s Facebook page.  Anyone is able to like or follow the page. 
(3) (a) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) The Minister’s account is public.  Anyone who chooses to follow the Minister’s 
account has access to the content posted by the account. 

(4) No. 
(a) (i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS 

465. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
(1) Does the Minister operate a Twitter account: 

(a) If yes: 
(i) who has access to the Twitter account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Twitter account? 

(2) Does the Minister operate a Facebook Account or Page: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Facebook Account or Page; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Facebook Account or Page? 

(3) Does the Minister operate a Instagram account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Instagram account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Instagram account? 
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(4) Does the Minister operate a Snapchat account: 

(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Snapchat account; and 

(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Snapchat account? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(1) Yes. 

(i) The Minister’s Twitter account is a public account. Anyone who chooses to follow the 
Minister’s account has access to the content posted by the account. 

(ii) The Minister is responsible for the content that they post. 

(2) Yes. 

(i) The Minister’s Facebook page is a public page. Anyone has access to viewing the Minister’s 
Facebook page. Anyone is able to like or follow the page. 

The Minister’s Facebook account is a private account. However, anyone is able to send 
a “friend request” to the Minister’s account. Anyone who is a friend of the Minister on 
Facebook is able to access the content posted by the account. 

(ii) The Minister is responsible for the content that they post. 

(3) Yes. 

(i) The Minister’s Instagram account is a private account that she uses for private posts. 

(ii) The Minister is responsible for the content that they post. 

(4) No. 

MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS 

466. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 
Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 

(1) Does the Minister operate a Twitter account: 

(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Twitter account; and 

(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Twitter account? 

(2) Does the Minister operate a Facebook Account or Page: 

(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Facebook Account or Page; and 

(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Facebook Account or Page? 

(3) Does the Minister operate a Instagram account: 

(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Instagram account; and 

(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Instagram account? 

(4) Does the Minister operate a Snapchat account: 

(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Snapchat account; and 

(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Snapchat account? 

Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
(1) Yes. 

(a) (i) The Minister’s Twitter account is a public account. Anyone who chooses to follow 
the Minister’s account has access to the content posted by the account, unless they 
have been blocked. 

(ii) The Minister and his Media Adviser are responsible for the material that they post. 
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(2) The Minister has a Facebook page as the Member for Cannington. 

(a) (i) The Minister’s Facebook page is a public page. Anyone has access to viewing the 
Minister’s Facebook page. Anyone is able to like or follow the page, unless they have 
been blocked. 

(ii) The Minister and his electorate office staff are responsible for the material that they 
post. 

(3) The Minister has a personal Instagram account which is not operated in a Ministerial capacity. 

(a) (i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

(4) No. 

(a) (i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

MINISTER FOR TOURISM — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS 

467. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 
Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 

(1) Does the Minister operate a Twitter account: 

(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Twitter account; and 

(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Twitter account? 

(2) Does the Minister operate a Facebook Account or Page: 

(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Facebook Account or Page; and 

(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Facebook Account or Page? 

(3) Does the Minister operate a Instagram account: 

(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Instagram account; and 

(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Instagram account? 

(4) Does the Minister operate a Snapchat account: 

(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Snapchat account; and 

(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Snapchat account? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(a) (i) The Minister’s Twitter account is a public account. Anyone who chooses to follow 
the Minister’s account has access to the content posted by the account. 

(ii) The Minister is responsible for the material that they post. 

(2) Yes the Minister operates a Facebook page and account. 

(a) (i) The Minister’s Facebook page is a public page. Anyone has access to viewing the 
Minister’s Facebook page. Anyone is able to like or follow the page. 

The Minister’s Facebook account is a private account. Anyone who is a friend of the 
Minister on Facebook is able to access the content posted by the account. 

(ii) The Minister is responsible for the material that they post. 

(3) No. 

(a) (i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

(4) No. 

(a) (i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
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TREASURER — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS 
468. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
(1) Does the Minister operate a Twitter account: 

(a) If yes: 
(i) who has access to the Twitter account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Twitter account? 

(2) Does the Minister operate a Facebook Account or Page: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Facebook Account or Page; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Facebook Account or Page? 

(3) Does the Minister operate a Instagram account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Instagram account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Instagram account? 

(4) Does the Minister operate a Snapchat account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Snapchat account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Snapchat account? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
(1) Yes. 

(a) (i) The Minister’s Twitter account is a public account. Anyone who chooses to follow 
the Minister’s account has access to the content posted by the account. 

(ii) The Minister is responsible for the material that he posts. 
(2) Yes, both a public page and a private account. 

(a) (i) The Minister’s Facebook page is a public page. Anyone has access to viewing the 
Minister’s Facebook page. Anyone is able to like or follow the page. 
In regard to the Minister’s private Facebook account. Anyone is able to send a “friend 
request” to the Minister’s account. Anyone who is a friend of the Minister on 
Facebook is able to access the content posted by the account. 

(ii) The Minister is responsible for the material that he posts. 
(3) No. 

(a) (i) Not applicable. 
(ii) Not applicable. 

(4) No. 
(a) (i) Not applicable. 

(ii) Not applicable. 
ATTORNEY GENERAL — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS 

470. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
(1) Does the Minister operate a Twitter account: 

(a) If yes: 
(i) who has access to the Twitter account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Twitter account? 

(2) Does the Minister operate a Facebook Account or Page: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Facebook Account or Page; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Facebook Account or Page? 
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(3) Does the Minister operate a Instagram account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Instagram account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Instagram account? 

(4) Does the Minister operate a Snapchat account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Snapchat account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Snapchat account? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
(1), (3)–(4) No, not applicable. 
(2)  The Attorney General has a public Facebook page that is accessible to anyone, including the 

asking member, where content relating to his duties as Minister and Member for Butler is 
disseminated. I encourage the member to like and follow the page if they wish to stay abreast 
of the Ministers activities. 

MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS 
472. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services: 
(1) Does the Minister operate a Twitter account: 

(a) If yes: 
(i) who has access to the Twitter account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Twitter account? 

(2) Does the Minister operate a Facebook Account or Page: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Facebook Account or Page; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Facebook Account or Page? 

(3) Does the Minister operate a Instagram account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Instagram account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Instagram account? 

(4) Does the Minister operate a Snapchat account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Snapchat account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Snapchat account? 

Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
(1) No. 
(2) Yes. 

(a) (i) The Minister’s Facebook account is a private account. However anyone is able to 
send a “friend request” to the Minister’s account. Anyone who is a friend of the 
Minister on Facebook is able to access the content posted by the account. 

(ii) The Minister is responsible for the material that he posts but is obviously not 
responsible for the material “posted” or “commented” on posts. 

(3) No. 
(4) No. 

MINISTER FOR HEALTH — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS 
477. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
(1) Does the Minister operate a Twitter account: 

(a) If yes: 
(i) who has access to the Twitter account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Twitter account? 
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(2) Does the Minister operate a Facebook Account or Page: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Facebook Account or Page; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Facebook Account or Page? 

(3) Does the Minister operate a Instagram account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Instagram account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Instagram account? 

(4) Does the Minister operate a Snapchat account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Snapchat account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Snapchat account? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
(1) (a) Yes. 

(i) The Minister’s Twitter account is a public account. Anyone who chooses to follow 
the Minister’s account has access to the content posted by the account. 

(ii) The Minister is responsible for the material that they post. 
(2) (a) Yes. 

(i) The Minister’s Facebook page is a public page. Anyone has access to viewing the 
Minister’s Facebook page. Anyone is able to like or follow the page. 

(ii) The Minister is responsible for the material that they post. 
(3) (a) Yes. 

(i) The Minister’s Instagram account is public. Anyone chooses to follow the Minister’s 
account has access to the content posted by the account. 

(ii) The Minister is responsible for the material that they post. 
(4) No. 

PREMIER — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS 

478. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 
Jobs and Trade; Federal-State Relations: 

(1) Does the Minister operate a Twitter account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Twitter account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Twitter account? 

(2) Does the Minister operate a Facebook Account or Page: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Facebook Account or Page; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Facebook Account or Page? 

(3) Does the Minister operate a Instagram account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Instagram account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Instagram account? 

(4) Does the Minister operate a Snapchat account: 
(a) If yes: 

(i) who has access to the Snapchat account; and 
(ii) who is responsible for the content on the Snapchat account? 
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Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(1) Yes. 

The Premier’s Twitter account is a public account. Anyone who chooses to follow the Minister’s 
account has access to the content posted by the account. The Premier is responsible for the material he 
posts  

(2) Yes. 

The Premier has a Facebook page and a Facebook account. The page is a public account. Anyone who 
chooses to view or like the page has access to the content posted by the page. The account is a private 
account that can only been viewed by those with accounts the account has “friended”. The Premier is 
responsible for the material he posts  

(3) Yes. 

The Premier has an Instagram account. The account is public and can be accessed by anyone who 
follows the Premier. The Premier is responsible for the material he posts.  

(4) Yes. 

The account exists for placeholder purposes. It has not been used and the Premier currently has no 
intention of doing so.  

MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 

479. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 

(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 
publicly owned corporation; 

(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 
department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 

(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 
Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  
Aqwest 

(a) 24 males, 16 females 

(b) 3 males 

(c) 18–25: 2 

26–35: 8 

36–45: 10 

46–55: 11 

56–65: 9 

66 and over: 0 

(d) 18–25: 0 

26–35: 0 

36–45: 0 

46–55: 2 

56–65: 1 

66 and over: 0 

Busselton Water 

(a) 17 males; 13 females 

(b) 2 males 

(c) 18–25: 3 
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26–35: 2 

36–45: 9 

46–55: 9 

56–65: 7 

66 and over: 0 

(d) 18–25: 0 

26–35: 0 

36–45: 0 

46–55: 0 

56–65: 2 

66 and over: 0 

ChemCentre 

(a) 62 males, 73 females 

(b) 2 males 

(c) 18–25: 12 

26–35: 37 

36–45: 32 

46–55: 29 

56–65: 20 

66 and over: 5 

(d) 18–25: 0 

26–35: 0 

36–45: 0 

46–55: 0 

56–65: 2 

66 and over: 0 

Department of Fisheries 

(a) 234 females, 280 males 

(b) 1 female, 4 males 

(c) 18–25: 7 

26–35: 127 

36–45: 158 

46–55: 118 

56–65: 96 

66 and over: 8 

(d) 18–25: 0 

26–35: 0 

36–45: 0 

46–55: 3 

56–65: 2 

66 and over: 0 

*Data source: Department of Fisheries, HR MOIR, March 2017 quarter 

**Excludes casual contracts 
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Department of Water 
(a) 246 females, 235 male 
(b) 1 female and 7 males 
(c) 18–25: 7 

26–35: 106 
36–45: 170 
46–55: 106 
56–65: 82 
66 and over: 10 

(d) 18–25: 0 
26–35: 0 
36–45:0 
46–55: 2 
56–65: 4 
66 and over: 2 

Forest Products Commission 
(a) 123 males, 93 females 
(b) 3 males 
(c) 18–25: 16 

26–35: 26 
36–45: 50 
46–55: 72 
56–65: 47 
66 and over: 5  

(d) 18–25: 0 
26–35: 0 
36–45: 0 
46–55: 2 
56–65: 1 
66 and over: 0 

Water Corporation 
(a) 1751 males, 1004 females 
(b) 6 males, 2 females 
(c) 18–25: 136 

26–35: 637 
36–45: 691 
46–55: 643 
56–65: 583 
66 and over: 65 

(d) 18–25: 0 
26–35: 0 
36–45: 3 
46–55: 1  
56–65: 4 
66 and over: 0 
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Office of Science 

(a)–(d) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 495. 

Office of the Government Chief Information Officer 

(a) 16 males, 9 females 

(b) 2 males, 1 female 

(c) 18–25: 0 

26–35: 7 

36–45: 7 

46–55: 9 

56–65: 2 

66 and over: 0 

(d) 18–25: 0 

26–35: 0 

36–45: 2 

46–55: 1  

56–65: 0 

66 and over: 0 

MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 

480. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 
and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 

(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 
publicly owned corporation; 

(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 
department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 

(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 
Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 

Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 

Department for Child Protection and Family Support 

The workforce comprises of 82 per cent females and 18 per cent males.  

For the Senior Executive Service, 64 per cent are female and 36 per cent are male.  

and d:  

Age Range Total 
Workforce 

Senior Executive Service 

18-25 5% 0% 

26-35 26% 0% 

36-45 27% 27% 

46-55 22% 55% 

56-65 17% 18% 

66+ 2% 0% 

Total: 100% 100% 
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Department of Local Government and Communities 
A separate response has been provided for the Citizenship and Multicultural Interests portfolio; however, from 
the Department of Local Government and Communities’ perspective, the remainder of the staff across the 
Department work on projects that emerge from, or are strategically linked to, the priorities in the other portfolios. 

(a) Female Male 

190 63 

(b) Female Male 

4 2 

(c) 18 to 25 26 to 35 36 to 45 46 to 55 56 to 65 66+ 

7 56 62 71 48 9 

(d) 18 to 25 26 to 35 36 to 45 46 to 55 56 to 65 66+ 

0 0 0 1 5 0 

MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 

481. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Housing; Veterans Issues; Youth: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 
(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 
(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 

publicly owned corporation; 
(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 

department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 
(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 

Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 

Mr P.C. Tinley replied: 
Housing Authority 
The Housing Authority advises: 
(a) Female: 1 164 

Male: 625 
(b) Female: 2 
 Male: 12 
(c) (i) 18 to 25: 127 

(ii) 26 to 35: 417 
(iii) 36 to 45: 434 
(iv) 46 to 55: 463 
(v) 56 to 65: 321 
(vi) 66 and over: 27 

(d) (i) 18 to 25: Nil 
(ii) 26 to 35: 1 
(iii) 36 to 45: 4 
(iv) 46 to 55: 6 
(v) 56 to 65: 3 
(vi) 66 and over: Nil 

Keystart advises: 
(a) Female: 68 

Male: 52 
(b) Not applicable. 
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(c) (i) 18 to 25: 10 

(ii) 26 to 35: 27 

(iii) 36 to 45: 37 

(iv) 46 to 55: 26 

(v) 56 to 65: 16 

(vi) 66 and over: 4 

(d) Not applicable. 

Department of Local Government and Communities 

The Department of Local Government and Communities advises: 

A separate response has been provided for the Citizenship and Multicultural Interests portfolio; however, from 
the Department of Local Government and Communities’ perspective, the remainder of the staff across the 
Department work on projects that emerge from, or are strategically linked to, the priorities in the other 
portfolios. 

(a) Female headcount 190 

Male head count 63 

(b) Female headcount 4 

Male head count 2 

(c) (i) 18 to 25: 7 

(ii) 26 to 35: 56 

(iii) 36 to 45: 62 

(iv) 46 to 55: 71 

(v) 56 to 65: 48 

(vi) 66 and over: 9 

(d) (i) 18 to 25: Nil 

(ii) 26 to 35: Nil 

(iii) 36 to 45: Nil 

(iv) 46 to 55: 1 

(v) 56 to 65: 5 

(vi) 66 and over: Nil 

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 

482. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 

(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 
publicly owned corporation; 

(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 
department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 

(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 
Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
Department of Lands 

(a) Female: 140; Male: 100 

(b) Female: 1; Male: 4 

(c) 18–25: 18; 26–35: 55; 35–45: 52; 46–55: 64; 55–65: 44; 66 and over: 7 

(d) 18–25: Nil; 26–35: Nil; 35–45: Nil; 46–55: 5; 55–65: Nil; 66 and over: Nil 
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Department of Planning 
(a) Female: 265; Male: 233 
(b) Female: 3; Male: 6 
(c) 18–25: 12; 26–35: 98; 36–45: 153; 46–55: 117; 56–65: 104; 66 and over: 14 
(d) 18–25: Nil; 26–35: 1; 36–45: 2; 46–55: 2; 56–65: 4; 66 and over: Nil 
Department of Transport 
(a) Female: 871; Male: 611 
(b) Female: 5; Male: 13 
(c) 18–25: 54; 26–35: 332; 36–45: 345; 46–55: 395; 56–65: 321; 66 and over: 35 
(d) 18–25: Nil; 26–35: Nil; 36–45: 1; 46–55: 7; 56–65: 10; 66 and over: Nil 
Main Roads Western Australia 
(a) Female: 328; Male: 741 
(b) Female: 2; Male: 8 
(c) 18–25: 52; 26–35: 233; 36–45: 188; 46–55: 278; 56–65: 284; 66 and over: 34 
(d) 18–25: 0; 26–35: 0; 36–45: 1; 46–55: 5; 56–65: 4; 66 and over: Nil 
Public Transport Authority 
(a) Female: 413; Male: 1287; Indeterminate: 2 
(b) Female: Nil; Male: 7; Indeterminate: Nil 
(c) 18–25: 39; 26–35: 364; 36–45: 420; 46–55: 486; 56–65: 341; 66 and over: 52 
(d) 18–25: Nil; 26–35: Nil; 36–45: Nil; 46–55: 3; 56–65: 4; 66 and over: Nil 
Kimberley Ports Authority 
(a) Female: 16; Male: 62 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) 18–25: Nil; 26–35: 13; 36–45: 21; 46–55: 18; 56–65: 20; 66 and over: 6 
(d) Not applicable. 
Pilbara Ports Authority 
(a) Female: 87; Male: 142 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) 18–25: 4; 26–35: 78; 36–45: 71; 46–55: 53; 56–65: 22; 66 and over: 1 
(d) Not applicable. 
Mid West Ports Authority 
(a) Female: 19; Male; 82 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) 18–25: 4; 26–35: 16; 36–45: 25; 46–55: 24; 56–65: 28; 66 and over: 4 
(d) Not applicable. 
Fremantle Ports Authority 
(a) Female: 80; Male: 241 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) 18–25: 1; 26–35: 46; 36–45: 84; 46–55: 102; 56–65: 67; 66 and over: 21 
(d) Not applicable. 
Southern Ports Authority 
(a) Female: 46; Male: 182 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) 18–25: 12; 26–35: 28; 36–45: 63; 46–55: 78; 56–65: 41; 66 and over: 6 
(d) Not applicable. 
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Landcorp: 
(a) Female: 93; Male: 91 
(b) Female: 2; Male: 5 
(c) 18–25: 7; 26–35: 39; 36–45: 63; 46–55: 54; 56–65: 18; 66 and over: 3 
(d) 18–25: Nil; 26–35: Nil; 36–45: Nil; 46–55: 6; 56–65: Nil; 66 and over: 1 
Landgate: 
(a) Female: 270; Male: 304 
(b) Female: 3, Male: 6 
(c) 18–25: 12; 26–35: 99; 36–45: 135; 46–55: 190; 56–65: 124; 66 and over: 14 
(d) 18–25: Nil; 26–35: Nil; 36–45: 2; 46–55: 4; 56–65: 3; 66 and over: Nil 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority 
(a) Female: 101; Male: 57 
(d) Female: 1; Male: 4 
(c) 18–25: 8; 26–35: 59; 36–45: 46; 46–55: 24; 56–65: 18; 66 and over: 3 
(d) 18–25: Nil; 26–35: Nil; 36–45: 3; 46–55: 1; 56–65: 1; 66 and over: Nil 

MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 

483. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 
Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 
(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 
(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 

publicly owned corporation; 
(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 

department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 
(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 

Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 

Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
(a) The departments, agencies and publicly owned corporations are gender neutral as they are not classified 

as either a male or female entity. 
(c) The departments, agencies and publicly owned corporations cannot be broken down into age categories 

as such but could be categorised under year of formation. 
Department of Mines and Petroleum 
(b) 7 males, 3 females 
(d) 18 to 25 = Nil 

26 to 35 = Nil 
36 to 45 = 1 
46 to 55 = 2 
56 to 65 = 5 

Mineral Research Institute of WA 
(b) 1 male 
(d) 18 to 25 = Nil 

26 to 35 = Nil 
36 to 45 = Nil 
46 to 55 = Nil 
56 to 65 = 1 
66 and over = Nil 
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Department of Commerce 
(b) 13 males, 8 females 
(d) 18 to 25 = Nil 

26 to 35 = Nil 
36 to 45 = 1 
46 to 55 = 6 
56 to 65 = 13 
66 and over = 1 

Construction Industry Long Service Leave Payments Board (My Leave) 
(b) Not applicable. 
(d) Not applicable. 
WA Industrial Relations Commission 
(b) 1 female 
(d) 18 to 25 = Nil 

26 to 35 = Nil 
36 to 45 = Nil 
46 to 55 = Nil 
56 to 65 = 1 
66 and over = Nil 

Workcover WA 
(b) 3 males, 2 females 
(d) 18 to 25 = Nil 

26 to 35 = Nil 
36 to 45 = Nil 
46 to 55 = 3 
56 to 65 = 2 
66 and over = Nil 

WA Electoral Commission 
(b) 1 male 
(d) 18 to 25 = Nil 

26 to 35 = Nil 
36 to 45 = Nil 
46 to 55 = Nil 
56 to 65 = 1 
66 and over = Nil 

MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 
484. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 

Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 
(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 
(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 

publicly owned corporation; 
(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 

department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 
(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 

Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 
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Mr P. Papalia replied: 

Tourism Portfolio 
Tourism WA 

(a) Male – 22; Female – 71 

(b) Male – 2; Female – 3 

(c) 18–25 years – 2 

26–35 years – 34 

36–45 years – 27 

46–55 years – 23 

56–65 years – 7 

66 years & over – Nil 

(d) 18–25 years – Nil 

26–35 years – 1 

36–45 years – 1 

46–55 years – 3 

56–65 years – Nil 

66 years & over – Nil 

Racing and Gaming Portfolio 
Burswood Park Board 

(a) Male – 3; Female – 2 

(b) Nil. 

(c) 18–25 years – Nil 

26–35 years – Nil 

36–45 years – 2 

46–55 years – 1 

56–65 years – 2 

66 years & over – Nil 

(d) Not applicable. 

Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 

(a) Male – 58; Female – 54 

(b) Male – 2; Female – Nil 

(c) 18–25 years – Nil 

26–35 years – 18 

36–45 years – 29 

46–55 years – 31 

56–65 years – 29 

66 years & over – 3 

(d) 18–25 years – Nil 

26–35 years – Nil 

36–45 years –Nil 

46–55 years – 1 

56–65 years – Nil 

66 years & over – 1 
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Racing and Wagering Western Australia 

(a) Male – 290; Female – 203 

(b) Not applicable. 

(c) 18–25 years – 62 

26–35 years – 103 

36–45 years – 95 

46–55 years – 120 

56–65 years – 76 

66 years & over – 30 

(d)  Not applicable. 

Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 

(a) Male – 19; Female – 4 

(b) Nil. 

(c) 18–25 years – 1 

26–35 years – 5 

36–45 years – 6 

46–55 years – 1 

56–65 years – 9 

66 years & over – 1 

(d) Not applicable. 

Small Business Portfolio 
Small Business Development Corporation 

(a) Male – 17; Female – 36 

(b) Male – 1; Female – 1 

(c) 18–25 years – Nil 

26–35 years – 10 

36–45 years – 16 

46–55 years – 12 

56–65 years – 12 

66 years & over – 3 

(d) 18–25 years – Nil 

26–35 years – Nil 

36–45 years – Nil 

46–55 years – 1 

56–65 years – 1 

66 years & over – Nil 

Defence Issues Portfolio 
Defence West (as part of the Department of Commerce) 

(a)–(d) Not applicable. 

Citizenship and Multicultural Interests Portfolio 

Office of Multicultural Interests (as part of the Department of Local Government and Communities) 

(a) Male – 3; Female – 17 

(b) Male – Nil; Female – 1 
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(c) 18–25 years – Nil 

26–35 years – 4 

36–45 years – 5 

46–55 years – 5 

56–65 years – 5 

66 years & over – 1 

(d) 18–25 years – Nil 

26–35 years – Nil 

36–45 years – Nil 

46–55 years – 1 

56–65 years – Nil 

66 years & over – Nil 

TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 

485. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 

(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 
publicly owned corporation; 

(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 
department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 

(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 
Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs 

(a) As at 8 June 2017, 76 females (includes Senior Executive) and 

54 males (includes Senior Executive) 

(b) As at 8 June 2017, 1 female and 

4 males 

(c) 

Age Number of employees (not including Senior Executive) 

18 to 25 7 

26 to 35 20 

36 to 45 30 

46 to 55 36 

56 to 65 26 

66 and over 6 

(d) 

Age Number of employees 

18 to 25 0 

26 to 35 0 

36 to 45 2 

46 to 55 2 

56 to 65 1 

66 and over 0 
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Department of Finance 

(a) 508 male, 507 female. 

(b) 18 male, 11 female. 

(c) 22 (18 to 25);  265 (26 to 35);  230 (36 to 45);  272 (46 to 55);  196 (56 to 65);  30 (66 and over) 

(d) Nil (18 to 25);  three (26 to 35);  three (36 to 45);  13 (46 to 55);  10 (56 to 65);  nil (66 and over) 

Public Utilities Office 

(a) 18 female, 30 male 

(b) One female, four male 

(c) One (18 to 25);  12 (26 to 35);  19 (36 to 45);  11 (46 to 55);  five (56 to 65);  nil (66 and over) 

(d) Nil (18 to 25) and (26 to 35);  two (36 to 45);  three (46 to 55);  nil (56 to 65) and (66 and over) 

Department of Treasury 

(a) Females 149; males 150. 

(b) Females 6; males 15. 

(c) 

18-25 14 

26-35 102 

36-45 73 

46-55 74 

56-65 31 

66-over 5 

(d) 

18-25 0 

26-35 0 

36-45 5 

46-55 13 

56-65 3 

66-over 0 

Economic Regulation Authority 

(a) 27 Females and 25 Males 

(b) 4 Males (including CEO) 

(c) 18 to 25–2 

26 to 35-11 

36 to 45-17 

46 to 55–13 

56 to 65-8 

66 and over–1 

(d) 18 to 25–Nil 

26 to 35-Nil 

36 to 45–Nil 

46 to 55-2 

56 to 65-1 

66 and over–1 
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Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund 
(a) Staff (including senior executive) - 2 male and 2 female.  Contract consultants - 1 male and 1 female 
(b) 1 male (also included in (a)) 
(c) 36 to 45 - 1; 46 to 55 - 3; 56 to 65 - 1; 66 and over – 1 
(d) 46 to 55 - 1 (also included in (c)) 
Government Employees Superannuation Board 
(a) Females 52%  

Males 48% 
(b) Females 33%  

Males 67% 
(c)  

18-25 2.2% 

26-35 10.8% 

36-45 43.5% 

46-55 26.1% 

56-65 17.4% 

66 and over 0% 

(d) 

18-25 0% 

26-35 0% 

36-45 67% 

46-55 0% 

56-65 33% 

66 and over 0% 

Horizon Power 
(a) 90 Female; 216 Male 
(b) Horizon Power is not bound by the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and as such does not have any 

staff in the Senior Executive Service. 
Horizon Power’s Executive Team is comprised of 0 females and 9 males. 

(c) 18–25: 3 
26–35: 58 
36–45: 115 
46–55: 78 
56–65: 51 
66+ : 3 

(d) Horizon Power is not bound by the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and as such does not have any 
staff in the Senior Executive Service. 
The age breakdown of Horizon Power’s Executive Leadership Team is below: 
18–25: 0 
26–35: 0 
36–45: 2 
46–55: 4 
56–65: 2 
66+: 1 
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Independent Market Operator 
(a) Male – 0 

Female – 1 
(b) Not Applicable. Under the Electricity Industry (Independent Market Operator) Regulations 2004 none 

of the IMO’s staff or officers are to be included in the Senior Executive Service provided for by the 
Public Sector Management Act 1994. 

(c) 18 to 25 – 0 
26 to 35 – 0 
36 to 45 – 0 
46 to 55 – 1 
56 to 65 – 0 
66 and over – 0 

(d) Not Applicable. Under the Electricity Industry (Independent Market Operator) Regulations 2004 none 
of the IMO’s staff or officers are to be included in the Senior Executive Service provided for by the 
Public Sector Management Act 1994. 

Insurance Commission of Western Australia 
(a) Female employees: 232 (59%) 

Male employees: 158 (41%) 
(b) SES Female employees: 0 (0%) SES Male employee: 1 (100%) 

Age Breakdown – all employees 
(c) 

Age range Number of Employees 

18 – 25 years 8 

26 – 35 years 101 

36 – 45 years 99 

46 – 55 years 123 

56 – 65 years 50 

66 and over 9 

(d) Age Breakdown – SES employee. 

Age range Number of Employees 

36 – 45 years 0 

46 – 55 years 1 

56 – 65 years 0 

66 and over 0 

Native Title 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 495. 
Office of the Auditor General 
(a) Females – 86; Males – 71 
(b) Females – 3; Males – 3 
(c) 18 to 25 – 11; 

26 to 35 – 56; 
36 to 45 – 45; 
46 to 55 – 30; 
56 to 65 – 14; 
66 and over – 1 
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(d) 18 to 25 – 0; 
26 to 35 – 0; 
36 to 45 – 1; 
46 to 55 – 3; 
56 to 65 – 2;  
66 and over – 0   

Synergy  
(a) 278 females and 533 males. 
(b) Synergy is not bound by the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and as such does not have any staff in 

the Senior Executive Service. 
Synergy’s Executive Leadership Team is comprised of 2 females and 7 males. 

(c) 
AGE NUMBER OF STAFF 
18 to 25 31 
26 to 35 247 
36 to 45 244 
46 to 55 188 
56 to 65 114 
66 and over 6 

(d) Synergy is not bound by the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and as such does not have any staff in 
the Senior Executive Service. 
The age breakdown of Synergy’s Executive Leadership Team is below:  

AGE NUMBER OF STAFF 
18 to 25   
26 to 35   
36 to 45 3 
46 to 55 2 
56 to 65 3 
66 and over 1 

Western Australia Treasury Corporation 
Western Australian Treasury Corporation is a Schedule 1 agency under the Public Sector Management Act and 
does not use Public Sector salary levels, classes or divisions.  Western Australian Treasury Corporation classes 3 
employees as Senior Executives. 
(a) Male 47 Female 20 
(b) Male 3 Female 0 
(c) 18 to 25  3 

26 to 35  12 
36 to 45  16 
46 to 55  17 
56 to 65  18 
66 and over  1 

(d) 18 to 25  0 
26 to 35  0 
36 to 45  0 
46 to 55  1 
56 to 65  2 
66 and over  0 
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Western Power 

(a) Female: 635 Male: 2024 

(b) Western Power is not bound by the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and as such does not have any 
staff in the Senior Executive Service. 

Western Power’s Executive Team is comprised of 1 females and 6 males at 23 June 2017. 

(c) Age Groups Female  Male 

18 to 25  21  81 

26 to 35  229  467 

36 to 45  193  568 

46 to 55  133  647 

56 to 65  55  248 

66 and over 4  13 

Total  635  2024 
(d) Western Power is not bound by the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and as such does not have any 

staff in the Senior Executive Service. 

The age breakdown of Western Power’s Executive Team at 23 June 2017 is 

26 to 35 – 1 

36 to 45 – 1 

46 to 55 – 5 

MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 

486. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 

(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 
publicly owned corporation; 

(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 
department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 

(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 
Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 

Mr M.P. Murray replied: 
Department of Sport and Recreation 

(a) Female headcount 144;  male headcount 137. 

(b) Female headcount 0; male headcount 6. 

(c) Age breakdown headcount: 18–25 is 54; 26–35 is 64; 36–45 is 73; 46–55 is 54; 56–65 is 25; 66 & 
over is 11. 

(d) Age breakdown headcount: 36–45 is 4; 46–55 is 1; 56–65 is 3; 66 & over is 1. 

Department of Local Government and Communities 

A separate response has been provided for the Citizenship and Multicultural Interests portfolio; however, from 
the Department of Local Government and Communities’ perspective, the remainder of the staff across the 
Department work on projects that emerge from, or are strategically linked to, the priorities in the other 
portfolios. 

(a) Female headcount 190; male head count 63. 

(b) Female headcount 4; male headcount 2. 

(c) Age breakdown headcount: 18 to 25 is 7; 26 to 35 is 56; 36 to 45 is 62; 46 to 55 is 71; 56 to 65 is 48; 66 
and over is 9. 

(d) Age breakdown headcount: 46 to 55 is 1; 56 to 65 is 5. 
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ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 

487. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 

(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 
publicly owned corporation; 

(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 
department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 

(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 
Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
Corruption and Crime Commission: 

(a) 66 female and 59 male. 

(b) Nil. The Corruption and Crime Commission is not an SES organisation under the Public Sector 
Management Act 1994. 

(c) 18–25 = 0 

26–35 = 30 

36–45 = 34 

46–55 = 42 

56–65 = 16 

66 and over = 3 

(d) Nil. The Corruption and Crime Commission is not an SES organisation under the Public Sector 
Management Act 1994. 

Department of the Attorney General: 

(a) (i) Male 524 

(ii) Female 1191 

(b) (i) Male 12 

(ii) Female 7 

(c) (i) 18–25: 98 

(ii) 26–35: 405 

(iii) 36–45: 353 

(iv) 46–55: 399 

(v) 56–65: 388 

(vi) 66+: 70 

(d) (i) 18–25: 0 

(ii) 26–35: 0 

(iii) 35–45: 1 

(iv) 46–55: 10 

(v) 56–65: 8 

(vi) 66+: 0 

Equal Opportunity Commission: 

(a) Male  5 

Female  17 

(b) Not applicable. 

(c) 18–25  2 
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26–35  1 
36–45  3 
46–55  6 
56–65  10 
66+  0 

(d) Not applicable. 
Legal Practice Board: 
(a) 39 female; 8 male. 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) 18 – 25: 2 

26 – 35: 8 
36 – 45: 15 
46 – 55: 10 
56 – 65: 12 
66 and over: Nil 

(d) Not applicable. 
LegalAid WA: 
(a) 

Gender Percentage Headcount 

Male 19.23% 65 

Female 80.77% 273 

(b) NIL. Not applicable. 
(c) 

  18 to 25 26 to 35 36 to 45 46 to 55 56 to 65 66+ 
Percentage 4.14 23.08 24.26 24.26 20.71 3.55 

Headcount 14 78 82 82 70 12 

(d) NIL. Not applicable. 
Office of the Commissioner for Children and Young People: 
(a) as at 31/6/17 4 male and 16 female 
(b) 1 male 
(c) 18–25=0, 26–35=8, 36–45=4, 46–55=5, 56–65=2, 66–over=1 
(d) 56–65=1, remainder for age groups=0 
Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions: 
(a) The Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions (‘ODPP’) currently employs 154 female and 100 male 

staff; 
(b) The ODPP employs 1 male Senior Executive Service employee. There are no female Senior Executive 

Service employees; 
(c) The age breakdown in the ODPP is as follows. 

18–25 = 13 
26–35 = 73 
36–45 = 73 
46–55 = 56 
56–65 = 35 
66+ = 4; and 

(d) The single Senior Executive Service employee falls in the 56–65 age range. 
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Office of the Information Commissioner: 
(a) Male employees 23%, female employees 77%. 
(b) Not applicable – non–SES agency. 
(c) 18–25 = nil; 26–35 = 1; 36–45 = 3; 46–55 = 3; 56–65 = 5; 66+ = 1. 
(d) Not applicable. 
Solicitor General’s and State Solicitor’s Office: 
Incorporated into the Department of the Attorney General’s response. 

MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 
489. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 
(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 
(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 

publicly owned corporation; 
(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 

department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 
(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 

Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 
Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
The Department of Corrective Services advises as at 31 May 2017: 
Male 2629, Female 2221  
Male 15, Female 10. 
(1) 18 – 25  88  

26 – 35  701  
36 – 45  1074 
46 – 55   1471 
56 – 65  1266 
65+  250 

(2) 36 – 45  5 
46 – 55  14 
55 – 65  6  

The Department of Fire and Emergency Services (DFES) advises that as of 23 May 2017: 
(a) Male – 1369 

Female – 324 
(b) Male – 6 

Female – 3 
(c) 18–25: 44 

26–35: 384 
36–45: 492 
46–55: 500 
56–65: 261 
66 and over: 12 

(d) 18–25: nil 
26–35: nil 
36–45: 1 
46–55: 4 
56–65: 4 
66 and over: nil 
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The Office of Emergency Management (OEM) submits the following response: 
(a) Male – 19 / Female 25 
(b) Male – 3 / Female – 0 
(c) 18 to 25 – 0 / 26 to 35 – 7 / 36 to 45 – 9 /  46 to 55 – 16 / 56 to 65 – 11 / 66 and over – 1 
(d) 18 to 25 – 0 / 26 to 35 – 0 / 36 to 45 – 0 /  46 to 55 – 2 / 56 to 65 – 1 / 66 and over – 0 

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 
493. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 
(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 
(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 

publicly owned corporation; 
(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 

department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 
(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 

Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 
Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Department of Education 
(a) Male: 8,918 

Female: 42,982 
(b) Male: 17  

Female: 9 
(c) Under 18: 26  

18–25: 3,173 
26–35: 9,238 
36–45: 12,710 
46–55: 14,418 
56–65: 10,609 
66 and over: 1,726 

(d) Under 18: 0 
18–25: 0 
26–35: 1 
36–45: 1 
46–55: 10 
56–65: 11 
66 and over: 3 

Country High School Hostels Authority 
(a) Male: 55 

Female: 121 
(b) Male: Nil  

Female: 1 
(c) 18–25: 5 

26–35: 32 
36–45: 38 
46–55: 54 
56–65: 39 
66 and over: 8 
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(d) 18–25: Nil 

26–35: Nil 

36–45: Nil 

46–55: 1 

56–65: Nil 

66 and over: Nil 

Department of Education Services 

(a) Male: 40 

Female: 72 

(b) Male: 3 

Female: 2 

(c) 18–25: 2 

26–35: 12 

36–45: 31 

46–55: 35 

56–65: 30 

66 and over: 2 

(d) 18–25: Nil 

26–35: Nil 

36–45: Nil 

46–55: 2 

56–65: 2 

66 and over: 1 

School Curriculum Standards Authority 

(a) Male: 47 

Female: 112 

(b) Male: 3 

Female: 3 

(c) 18–25: 3 

26–35: 11 

36–45: 20 

46–55: 56 

56–65: 51 

66 and over: 18 

(d) 18–25: Nil 

26–35: Nil 

36–45: Nil 

46–55: 3 

56–65: 2 

66 and over: 1 

Department of Training and Workforce Development 

(a) Male: 187 

Female: 336 
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(b) Male: 11 

Female: 5 

(c) 18–25: 18 

26–35: 107 

36–45: 143 

46–55: 138 

56–65: 111 

66 and over: 6 

(d) 18–25: Nil 

26–35: Nil 

36–45: 3 

46–55: 6 

56–65: 7 

66 and over: Nil 

North Metropolitan TAFE 

(a) Male: 629 

Female: 863 

(b) Male: 7 

Female: 2 

(c) 18–25: 30 

26–35: 127 

36–45: 285 

46–55: 479 

56–65: 468 

66 and over: 103 

(d) 18–25: Nil 

26–35: Nil 

36–45: 2 

46–55: 2 

56–65: 5 

66 and over: Nil 

South Metropolitan TAFE 

(a) Male: 655 

Female: 726 

(b) Male: 2 

Female: 6 

(c) 18–25: 30 

26–35: 126 

36–45: 291 

46–55: 439 

56–65: 406 

66 and over: 89 
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(d) 18–25: Nil 

26–35: Nil 

36–45: 2 

46–55: 1 

56–65: 3 

66 and over: 1 

Central Regional TAFE 

(a) Male: 162 

Female: 271 

(b) Male: 1 

Female: Nil 

(c) 18–25: 16 

26–35: 51 

36–45: 112 

46–55: 125 

56–65: 109 

66 and over: 20 

(d) 18–25: Nil 

26–35: Nil 

36–45: Nil 

46–55: Nil 

56–65: 1 

66 and over: Nil 

North Regional TAFE 

(a) Male: 115 

Female: 182 

(b) Male: 1 

Female: Nil 

(c) 18–25: 4 

26–35: 48 

36–45: 83 

46–55: 88 

56–65: 64 

66 and over: 10 

(d) 18–25: Nil 

26–35: Nil 

36–45: Nil 

46–55: Nil 

56–65: 1 

66 and over: Nil 

South Regional TAFE 

(a) Male: 154 

Female: 316 
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(b) Male: 1 

Female: Nil 

(c) 18–25: 4 

26–35: 41 

36–45: 100 

46–55: 170 

56–65: 143 

66 and over: 12 

(d) 18–25: Nil 

26–35: Nil 

36–45: 1 

46–55: Nil 

56–65: Nil 

66 and over: Nil 

Building Construction Industry Training Fund 

(a) Male: 10 

Female: 9 

(b) Male: 3 

Female: Nil 

(c) 18–25: Nil 

26–35: 5 

36–45: 2 

46–55: 2 

56–65: 6 

66 and over: 5 

(d) 18–25: Nil 

26–35: Nil 

36–45: Nil 

46–55: 1 

56–65: 1 

66 and over: 1 

MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 

494. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 

(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 

(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 
publicly owned corporation; 

(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 
department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 

(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 
Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
Department of Health * 

(a) 33,839 females and 9,918 males. 
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(b) Eight females and seven males. 

(c) 

Age Bracket Head Count 

18 to 25 3,080 

26 to 35 10,216 

36 to 45 10,148 

46 to 55 10,652 

56 to 65 8,393 

66 and over 1,260 

(d) 

Age Bracket Head Count 

18 to 25 Nil 

26 to 35 Nil 

36 to 45 Nil 

46 to 55 9 

56 to 65 6 

66 and over Nil 

*Senior Executive Service staff are only employed by the Department of Health (DoH) and not Health Service 
Providers (HSP) therefore responses to (b) and (d) refer to DoH only (and not the whole WA health system). 
Figures are for the WA health system only and exclude the Mental Health Commission WA, Office of Health 
Review, Peel Health Campus, Joondalup Health Campus and agency staff. 

Mental Health Commission 

(a) 215.7 females (FTE) and 89.7 males (FTE). 

(b) Tenured employees with SES Contracts: 

4 Females – 6 Males Employees Acting in an SES Position: 

1 Female – 0 Males 

(c) 

Age Range Full Time Equivalent 

18-25 8.50 

26-35 68.18 

36-45 83.41 

46-55 86.68 

56-65 49.47 

66+ 9.11 

(d) 

Age Range Full Time Equivalent 

26-35 1.00 

36-45 2.00 

46-55 5.00 

56-65 2.00 

Health & Disability Services Complaints Office (HADSCO) 

(a) 2 males and 17 females. 

(b) 0 males and 2 females. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 27 June 2017] 1787 

 

(c) 
Age Bracket Head Count 
18 to 25 0 
26 to 35 7 
36 to 45 4 
46 to 55 5 
56 to 65 3 
66 and over 0 

(d) 
Age Bracket Head Count 
18 to 25 0 
26 to 35 0 
36 to 45 0 
46 to 55 2 
56 to 65 0 
66 and over 0 

Healthway 
(a) 14 females and 5 males. 
(b) 1 female and 0 males. 
(c) 

Age Bracket Head Count 
18 to 25 0 
26 to 35 9 
36 to 45 1 
46 to 55 4 
56 to 65 4 
66 and over 1 

(d) 
Age Bracket Head Count 
18 to 25 0 
26 to 35 0 
36 to 45 0 
46 to 55 0 
56 to 65 1 
66 and over 0 

Animal Resources Authority 
(a) 42 females and 21 males. 
(b) Nil. 
(c) 

Age Bracket Head Count 
18 to 25 6 
26 to 35 26 
36 to 45 14 
46 to 55 11 
56 to 65 6 
66 and over 0 

(d) Nil. 
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PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS 

495. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 
Jobs and Trade; Federal-State Relations: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies, and publicly owned corporations: 
(a) What is the gender breakdown for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; 
(b) What is the gender breakdown for the Senior Executive Service for each department, agency, and 

publicly owned corporation; 
(c) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for each 

department, agency, and publicly owned corporation; and 
(d) What is the age breakdown (18 to 25; 26 to 35; 36 to 45; 46 to 55; 56 to 65; 66 and over) for the Senior 

Executive Service for each department, agency, and publicly owned corporation? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  
On behalf of Gold Corporation and its subsidiaries: 
(a) 57% male and 43% female 
(b) 67% male and 33% female 
(c) (i) 3% 

(ii) 28% 
(iii) 23% 
(iv) 23% 
(v) 19% 
(vi) 4% 

(d) (i) 0% 
(ii) 17% 
(iii) 17% 
(iv) 49% 
(v) 17% 
(vi) 0% 

Lotterywest 
(a) Female 55.8%, Male 44.2% 
(b) Female 43%, Male 57% 
(c) (i) 5.6% 

(ii) 26.8% 
(iii) 29.4% 
(iv) 23.4% 
(v) 13% 
(vi) 1.7% 

(d) (i) 0% 
(ii) 0% 
(iii) 14.3% 
(iv) 71.4% 
(v) 0% 
(vi) 14.3% 

Premier and Cabinet 
(a) 64.7% Female, 35.3% Male 
(b) 33.3% Female, 66.7% Male 
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(c) (i) 8.5% 

(ii) 24.6% 

(iii) 17.0% 

(iv) 25.5% 

(v) 20.2% 

(vi) 2.9% 

(d) (i) 0% 

(ii) 5.6% 

(iii) 5.6% 

(iv) 50.0% 

(v) 38.9% 

(vi) 0% 

The Public Sector Commission advises 

(a) 66.7% Female, 33.3% Male 

(b) 44.4% Female, 55.6% Male 

(c) (i) 8.7% 

(ii) 29.1% 

(iii) 23.6% 

(iv) 22.1% 

(v) 11.8% 

(vi) 3.2% 

(d) (i) 0% 

(ii) 0% 

(iii) 0% 

(iv) 88.9% 

(v) 11.1% 

(vi) 0% 
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal 

(a) 67% Male, 33% Female 

(b) N/A. 

(c) (i) 0% 

(ii) 33% 

(iii) 67% 

(iv) 0% 

(v) 0% 

(vi) 0% 

(d) N/A. 

State Development, Jobs and Trade 

(a) 54.2% female, 45.8% male 

(b) 28.6% female, 71.4 male 

(c) (i) 2.1% 

(ii) 22.2% 

(iii) 21.5% 
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(iv) 25% 
(v) 25% 
(vi) 4.2% 

(d) (i) 0% 
(ii) 0% 
(iii) 14.2% 
(iv) 42.9% 
(v) 42.9% 
(vi) 0% 

MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 
496. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 
(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 
(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 
Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  
(a) 35. 
(b) 35. 
(c) Two. 
(d) One. 
(e) Nil. 

MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 
497. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 

and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 
(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 
(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 
Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
Department for Child Protection 
(a) As at 23 May 2017 there are 11.0 FTE employed at the Senior Executive Service level (this includes 4.0 

FTE on temporary acting arrangements and 1.0 FTE on secondment to the Agency). 
(b) There are 11 public servants by ‘head count’ employed at the Senior Executive Service level (this 

includes four temporary acting arrangements and one secondment to the Agency). 
(c) One Senior Executive Service staff member is on annual leave. 
(d)–(e) Nil. 
Department of Local Government and Communities 
(a) Seven. 
(b) Seven. 
(c)–(e) Nil. 
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MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 

498. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Housing; Veterans Issues; Youth: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 

(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 

(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 

(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 

(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 

(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 

Mr P.C. Tinley replied: 

Housing Authority 

As at 23 May 2017 the Housing Authority advises: 

(a)–(b) 14. 

(c)–(e) Nil. 

Department of Local Government and Communities 

As at 23 May 2017 the Department of Local Government and Communities advises: 

A separate response has been provided for the Citizenship and Multicultural Interests portfolio; however, from 
the Department of Local Government and Communities’ perspective, the remainder of the senior officers (tier 1 
and tier 2) are strategically linked to the priorities in the other portfolios. 

(a)–(b) 6. 

(c)–(e) Nil. 

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 

499. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 

(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 

(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 

(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 

(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 

(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 

Transport Agencies: 

(a) 37 

(b) 37  

(c) 5  

(d) 2 

(e) Nil. 

Planning Agencies: 

(a) 14  

(b) 14  

(c) 1  

(d) Nil. 

(e) Nil.  
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Lands Agencies: 
(a) 20.6  
(b) 21 
(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil.  
(e) Nil. 
MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 

500. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 
Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 
(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 
(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 

Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
Department of Mines and Petroleum 
(a) 12 
(b) 12 
(c)–(e) Nil. 
Mineral Research Institute WA 
(a) 1 
(b) 1  
(c)–(e) Nil. 
Department of Commerce 
(a) 20.9 
(b) 21 
(c) 1 
(d) 1 
(e) Nil. 
Construction Industry Long Service Leave Payments Board (My Leave) 
(a) 1 
(b) 1 
(c) 1 
(d)–(e) Nil. 
WA Industrial Relations Commission 
(a) 1 
(b) 1 
(c)–(e) Nil. 
Workcover WA 
(a) 5  
(b) 5 
(c)–(e) Nil. 
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WA Electoral Commission 

(a) 1 

(b) 1 

(c)–(e) Nil. 

MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 

501. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 
Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 

(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 

(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 

(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 

(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 

(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 

Tourism Portfolio 

Tourism WA 

(a) 4 

(b) 4 

(c)–(e) Nil. 

Racing and Gaming Portfolio 

Not applicable to the Burswood Park Board, Racing and Wagering Western Australia and the 
Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association. 

Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 

(a) 2 

(b) 2 

(c)–(e) Nil. 

Small Business Portfolio 

Small Business Development Corporation 

(a) 2 

(b) 2 

(c)–(e) Nil. 

Defence Issues Portfolio 

Defence West (as part of the Department of Commerce) 

(a) Nil. 

(b)–(e) Nil. 

Citizenship and Multicultural Interests Portfolio 

Office of Multicultural Interests (as part of the Department of Local Government and Communities) 

(a) 1. 

(b) 1. 

(c)–(e) Nil. 
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TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 

502. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 
(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 
(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs 
(a) 4.80 
(b) 5 
(c)–(e) Nil. 
  
Department of Finance/PUO 

  Finance Energy 

(a) 35 6 

(b) 35 6 

(c)–(e) Nil Nil 

Department of Treasury 
(a) 19 
(b) 20 
(c) One. 
(d) Nil. 
(e) Nil. 
Economic Regulation Authority 
(a) 4 (Includes the ERA CEO contract with the ERA Governing Body) 
(b) 4 (Includes the CEO) 
(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 
(e) Nil. 
Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund 
(a) 1 
(b) Nil. 
(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 
(e) Nil. 
Government Employees Superannuation Board 
(a) 3 
(b) 3 
(c) 0 
(d) 0 
(e) 0 



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 27 June 2017] 1795 

 

Horizon Power 
(a) Horizon Power is not bound by the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and as such does not have any 

staff in the Senior Executive Service. 
There are nine FTE positions in Horizon Power’s Executive Team. 

(b) Horizon Power is not bound by the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and as such does not employ 
any public servants. 
There are nine employees in Horizon Power’s Executive Team. 

(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 
(e) Nil. 
Independent Market Operator 
(a) Not Applicable. Under the Electricity Industry (Independent Market Operator) Regulations 2004 none 

of the IMO’s staff or officers are included in the Senior Executive Service provided for by the Public 
Sector Management Act 1994. 

(b) Not Applicable. See answer to (a). 
(c) Not Applicable. See answer to (a). 
(d) Not Applicable. See answer to (a). 
(e) Not Applicable. See answer to (a). 
Insurance Commission of Western Australia 
(a) 1 
(b) 1 
(c) 0 
(d) 0 
(e) 0 
Native Title 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 512. 
Office of the Auditor General 
(a) 6 
(b) 6 
(c) 0 
(d) 0 
(e) 0 
Synergy 
(a) Synergy is not bound by the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and as such does not have any staff in 

the Senior Executive Service. 
There are nine FTE positions in Synergy’s Executive Leadership Team. 

(b) Synergy is not bound by the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and as such does not employ any 
public servants. 
There are nine employees in Synergy’s Executive Leadership Team. 

(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 
(e) Nil. 
Western Australia Treasury Corporation 
Western Australian Treasury Corporation is a Schedule 1 agency under the Public Sector Management Act and 
does not use Public Sector salary levels, classes or divisions.  Western Australian Treasury Corporation classes 3 
employees as Senior Executives. 
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(a) 3 

(b) Nil as Western Australian Treasury Corporation’s employees are not public servants. 

(c)–(e) Nil. 

Western Power 

(a) Western Power is not bound by the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and as such does not have any 
staff in the Senior Executive Service. 

There are 7 FTE positions in Western Power’s Executive Team. 

(b) Western Power is not bound by the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and as such does not employ 
any public servants. 

There are 7 employees in Western Power’s Executive Team. 

(c)–(e) Nil. 

MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 

503. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 

(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 

(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 

(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 

(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 

(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 

Mr M.P. Murray replied: 
Department of Sport and Recreation 

(a) 7 – SES or equivalent. 

(b) 7 

(c) 1 

(d) 0 

(e) 0 

Department of Local Government and Communities 

A separate response has been provided for the Citizenship and Multicultural Interests portfolio; however, from 
the Department of Local Government and Communities’ perspective, the remainder of the senior officers (tier 1 
and tier 2) are strategically linked to the priorities in the other portfolios. 

(a) 6 

(b) 6 

(c) 0 

(d) 0 

(e) 0 

ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 

504. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 

(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 

(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 

(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 

(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 

(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 
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Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
Corruption and Crime Commission: 
(a)–(e) None, not applicable.  

Part 12 Division 1 of the Corruption, Crime and Misconduct Act 2003 sets out the provisions relating to 
the Corruption and Crime Commission’s staff.   
“Section 178 .   Commission not SES organisation 
The Commission is not, and is not to become, an SES organisation under the Public Sector 
Management Act 1994.” 

LegalAid WA: 
(a)–(e) No, not applicable.  
Office of the Commissioner for Children and Young People: 
(a) 1.0  
(b) 1  
(c)–(e) None. 
Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions: 
(a) 1.0  
(b) 1  
(c) 1  
(d)–(e) None. 
Office of the Information Commissioner / Freedom of Information: 
(a)–(e) None, not applicable.  
Department of the Attorney General: 
(a) 19. 
(b) 19. 
(c) 1. 
(d) 0. 
(e) 0. 
Solicitor Generals and State Solicitors Office: 
Incorporated into the Department of the Attorney General’s response. 

MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — 
SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 

506. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 
(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 
(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 
Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
The Department of Corrective Services advises: 
(a) 25 
(b) 25 
(c) 1 
(d) Nil. 
(e) Nil. 



1798 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 27 June 2017] 

 

The Department of Fire and Emergency Services advises: 
(a) 9 
(b) 9 
(c) 1 
(d) Nil. 
(e) Nil. 
The Office of Emergency Management advises: 
(a) 3 
(b) 3 
(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 
(e) Nil. 
The Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services advises: 
(a) 1 
(b) 1 
(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 
(e) Nil. 

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — 
SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 

510. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 
(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 
(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 
Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Department of Education 
(a) 26  
(b) 26  
(c) 4  
(d) 1  
(e) Nil. 
Country High Schools Hostel Authority 
(a) 1  
(b) 1  
(c) Nil.  
(d) Nil. 
(e) Nil. 
Department of Education Services 
(a) 5  
(b) 5  
(c) Nil.  
(d) 1  
(e) Nil.  
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School Curriculum Standards Authority 

(a) 6  

(b) 6  

(c) 2  

(d) Nil.  

(e) Nil.  

Department of Training and Workforce Development 

(a)  17  

(b) 17  

(c) 2  

(d) Nil.  

(e) Nil.  

Central Regional TAFE 

(a) 1  

(b) 1  

(c) Nil.  

(d) Nil.  

(e) Nil.  

North Metropolitan TAFE 

(a) 9  

(b) 9  

(c) Nil.  

(d) 1  

(e) Nil.  

North Regional TAFE 

(a) 1  

(b) 1  

(c) Nil.  

(d) Nil.  

(e) Nil.  

South Metropolitan TAFE 

(a) 8  

(b) 1  

(c) Nil.  

(d) Nil.  

(e) Nil.  

South Regional TAFE 

(a) 1  

(b) 1  

(c) 0  

(d) Nil.  

(e) Nil.  
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Building Construction Industry Training Fund 
(a) 3  
(b) 3  
(c) 1  
(d) Nil.  
(e) Nil.  

MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 
511. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 
(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 
(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 
Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
Department of Health 
(a) 15. 
(b) 15. 
(c)–(e) Nil. 
Mental Health Commission 
(a) 11. 
(b) 11. 
(c) 1. 
(d) 2 – One day each employee on 23 May 2017. 
(e) Nil. 
Health & Disability Services Complaints Office (HADSCO) 
(a) 2. 
(b) 2. 
(c)–(e) Nil. 
Healthway 
(a)–(b) One. 
(c)–(e) Nil. 
Animal Resources Authority 
(a)–(e) Nil. 

PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF 
512. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 

Jobs and Trade; Federal-State Relations: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities as of 23 May 2017 for departments, agencies, and publicly 
owned corporations: 
(a) how many full time equivalent (FTE) are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(b) how many public servants by ‘head count’ are employed at the Senior Executive Service level; 
(c) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on annual leave; 
(d) how many Senior Executive Service staff are on personal leave; and 
(e) how many Senior Executive Service staff on leave without pay? 
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Mr M. McGowan replied:  
Lotterywest 
(a) 7 
(b) 7 
(c) 0 
(d) 0 
(e) 0 
Premier and Cabinet 
(a) 18 
(b) 18 
(c) 4 
(d) 1 
(e) 0 
Public Sector Commission 
(a) 8.4 FTE 
(b) 9 head count 
(c) 0 
(d) 0 
(e) 0 
Above figures do not include Chief Executive Officers transferred to other functions. 
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal 
(a) Nil. 
(b)–(e) N/A. 
State Development, Jobs and Trade 
(a) 14 
(b) 14 
(c) 1 
(d) 0 
(e) 0 
On behalf of Gold Corporation and its subsidiaries: 
(a) 6 
(b) 0 
(c) 0 
(d) 0 
(e) 0 

MINISTER FOR WATER — ADVISORS 

513. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
With respect to staff employed in your Ministerial office as at 19 May 2017: 
(a) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on policy matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and policy responsibilities; and 
(b) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on media matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and media responsibilities? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 529. 
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MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — ADVISORS 
514. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 

and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 
With respect to staff employed in your Ministerial office as at 19 May 2017: 
(a) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on policy matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and policy responsibilities; and 
(b) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on media matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and media responsibilities? 
Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 529. 

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — ADVISORS 
516. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
With respect to staff employed in your Ministerial office as at 19 May 2017: 
(a) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on policy matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and policy responsibilities; and 
(b) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on media matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and media responsibilities? 
Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 529. 

MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — ADVISORS 
517. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 

Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 
With respect to staff employed in your Ministerial office as at 19 May 2017: 
(a) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on policy matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and policy responsibilities; and 
(b) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on media matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and media responsibilities? 
Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 529. 

MINISTER FOR TOURISM — ADVISORS 
518. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 

Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 
With respect to staff employed in your Ministerial office as at 19 May 2017: 
(a) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on policy matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and policy responsibilities; and 
(b) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on media matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and media responsibilities? 
Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 529. 

TREASURER — ADVISORS 
519. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
With respect to staff employed in your Ministerial office as at 19 May 2017: 
(a) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on policy matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and policy responsibilities; and 
(b) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on media matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and media responsibilities? 
Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 529. 
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MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — ADVISORS 

520. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 
With respect to staff employed in your Ministerial office as at 19 May 2017: 
(a) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on policy matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and policy responsibilities; and 
(b) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on media matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and media responsibilities? 

Mr M.P. Murray replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 529. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL — ADVISORS 

521. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
With respect to staff employed in your Ministerial office as at 19 May 2017: 
(a) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on policy matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and policy responsibilities; and 
(b) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on media matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and media responsibilities? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 529. 

MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — ADVISORS 

523. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services: 
With respect to staff employed in your Ministerial office as at 19 May 2017: 
(a) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on policy matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and policy responsibilities; and 
(b) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on media matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and media responsibilities? 

Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 529 

MINISTER FOR HEALTH — ADVISORS 

528. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
With respect to staff employed in your Ministerial office as at 19 May 2017: 
(a) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on policy matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and policy responsibilities; and 
(b) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on media matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and media responsibilities? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 529. 

PREMIER — ADVISORS 

529. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 
Jobs and Trade; Federal-State Relations: 

With respect to staff employed in your Ministerial office as at 19 May 2017: 
(a) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on policy matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and policy responsibilities; and 
(b) how many (by headcount) advise the Minister on media matters: 

(i) what is their name, title and media responsibilities? 
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Mr M. McGowan replied:  
As is practise in this place, information relating to staff in ministerial offices can be found in the “Ministerial 
Resourcing Report” tabled in Parliament every quarter as part of this government’s ongoing commitment to 
accountability and transparency. 

MINISTER FOR WATER — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY —  
PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE 

530. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
I refer to the Premier’s answer to a question during Question Time on 16 May 2017 in which the Premier 
referred a briefing note regarding the Roe 8 project and said “When new ministers moved into their offices, 
guess what was sitting on one of the desks? This document was sitting on the desk. It was available for the next 
Government to reveal” and ask in relation to the State Records Act 2000, and ask: 
(a) Has this document been retained by your Ministerial office in accordance with the State Records 

Act 2000; 
(b) On what date was it logged into the TRIM document management system; and 
(c) Who is assigned this document in the TRIM system? 
Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  
(a)–(c) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 546. 

MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — 
PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE 

531. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 
and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 

I refer to the Premier’s answer to a question during Question Time on 16 May 2017 in which the Premier 
referred a briefing note regarding the Roe 8 project and said “When new ministers moved into their offices, 
guess what was sitting on one of the desks? This document was sitting on the desk. It was available for the next 
Government to reveal” and ask in relation to the State Records Act 2000, and ask: 
(a) Has this document been retained by your Ministerial office in accordance with the State Records 

Act 2000; 
(b) On what date was it logged into the TRIM document management system; and 
(c) Who is assigned this document in the TRIM system? 
Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 546. 

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY —  
PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE 

533. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
I refer to the Premier’s answer to a question during Question Time on 16 May 2017 in which the Premier 
referred a briefing note regarding the Roe 8 project and said “When new ministers moved into their offices, 
guess what was sitting on one of the desks? This document was sitting on the desk. It was available for the next 
Government to reveal” and ask in relation to the State Records Act 2000, and ask: 
(a) Has this document been retained by your Ministerial office in accordance with the State Records 

Act 2000; 
(b) On what date was it logged into the TRIM document management system; and 
(c) Who is assigned this document in the TRIM system? 
Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 546. 

MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY —  
PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE 

534. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 
Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 

I refer to the Premier’s answer to a question during Question Time on 16 May 2017 in which the Premier 
referred a briefing note regarding the Roe 8 project and said “When new ministers moved into their offices, 
guess what was sitting on one of the desks? This document was sitting on the desk. It was available for the next 
Government to reveal” and ask in relation to the State Records Act 2000, and ask: 
(a) Has this document been retained by your Ministerial office in accordance with the State Records 

Act 2000; 
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(b) On what date was it logged into the TRIM document management system; and 
(c) Who is assigned this document in the TRIM system? 
Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
(a)–(c)  Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 546. 

MINISTER FOR TOURISM — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY —  
PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE 

535. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 
Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 

I refer to the Premier’s answer to a question during Question Time on 16 May 2017 in which the Premier 
referred a briefing note regarding the Roe 8 project and said “When new ministers moved into their offices, 
guess what was sitting on one of the desks? This document was sitting on the desk. It was available for the next 
Government to reveal” and ask in relation to the State Records Act 2000, and ask: 
(a) Has this document been retained by your Ministerial office in accordance with the State Records 

Act 2000; 
(b) On what date was it logged into the TRIM document management system; and 
(c) Who is assigned this document in the TRIM system? 
Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 546. 

TREASURER — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE 
536. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
I refer to the Premier’s answer to a question during Question Time on 16 May 2017 in which the Premier 
referred a briefing note regarding the Roe 8 project and said “When new ministers moved into their offices, 
guess what was sitting on one of the desks? This document was sitting on the desk. It was available for the next 
Government to reveal” and ask in relation to the State Records Act 2000, and ask: 
(a) Has this document been retained by your Ministerial office in accordance with the State Records 

Act 2000; 
(b) On what date was it logged into the TRIM document management system; and 
(c) Who is assigned this document in the TRIM system? 
Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 546. 

MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY —  
PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE 

537. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 
I refer to the Premier’s answer to a question during Question Time on 16 May 2017 in which the Premier 
referred a briefing note regarding the Roe 8 project and said “When new ministers moved into their offices, 
guess what was sitting on one of the desks? This document was sitting on the desk. It was available for the next 
Government to reveal” and ask in relation to the State Records Act 2000, and ask: 
(a) Has this document been retained by your Ministerial office in accordance with the State Records 

Act 2000; 
(b) On what date was it logged into the TRIM document management system; and 
(c) Who is assigned this document in the TRIM system? 
Mr M.P. Murray replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 546. 
ATTORNEY GENERAL — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE 
538. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
I refer to the Premier’s answer to a question during Question Time on 16 May 2017 in which the Premier 
referred a briefing note regarding the Roe 8 project and said “When new ministers moved into their offices, 
guess what was sitting on one of the desks? This document was sitting on the desk. It was available for the next 
Government to reveal” and ask in relation to the State Records Act 2000, and ask: 
(a) Has this document been retained by your Ministerial office in accordance with the State Records 

Act 2000; 



1806 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 27 June 2017] 

 

(b) On what date was it logged into the TRIM document management system; and 

(c) Who is assigned this document in the TRIM system? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on notice 546. 

MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY —  
PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE 

540. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services: 
I refer to the Premier’s answer to a question during Question Time on 16 May 2017 in which the Premier 
referred a briefing note regarding the Roe 8 project and said “When new ministers moved into their offices, 
guess what was sitting on one of the desks? This document was sitting on the desk. It was available for the next 
Government to reveal” and ask in relation to the State Records Act 2000, and ask: 

(a) Has this document been retained by your Ministerial office in accordance with the State Records 
Act 2000; 

(b) On what date was it logged into the TRIM document management system; and 

(c) Who is assigned this document in the TRIM system? 

Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 546 

MINISTER FOR HEALTH — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY —  
PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE 

545. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
I refer to the Premier’s answer to a question during Question Time on 16 May 2017 in which the Premier 
referred a briefing note regarding the Roe 8 project and said “When new ministers moved into their offices, 
guess what was sitting on one of the desks? This document was sitting on the desk. It was available for the next 
Government to reveal” and ask in relation to the State Records Act 2000, and ask: 

(a) Has this document been retained by your Ministerial office in accordance with the State Records 
Act 2000; 

(b) On what date was it logged into the TRIM document management system; and 

(c) Who is assigned this document in the TRIM system? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
(a)–(c) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 546. 

PREMIER — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE 

546. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 
Jobs and Trade; Federal-State Relations: 

I refer to the Premier’s answer to a question during Question Time on 16 May 2017 in which the Premier 
referred a briefing note regarding the Roe 8 project and said “When new ministers moved into their offices, 
guess what was sitting on one of the desks? This document was sitting on the desk. It was available for the next 
Government to reveal” and ask in relation to the State Records Act 2000, and ask: 

(a) Has this document been retained by your Ministerial office in accordance with the State Records 
Act 2000; 

(b) On what date was it logged into the TRIM document management system; and 

(c) Who is assigned this document in the TRIM system? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  
I refer the member to Legislative Council Question without Notice 79 from the 23rd of May 2017. 

TRANSPORT — LEACH HIGHWAY 

547. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
Since 17 March 2017 for Leach Highway: 

(a) what is the total number of road fatalities; 

(b) what is the total number of vehicles involved in a fatal car accident; 
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(c) what is the total number of road critical injuries; 

(d) what is the total number of vehicles involved in a road critical injury; 

(e) how many road crashes were recorded as road user type: 

(i) motor vehicle occupant; 

(ii) motorcyclist; 

(iii) pedestrian; 

(iv) bicyclist; 

(v) other; and 

(vi) total; 

(f) how many road crashes were recorded with a cause of: 

(i) fatigue; 

(ii) inattention; 

(iii) speed; 

(iv) alcohol; and 

(v) total; 

(g) for multi-vehicle crashes how many were recorded as: 

(i) rear end; 

(ii) head on; 

(iii) sideswipe same direction; 

(iv) right angle; 

(v) right turn through; 

(vi) other/unknown; and 

(vii) total; 

(h) for single-vehicle crashes how many were recorded as: 

(i) hit pedestrian; 

(ii) hit animal; 

(iii) hit object; 

(iv) non-Collision; 

(v) other/unknown; and 

(vi) total; and 

(i) how many crashes were recorded as: 

(i) intersection crash; 

(ii) run off road crash; 

(iii) head on crash; 

(iv) other crash; and 

(v) total? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a)–(b) 0  

(c) 3  

(d) 2  

(e) (i) 2 

(ii)–(v) 0 

(vi) 2  
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(f) (i)–(ii) 0  

(iii) 1  

(iv) 0  

(v) 2  

(g) (i)–(ii) 1  

(iii)–(vi) 0  

(vii) 2  

(h) (i)–(vi) 0  

(i) (i) 1  

(ii) 0  

(iii) 1 

(iv) 0  

(v) 2 

MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY 

549. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 

(a) how much money was spent on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the 
last financial year; 

(b) from 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, have there been any reported instances of: 

(i) Viruses: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(ii) Malware: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(iii) Cyber-attack: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; and 

(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; 

(iv) DNS attack: 

(A) if so, what systems or websites were affected, for how long and was there any 
downtime (in hours) for each system; and 

(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; and 

(v) Infected websites: 

(A) if so, what websites were infected / hacked, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; and 

(c) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017 have any network files been illegally accessed by external 
individuals or organisations: 

(i) if so, what files were illegally accessed and when; 

(ii) if so, were the WA Police or Australian Federal Police informed of this illegal access; and 

(iii) if not, why not? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  
Aqwest, Busselton Water, ChemCentre, Forest Products Commission, Office of the Government Chief 
Information Officer and Water Corporation 

(a) The Government Chief Information Officer advises this question is difficult to answer as security costs 
for a wide range of agencies are not necessarily easily obtainable.  This is due to external IT vendors 
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bundling the total costs of their services to government of which security measures form one 
component.  The collection and provision of this detail would require considerable time, which would 
divert staff from their normal duties and it is not considered to be a reasonable or appropriate use of 
government resources. 

(b) No. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 

Department of Fisheries 

(a) The Government Chief Information Officer advises this question is difficult to answer as security costs 
for a wide range of agencies are not necessarily easily obtainable.  This is due to external IT vendors 
bundling the total costs of their services to government of which security measures form one 
component.  The collection and provision of this detail would require considerable time, which would 
divert staff from their normal duties and it is not considered to be a reasonable or appropriate use of 
government resources. 

(b) (i) No. 

(A) Not applicable. 

(ii) 14. 

(A) 13 events only affected local desktop machines.  Of these 13, nine malware infections 
were automatically cleaned or quarantined immediately. The remaining four were 
cleaned within four business hours.  The total downtime for all individual users 
was 12 hours across these four instances. The other one event affected a redundant 
(secondary backup) data storage device.  Replacement equipment was installed and 
data backups resumed from the primary source.  There was no loss of data.  The 
secondary backup environment was offline for 12 days or 288 hours. 

(iii) No. 

(A) Not applicable. 

(B) Not applicable. 

(iv) No. 

(A) Not applicable. 

(B) Not applicable. 

(v) No. 

(A) Not applicable. 

(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 

Department of Water 

(a) The Government Chief Information Officer advises this question is difficult to answer as security costs 
for a wide range of agencies are not necessarily easily obtainable.  This is due to external IT vendors 
bundling the total costs of their services to government of which security measures form one 
component.  The collection and provision of this detail would require considerable time, which would 
divert staff from their normal duties and it is not considered to be a reasonable or appropriate use of 
government resources. 

(b) (i)–(v) Viruses and malware were detected but were immediately cleaned, removed by anti-virus and 
anti-malware software, including network security, resulting in no downtime or system being 
affected. 

(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 

Office of Science 

(a)–(c) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 565. 
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MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY 
550. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 

and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how much money was spent on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the 

last financial year; 
(b) from 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, have there been any reported instances of: 

(i) Viruses: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; 
(ii) Malware: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(iii) Cyber-attack: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; 

(iv) DNS attack: 
(A) if so, what systems or websites were affected, for how long and was there any 

downtime (in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; and 

(v) Infected websites: 
(A) if so, what websites were infected / hacked, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
(c) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017 have any network files been illegally accessed by external 

individuals or organisations: 
(i) if so, what files were illegally accessed and when; 
(ii) if so, were the WA Police or Australian Federal Police informed of this illegal access; and 
(iii) if not, why not? 

Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
Department for Child Protection and Family Support 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) 329 potential instances were reported by users or identified by our security tools. No systems 

were affected. No reports were made to Western Australia Police or Australian Federal Police 
as there was no indication of significant or criminal activity. 

(c) No. 
(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 

Department of Local Government and Communities 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i) No. 

(A) Not applicable. 
(ii) No. 

(A) Not applicable. 
(iii) No. 

(A)–(B) Not applicable. 
(iv) No. 

(A)–(B) Not applicable. 
(v) No. 

(A) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
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MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY 

552. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how much money was spent on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the 

last financial year; 
(b) from 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, have there been any reported instances of: 

(i) Viruses: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; 
(ii) Malware: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(iii) Cyber-attack: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; 

(iv) DNS attack: 
(A) if so, what systems or websites were affected, for how long and was there any 

downtime (in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; and 

(v) Infected websites: 
(A) if so, what websites were infected / hacked, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
(c) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017 have any network files been illegally accessed by external 

individuals or organisations: 
(i) if so, what files were illegally accessed and when; 
(ii) if so, were the WA Police or Australian Federal Police informed of this illegal access; and 
(iii) if not, why not? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
Department of Lands: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
Department of Planning: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
Department of Transport: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
Public Transport Authority: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) Yes. 

(i)–(v) No systems were affected as the anti-virus software quarantined and removed the virus. 
(c) No. 
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Main Roads Western Australia: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) Yes. 

(i)–(v) No systems were affected as the anti-virus software quarantined and removed the virus. 
(c) No. 
Fremantle Ports Authority: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
Mid West Ports Authority: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
Southern Ports Authority: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
Kimberley Ports Authority: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
Pilbara Ports Authority: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
Landcorp: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
Landgate: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 

MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY 
553. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 

Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how much money was spent on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the 

last financial year; 
(b) from 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, have there been any reported instances of: 

(i) Viruses: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; 
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(ii) Malware: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; 
(iii) Cyber-attack: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; and 

(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; 
(iv) DNS attack: 

(A) if so, what systems or websites were affected, for how long and was there any 
downtime (in hours) for each system; and 

(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; and 
(v) Infected websites: 

(A) if so, what websites were infected / hacked, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; and 

(c) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017 have any network files been illegally accessed by external 
individuals or organisations: 
(i) if so, what files were illegally accessed and when; 
(ii) if so, were the WA Police or Australian Federal Police informed of this illegal access; and 
(iii) if not, why not? 

Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
Department of Mines and Petroleum 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) There have been no instances of cyber-attack (which includes viruses, malware, DNS attack 

and infected websites) between 17 March 2017 and 19 May 2017. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
Mineral Research Institute WA 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) There have been no instances of cyber-attack (which includes viruses, malware, DNS attack 

and infected websites) between 17 March 2017 and 19 May 2017. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
Department of Commerce 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) There have been no instances of cyber-attack (which includes viruses, malware, DNS attack 

and infected websites) between 17 March 2017 and 19 May 2017. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
Construction Industry Long Service Leave Payments Board (My Leave)  
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) There have been no instances of cyber-attack (which includes viruses, malware, DNS attack 

and infected websites) between 17 March 2017 and 19 May 2017. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
WA Industrial Relations Commission 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) There have been no instances of cyber-attack (which includes viruses, malware, DNS attack 

and infected websites) between 17 March 2017 and 19 May 2017. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
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Workcover WA 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) There have been two instances of cyber-attack between 17 March 2017 and 19 May 2017. No 

WorkCover WA system was affected and there was no downtime. 
The attack was not reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police as it was of a minor nature 
and resulted in no downtime, damage or loss of data. 

(c) No. 
(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 

WA Electoral Commission 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) There have been no instances of cyber-attack (which includes viruses, malware, DNS attack 

and infected websites) between 17 March 2017 and 19 May 2017. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY 

554. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 
Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how much money was spent on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the 

last financial year; 
(b) from 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, have there been any reported instances of: 

(i) Viruses: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; 
(ii) Malware: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(iii) Cyber-attack: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; 

(iv) DNS attack: 
(A) if so, what systems or websites were affected, for how long and was there any 

downtime (in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; and 

(v) Infected websites: 
(A) if so, what websites were infected / hacked, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
(c) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017 have any network files been illegally accessed by external 

individuals or organisations: 
(i) if so, what files were illegally accessed and when; 
(ii) if so, were the WA Police or Australian Federal Police informed of this illegal access; and 
(iii) if not, why not? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Tourism WA 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) 5 

(A)–(B) Cyber-attacks were automatically detected and cleaned. As a result no systems were 
affected and there was no downtime. 

(c) No. 
(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
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Racing and Gaming Portfolio 
Burswood Park Board 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) No. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) No. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
Racing and Wagering Western Australia 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) No. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) No. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 

Small Business Portfolio 
Small Business Development Corporation 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) No. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 

Defence Issues Portfolio 
Defence West (as part of the Department of Commerce) 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) No  
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 

Citizenship and Multicultural Interests Portfolio 
Office of Multicultural Interests (as part of the Department of Local Government and Communities) 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) No  
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not applicable. 
TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY 

555. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how much money was spent on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the 

last financial year; 
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(b) from 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, have there been any reported instances of: 

(i) Viruses: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(ii) Malware: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(iii) Cyber-attack: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; and 

(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; 

(iv) DNS attack: 

(A) if so, what systems or websites were affected, for how long and was there any 
downtime (in hours) for each system; and 

(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; and 

(v) Infected websites: 

(A) if so, what websites were infected / hacked, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; and 

(c) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017 have any network files been illegally accessed by external 
individuals or organisations: 

(i) if so, what files were illegally accessed and when; 

(ii) if so, were the WA Police or Australian Federal Police informed of this illegal access; and 

(iii) if not, why not? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs 

(b) (i)–(v) Nil. 

(c) No. 

Department of Finance/PUO 

(b) (i)–(v) 18 

(A) 7 hours. 

(B) Not applicable. 

(c) No. 

Department of Treasury 

(b) (i)–(v) Nil. 

(c) No. 

Economic Regulation Authority 

(b) (i)–(v) Nil. 

(c) No. 

Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund 

(b) (i)–(v) Nil. 

(c) No. 

Government Employees Superannuation Board 

(b) (i)–(v) Nil. 

(c) No. 
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Horizon Power 
(b) (i)–(v) Nil. 
(c) No. 
Independent Market Operator 
(b) (i)–(v) Nil. 
(c) No. 
Insurance Commission of Western Australia 
(b) (i)–(v) Nil. 
(c) No. 
Office of the Auditor General 
(b) (i)–(v) Nil. 
(c) No. 
Synergy 
(b) (i)–(v) Nil. 
(c) No. 
Western Australia Treasury Corporation 
(b) (i)–(v) Nil. 
(c) No. 
Western Power 
(b) (i)–(v) 62,525 

(A) In the case of the successful Malware attack, an employee’s desktop was the 
offending device; The desktop was disconnected from the network; its hard-disk 
wiped and a fresh system installed; to minimise downtime the user is given 
a replacement device from spares. Approximately 15 minute’s downtime. 

(B) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY 

556. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how much money was spent on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the 

last financial year; 
(b) from 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, have there been any reported instances of: 

(i) Viruses: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; 
(ii) Malware: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(iii) Cyber-attack: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; 

(iv) DNS attack: 
(A) if so, what systems or websites were affected, for how long and was there any 

downtime (in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; and 
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(v) Infected websites: 

(A) if so, what websites were infected / hacked, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; and 

(c) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017 have any network files been illegally accessed by external 
individuals or organisations: 

(i) if so, what files were illegally accessed and when; 

(ii) if so, were the WA Police or Australian Federal Police informed of this illegal access; and 

(iii) if not, why not? 

Mr M.P. Murray replied: 
Department of Sport and Recreation 

(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 

(b) Reported instances 

4 viruses detected. 

(A) No downtime. 

No Malware detected. 

(A) Not applicable. 

No Cyber Attacks detected. 

(A) Not applicable. 

No DNS Attacks detected. 

(A) Not applicable. 

No Infected websites detected. 

(A) Not applicable. 

(c) No detected instances. 

(i)–(iii)  Not applicable. 

Department of Local Government and Communities 

(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 

(b) Reported instances 

No viruses detected. 

(A) Not applicable. 

 No Malware detected. 

(A) Not applicable. 

 No Cyber Attacks detected. 

(A) Not applicable. 

 No DNS Attacks detected. 

(A) Not applicable. 

 No Infected websites detected. 

(A) Not applicable. 

(c) No detected instances. 

(i)–(iii)  Not applicable. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY 

557. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 

(a) how much money was spent on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the 
last financial year; 
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(b) from 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, have there been any reported instances of: 
(i) Viruses: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(ii) Malware: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; 
(iii) Cyber-attack: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; and 

(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; 
(iv) DNS attack: 

(A) if so, what systems or websites were affected, for how long and was there any 
downtime (in hours) for each system; and 

(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; and 
(v) Infected websites: 

(A) if so, what websites were infected / hacked, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; and 

(c) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017 have any network files been illegally accessed by external 
individuals or organisations: 
(i) if so, what files were illegally accessed and when; 
(ii) if so, were the WA Police or Australian Federal Police informed of this illegal access; and 
(iii) if not, why not? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
(a) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b)–(c) Nil, not applicable. 

MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY 
559. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services  
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how much money was spent on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the 

last financial year; 
(b) from 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, have there been any reported instances of: 

(i) Viruses: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; 
(ii) Malware: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(iii) Cyber-attack: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; 

(iv) DNS attack: 
(A) if so, what systems or websites were affected, for how long and was there any 

downtime (in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; and 

(v) Infected websites: 
(A) if so, what websites were infected / hacked, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
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(c) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017 have any network files been illegally accessed by external 
individuals or organisations: 

(i) if so, what files were illegally accessed and when; 

(ii) if so, were the WA Police or Australian Federal Police informed of this illegal access; and 

(iii) if not, why not? 

Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
The Department of Corrective Services advises: 

1. The Department of the Attorney General provides Information and Communication Technology 
infrastructure services to the Department of Corrective Services. The Department of the Attorney 
General spent $317 000 on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the last 
financial year. 

2. For the period 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, the Department of Corrective Services had: 

1. No reported incidents of viruses 
1. N/A. 

2. There were two Malware incidents: 
1. On each occasion the impacted Desktop Personal Computers were isolated from the 

network and re-imaged. Overall downtime was approximately four hours for each 
incident. 

3. No reported incidents of cyber-attack; 
1. N/A. 
2. N/A. 

4. No reported incidents of DNS attacks: 
1. N/A. 
2. N/A. 

5. No reported incidents of infected websites: 
1. N/A. 

3. For the period 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, the Department has no recorded evidence of any 
network files being illegally accessed by external individuals or organisations: 

1. N/A. 

2. N/A. 

3. N/A. 

The Department of Fire and Emergency Services (DFES) advises: 

(a) DFES does not separately record expenditure related to cyber security prevention, as it incorporates that 
together with a large number of ICT capabilities into the provision of business-related ICT services. 

(b) (i)–(v) No. Not applicable. 

(c) (i)–(iii) No. Not applicable. 

The Office of Emergency Management (OEM) submits the following response: 

(a) (b) (i) (ii) (iii) (iv) (v) (c) (i) (ii) (iii) The OEM as a sub-department of the Department of Fire and Emergency 
Services (DFES) relies on DFES support for all Information Technology and has complied with DFES risk 
management measures. 

The Supervised Release Review Board only uses infrastructure supplied by Department of the Attorney General 
and Complies with all network security requirements. 

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — 
COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY 

563. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how much money was spent on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the 

last financial year; 
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(b) from 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, have there been any reported instances of: 
(i) Viruses: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(ii) Malware: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; 
(iii) Cyber-attack: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; and 

(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; 
(iv) DNS attack: 

(A) if so, what systems or websites were affected, for how long and was there any 
downtime (in hours) for each system; and 

(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; and 
(v) Infected websites: 

(A) if so, what websites were infected / hacked, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; and 

(c) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017 have any network files been illegally accessed by external 
individuals or organisations: 
(i) if so, what files were illegally accessed and when; 
(ii) if so, were the WA Police or Australian Federal Police informed of this illegal access; and 
(iii) if not, why not? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
Department of Education 
(b) (i) No. 

(A) N/A.  
(ii) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(iii) The Department’s external network defences at times report port scanning and intrusion 

attempts from a range of external, mainly internationally located unknown sources. No 
reported attempts were successful. 
(A) N/A. 
(B) No. Insufficient identifying information was able to be gathered from the external 

sources. 
(iv) No. 

(A)–(B) N/A. 
(v) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) N/A. 
Country High Schools Hostels Authority 
(b) No. 

(i)–(v) N/A. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) N/A. 
School Curriculum Standards Authority 
(b) No. 

(i)–(v) N/A. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) N/A. 
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Department of Education Services 
(b) No. 

(i)–(v) N/A. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) N/A. 
Department of Training & Workforce Development 
(b) (i) Yes. 

(A) Nil. The Department’s Antivirus and Security systems detected the viruses and 
removed or quarantined them prior to an infection. 

(ii) Yes. 
(A) Nil. The Department’s Antivirus and Security systems detected the viruses and 

removed or quarantined them prior to an infection. 
(iii) No. 

(A)–(B) N/A. 
(iv) No. 

(A)–(B) N/A. 
(v) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) N/A. 
North Metropolitan TAFE 
(b) (i) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(ii) Yes. 

(A) One desktop computer, downtime of two hours. 
(iii) No. 

(A)–(B) N/A. 
(iv) No. 

(A)–B N/A. 
(v) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) N/A. 
South Metropolitan TAFE 
(b) (i) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(ii) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(iii) No. 

(A)–(B) N/A. 
(iv) No. 

(A)–(B) N/A. 
(v) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) N/A. 
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South Regional TAFE 
(b) (i) Yes. 

(A) Nil. South Regional TAFE’s Antivirus and Security systems detected the viruses and 
removed or quarantined them prior to an infection. 

(ii) Yes. 
(A) Nil. South Regional TAFE’s Antivirus and Security systems detected the viruses and 

removed or quarantined them prior to an infection. 
(iii) No. 

(A)–(B) N/A. 
(iv) No. 

(A)–(B) N/A. 
(v) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) N/A. 
North Regional TAFE 
(b) (i) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(ii) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(iii) No. 

(A)–(B) N/A. 
(iv) No. 

(A)–(B) N/A. 
(v) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) N/A. 
Central TAFE 
(b) (i) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(ii) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(iii) No. 

(A)–(B) N/A. 
(iv) No. 

(A)–(B) N/A. 
(v) No. 

(A) N/A. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) N/A. 
Building Construction Industry Training Fund 
(b) No. 

(i)–(v) N/A. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) N/A. 
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MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY 
564. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how much money was spent on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the 

last financial year; 
(b) from 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, have there been any reported instances of: 

(i) Viruses: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; 
(ii) Malware: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(iii) Cyber-attack: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; 

(iv) DNS attack: 
(A) if so, what systems or websites were affected, for how long and was there any 

downtime (in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; and 

(v) Infected websites: 
(A) if so, what websites were infected / hacked, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
(c) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017 have any network files been illegally accessed by external 

individuals or organisations: 
(i) if so, what files were illegally accessed and when; 
(ii) if so, were the WA Police or Australian Federal Police informed of this illegal access; and 
(iii) if not, why not? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
Department of Health advises: 
(b) (i)–(v) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, there have been 1,305 detections. 1,272 detections were 

automatically rectified by anti-malware services with no impact to any systems and no 
downtime. 32 detections required manual rectification with no impact to any systems and no 
downtime. One detection required manual rectification, impacted a single network drive and 
resulted in one hour downtime. 
There was no requirement to report these detections to the WA or Australian Federal Police. 

(c) (i)–(iii) No. Not applicable. 
Fiona Stanley Hospital advises: 
(b) (i)–(v) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, there have been 26 detections. No systems were 

affected as it was detection of threats only and systems were not infected. 
There was no requirement to report these detections to the WA or Australian Federal Police. 

(c) (i)–(iii) No. Not applicable. 
Mental Health Commission: 
(b)–(c) Nil. Not applicable. 
Health & Disability Services Complaints Office (HADSCO): 
(b)–(c) No. Not applicable. 
Healthway: 
(b)–(c) No. Not applicable. 
Animal Resources Authority: 
(b)–(c) Nil. Not applicable. 
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PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY 

565. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 
Jobs and Trade; Federal-State Relations: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for departments, agencies or publicly owned corporations: 
(a) how much money was spent on anti-virus, network security, firewall or anti-malware software in the 

last financial year; 
(b) from 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017, have there been any reported instances of: 

(i) Viruses: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; 
(ii) Malware: 

(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 
(in hours) for each system; 

(iii) Cyber-attack: 
(A) if so, what systems were affected, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; 

(iv) DNS attack: 
(A) if so, what systems or websites were affected, for how long and was there any 

downtime (in hours) for each system; and 
(B) was this attack reported to the WA or Australian Federal Police? If not, why not; and 

(v) Infected websites: 
(A) if so, what websites were infected / hacked, for how long and was there any downtime 

(in hours) for each system; and 
(c) From 17 March 2017 to 19 May 2017 have any network files been illegally accessed by external 

individuals or organisations: 

(i) if so, what files were illegally accessed and when; 
(ii) if so, were the WA Police or Australian Federal Police informed of this illegal access; and 
(iii) if not, why not? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  
On behalf of Gold Corporation and its subsidiaries: 
(a) “Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549” 
(b) (i)–(v) No. 
(c) (i)–(ii) No. 

(iii) Access control, monitoring and alerting systems are in place to secure access to data to 
authorised personnel and data. 

Lotterywest 
(a) “Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549” 
(b) (i)–(v) No. 
(c) No. 

Premier and Cabinet 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) No. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not Applicable. 
Public Sector Commission 
Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) No. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not Applicable. 



1826 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 27 June 2017] 

 

Salaries and Allowances Tribunal 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) No. 
(c) No. 

(i)–(iii) Not Applicable. 
State Development, Jobs and Trade 
(a) Please refer to clause (a) of Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 549. 
(b) (i)–(v) All cyber-attack and malware instances were successfully detected and eliminated. No 

DMP/DSD systems were infected or affected. 
(c) (i)–(iii) No. 

MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 
566. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 
(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 
(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 

(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  
Aqwest 
(a) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) Not applicable. 

(e) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) Not applicable. 

Busselton Water 
(a) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
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(d) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) Not applicable. 

(e) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) Not applicable. 

ChemCentre 
(a) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) Yes. 

(i) Adobe Creative Cloud Apps; no additional licence cost. 
(ii) $87.99 per month, total spend since 17 March 2017 $263.97 

(e) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) Not applicable. 

Department of Fisheries 
(a) Yes. 

(i) Compact digital cameras, Panasonic Lumix FT6 Blue (x3), Total Cost $952. 
(b) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) Yes. 

(i) Sennheiser Dynamic Super Cardioid Vocal Microphone (x1) Total Cost $209. 
(d) Yes. 

(i) Adobe Creative Cloud for Enterprise (x5) Total Cost $4819. 
(ii) $4819 per year. 

(e) No. 
(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) Not applicable. 

Department of Water 
(a) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) Not applicable. 

(e) Yes. 
(i) Adobe Acrobat Standard – two perpetual licences, $674. 
(ii) No. 

Forest Products Commission 
(a) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 
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(c) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 

(d) Yes. 
(i) Adobe Creative Cloud (x4) total cost $4300. 
(ii) $4300 per year. 

(e) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) Not applicable. 

Office of the Government Chief Information Officer 

(a) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 

(b) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 

(c) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 

(d) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) Not applicable. 

(e) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) Not applicable. 

Office of Science 

(a)–(e) (i)–(ii) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 582. 

Water Corporation 

(a) Yes. 
(i) Canon Ixus 190, $236.29. 

(b) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 

(c) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 

(d) Nil. 
(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) Not applicable. 

(e) Yes. 
(i) Adobe Acrobat Pro, 12 licences $407.97ea. 

Adobe Captivate V1, 1 licence $1484.30. 
(ii) No. 

MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 
567. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 

and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 
(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 
(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
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(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 

(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 

Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
Ministerial Office 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
Department of Local Government and Communities 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

Department for Child Protection and Family Support 

(a) Yes. 
(i) Canon EOS C100 Mark II – Video camera, body only: $5 844.55 (ex GST).  

Tamron SP 15-30mm F/2.8 Di VC USD – Short distance lens for video camera: $1 544.55 (ex 
GST).  
Canon EF 70-200mm f/2.8L IS II USM – Long distance lens for video camera: $2 453.64 (ex 
GST).  
Sony Cybershot DSC-W830 – $153.62 

(b) Yes. 
(i) Litepanels Astra 1x1 EP Daylight – Two LED light panels to use as key and fill lights:  

$1 363.63 (ex GST) each = $2 727.26 (ex GST) total.  
Litepanels Astra Two Light Carrying Case – Case to carry two LED light panels: $362.73 
(ex GST).  
Litepanels Snapbag Softbox for Astra 1x1 – Two softboxes for two LED light panels: $362.73 
(ex GST) each = $725.46 (ex GST) total.  
Litepanels Astra 1x1 5-piece CTO Gel Set with Bag – Two sets of gels and diffusers to adjust 
light temperature from two LED light panels: $277.27 (ex GST) each = $554.54 (ex GST) total.  
Litepanels Sola ENG Daylight LED Fresnel – LED light to use as back light: $1 180.91 
(ex GST).  
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Litepanels Anton Bauer V-Mount Battery Bracket with P-Tap to 3-pin XLR cable – Two 
brackets to mount batteries to two LED light panels: $250 (ex GST) each = $500 (ext GST) total.  
IDX V Lock 3x E-HL10DS Battery and 1x VL-2PLUS 2-Channel Seq. Quick Charger Kit – 
Battery charger and batteries for two LED light panels and LED back light: $1 718.18 (ex GST).  
Fotogenic Light Stands 2.6m – Two light stands for two LED light panels: $77.23 (ex GST) 
for two.  
Fotogenic Boom Stand 2.3m stand with boom arm – Stand for LED back light: $99.95 (ex GST).  
ProMaster Studio Light Stand Carry Bag – Two carry bags for two light stands and light boom 
stand: $72.68 (ex GST) each = $145.36 (ex GST) total.  
Phottix 6kg Stay-Put Sandbag medium – Seven sandbags to stabilise two light stands, light boom 
stand and microphone stand: $36.32 (ex GST) each – $254.24 (ex GST) total.  

(c) Yes. 
(i) Sennheiser MKH 50-P48 – Super-cardioid microphone for mounting on microphone stand 

with boom arm: $1 710 (ex GST).  
Neumann WS100-BLK 90mm spherical foam windscreen – foam cover for boom microphone 
to accompany with wind shield for video recording outside: $45 (ex GST).  
Rycote BBG-WJ-20 Windjammer – wind shield to accompany foam cover for boom 
microphone when video recording outside: $95 (ex GST).  
Hercules MS533B EZ Clutch Mic Stand w/ Hideaway Boom – boom stand for microphone: 
$69 (ex GST).  
Primacoustic Tripad Mic Stand Isolators – Three foam pads to go under legs of microphone 
boom stand to prevent vibration and noise: $32 (ex GST) for three.  
Lectrosonics LT belt pack transmitter – wireless transmitter for lapel microphone: $1 730 
(ex GST).  
Lectrosonics HMa transmitters – Two wireless transmitters for boom microphone and 
handheld microphone: $1 745 (ex GST) each = $3 490 (ex GST) total.  
Lectrosonics LR receiver – Wireless receiver for lapel microphone transmitter: $1 720 
(ex GST).  
Lectrosonics SRc5P receiver – Dual channel receiver for two wireless transmitters for boom 
microphone and handheld microphone: $2 995 (ex GST).  
Lectrosonics SRBATSLEDTOP battery sled adaptor – adaptor to hold batteries for dual 
channel receiver: $340 (ex GST).  
Soundequip DLCHNPF-2NPF550 with one Sony-type battery charger 100-240VAC 
&12-24VDC & two 7.2V/1850mAh Sony-typeL-series Li-Ion batteries – Battery charger and 
batteries for dual channel receiver: $180 (ex GST).  
Soundequip TA3F-X3M-05 cable TA3F balanced to XLR3M 0.5m – Cable linking wireless 
receiver for lapel microphone to video camera: $50 (ex GST).  
Soundequip TA5F-2X3M-05 cable straight TA5F to two XLR3M – Cable linking top output 
of dual channel receiver to video camera: $70 (ex GST).  
Soundequip TA3F-X3M-05 cable right-angle TA3F balanced to XLR3M 0.5m – Two cables 
linking bottom outputs of dual channel receiver to video camera: $80 (ex GST) each = $160 
(ex GST) total.  
Sanken COS11D-PT-BK- – Two lapel microphones: $345 (ex GST) each = $690 (ex GST) 
total.  
TERM-LEC-LT/LMB/SM/UMA servo-bias termination of lavalier mic Lectrosonics TA5F 
backward compatible (with components) – Two sets of wiring and components to link lapel 
microphones with Lectrosonics wireless transmitters: $50 (ex GST) each = $100 (ex GST) 
total.  
Lectrosonics MCA5X adaptor TA5M to XLR3M for HMA / HM / UH400A transmitter – 
Adaptor so lapel microphone can also link to a Lectrosonics HMa wireless transmitter: $70 (ex 
GST).  
Ambient QX 565 – handheld boom pole for microphone: $510 (ex GST).  
Ambient BC60 boom case for QX 565 – case for handheld boom pole: $50 (ex GST).  
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Ambient QAT-ECO/CABLED XLR attachment with cable – Cable for microphone at end of 
handheld boom pole: $80 (ex GST).  
Ambient QAT/AD 3/8-inch spigot for QAT transmitter – Spigot for transmitter on microphone 
at end of handheld boom pole: $70 (ex GST).  
Ambient QRT Quicklock release with two QRTT threaded tips – Connections for microphone 
at end and articulated section of handheld boom pole: $160 (ex GST).  
Ambient QDS articulated boom segment for QXS/QX/QP booms – articulated segment for 
handheld boom pole to enable positioning at different angles: $240 (ex GST).  

(d) Yes. 
(i) VEGAS Movie Studio 14 Suite – $199.99 
(ii) No.  

(e) Yes. 
(i) Adobe Acrobat Pro DC 2015 – $414.21  
(ii) Nil. 

MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 
568. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Housing; Veterans Issues; Youth: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 
(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 
(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 

(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 

(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 

Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
Ministerial Office 
(a) No. 

(i) Not Applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not Applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not Applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not Applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not Applicable. 
Housing Authority 
The Housing Authority advises: 
(a) No. 

(i) Not Applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not Applicable. 
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(c) Yes. 
(i) Samson Meteor USB Studio Microphone $118 (incl GST). 

(d) Yes. 
(i) 1 x Adobe Photoshop. 
(ii) Yes. $446.82 per annum. 

(e) Yes. 
(i) 6 x Adobe Acrobat Pro at $416.12 each. 
(ii) No. 

Department of Local Government and Communities 
The Department of Local Government and Communities advises: 
(a) No. 

(i) Not Applicable.    
(b) No. 

(i) Not Applicable.    
(c) No. 

(i) Not Applicable.    
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii)  Not Applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not Applicable. 
MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 

569. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 
(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 
(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 

(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
Department of Lands: 
(a) Yes. 

(i) Canon High Perform G1 X11 digital camera 12.8MP HS CMOS Sens – compact $999 (incl. 
GST); Nikon digital Camera - D810 – $ 3,695 (incl. GST). 

(b) No. 
(c) No. 
(d) Yes. 

(i) Capture One Pro 10 S/N photo editing software – $ 495 (incl. GST); Snagit – Screen Capture 
Tool for training $59.57 (incl. GST). 

(ii) No. 
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(e) Yes. 
(i) 3 x Creative Cloud All Apps License Purchase – $3,168 (incl. GST) 
(ii) Yes – estimated annual support and maintenance cost $950.40 (Incl. GST) 

Department of Planning: 
(a)–(d) No. 
(e) Yes. 

(i) Adobe Creative Cloud – no licence cost 
(ii) $13,408.98 (including GST) 

Department of Transport: 
(a) Yes. 

(i) Taxi Image Training Kit MDR5-L-AAA – $2,405.00; Canon Lens Digital Camera EOS 700 
w/18-55 mm IS STM – $2,315.45 

(b) Yes. 
(i) Lume Cube 1500 Lumen Light Red – $385.65 

(c) Yes. 
(i) Tascam Digital Recorder DR-40 (v 2) Handheld 4Ch – $271.82 

(d) No. 
(e) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) 1 x Adobe Acrobat Pro – $119.16 (estimated $144 full year p/a); 1 x Adobe Creative Cloud – 
$325 p/a 

Public Transport Authority: 
(a)–(c) No. 
(d) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) The following yearly subscription licences as per the Adobe Enterprise Subscription model: 
13 x Adobe EAG Photoshop – $399 each p/a; 51 x Adobe EAG Creative Cloud – $799 each p/a. 

(e) Yes. 
(i)–(ii) The following yearly subscription licences as per the Adobe Enterprise Subscription model: 

184 x Adobe EAG Acrobat Standard DC – $105 each p/a; 142 x Adobe EAG Acrobat; 
Pro DC – $144 each p/a; 13 x Adobe EAG Illustrator – $399 each p/a; 11 x Adobe EAG 
Indesign – $399 each p/a; 3 x Adobe EAG Captivate – $499 each p/a. 

Main Roads Western Australia: 
(a) Yes. 

(i) Nikon A900 – $512; Olympus TG4 – $512 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
(d) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) The following yearly subscription licences: 
1 x Wowza subscription service – $780 each p/a; 6 x Adobe Creative Cloud – $799 each p/a; 1 
x Adobe Premiere – $420 each p/a; 32 x Adobe Photoshop – $420 each p/a. 

(e) Yes. 
(i)–(ii) The following yearly subscription licences as per the Adobe Enterprise Subscription model: 

10 x Adobe Sign Sign-In Business – $355 each p/a; 326 x Adobe Acrobat Standard – $110 each 
p/a; 342 x Adobe Acrobat Professional – $144 each p/a; 11 x InDesign – $420 each p/a; 
1 x Illustrator – $420 each p/a; 1 x Captivate – $499 each p/a; 1 x Dreamweaver – $420 each p/a. 

Southern Ports Authority: 
(a) Yes. 

(i) Logitech C930E HD Webcam – $149.00 
(b) Yes. 

(i) No Brand (ex China) for Go Pro – $33.99 
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(c) No. 
(d) Yes. 

(i) In Photo ID Webcam – $106.25 
(ii) No. 

(e) No. 
Fremantle Ports Authority: 
(a) Yes. 

(i) Canon EOS 750D Camera plus Sigma 10-20mm F3.5WX DC wide angle lens – $1 560.91 
(b)–(c) No. 
(d) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) The following yearly subscription licence as per the Adobe Enterprise Subscription model: 
Adobe Photoshop – $177.09 p/a. 

(e) No. 
Mid West Ports Authority: 
(a)–(e) No. 
Pilbara Ports Authority: 
(a)–(e) No. 
Kimberley Ports Authority: 
(a)–(e) No. 
Landcorp: 
(a)–(e) No. 
Landgate: 
(a)–(b) No. 
(c) Yes. 

(i) Samson Meteor USB Studio Microphone. Model: 29/METEOR SKU:68811 Cost – $118 
(d) Yes. 

(i) Nitro software licenses in April 2017 for a period of 12 months at a cost of $2,960 
including GST. 

(ii) No. 
(e) No. 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority: 
(a)–(e) No. 

MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 

570. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 
Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 

For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 
(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 
(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 
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(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 

Mr P.C. Tinley replied: 
Ministerial Office of the Hon Bill Johnston MLA 
(a)–(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
Department of Mines and Petroleum 
(a) Yes. 

(i) Cisco – Telepresence camera (CTS-CAM-P60) – $6433.57 ex GST, plus 1 year support 
services $1377.10 ex GST 
6 x Logitec – Webcam (C170) – $39 ex GST each 
6 x Logitec – Webcam Black (C270) – $52.73 ex GST each 
1 x Olympus TG870 Camera – $330.86 ex GST 

(b)–(d) No. 
(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

(e) Yes. 
(i) 2 x Adobe Creative Cloud CCT Renewal $957.28 ex GST each. 
(ii) If the license holder requires continued access to the license, it will be renewed. Adobe have 

given no indication the renewal fee will change – $957.28 ex GST each. 

Mineral Research Institute WA 

(a)–(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

Department of Commerce 

(a)–(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 

(d) Yes. 
(i) TechSmith Camtasia – licence cost US $204.00 
(ii) No recurrent costs. 
(i) Piktochart; no licence cost. 
(ii) Monthly subscription fee of US $29, which can be cancelled any time. 

(e) Yes. 
(i) Adobe Creative Cloud for Teams – licence cost $633.89 
(ii) Yes; $633.89 annual contract. 

WA Industrial Relations Commission 

(a)–(e) No. 
(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

Construction Industry Long Service Leave Payments Board (My Leave) 

(a)–(e) No. 
(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

Workcover WA 

(a)–(e) No. 
(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

WA Electoral Commission 

(a)–(b) No. 
(i) Not applicable. 
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(c) Yes. 
(i) Plantronics Calisto P620 Wireless USB Speakerphone with 360-degree mic; $168.09 

(d) No. 
(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

(e) Yes (Renewed) 
(i) $3445.26 (Adobe Creative Cloud – all apps government licence renewal) 
(ii) Yes; $3445.26 yearly  

MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 

571. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 
Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 

For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 

(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 

(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 

(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 

(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 

(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Tourism Portfolio 
Tourism WA 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
Racing and Gaming Portfolio 
Burswood Park Board 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
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Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
Racing and Wagering Western Australia 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
(e) Yes. 

(i) 2 Adobe Pro subscription licenses at a cost of $139 per licence. 
(ii) $380 per month. 

Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
Small Business Portfolio 
Small Business Development Corporation 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
Defence Issues Portfolio 
Defence West (as part of the Department of Commerce) 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
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(b) No. 
(i) Not applicable. 

(c) No. 
(i) Not applicable. 

(d) Yes. 
(i) Piktochart which had no licence cost. 
(ii) Monthly subscription fee of US $29, which can be cancelled any time. 

(e) No. 
(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

Citizenship and Multicultural Interests Portfolio 
Office of Multicultural Interests (as part of the Department of Local Government and Communities) 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
Ministerial Office 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 

572. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 
(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 
(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 

(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 
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Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs 
(a)–(e) No. 
Department of Finance & Public Utilities Office 
(a)–(c) No. 
(d) Yes. 

(i) Adobe Creative Cloud Software – cost of $1,086.64; Techsmith Camtasia Studio Pro upgrade – 
cost of $117.42 

(ii) Adobe Creative Cloud Software costs $1,086.64 on an annual subscription basis. No recurrent 
cost for Techsmith Camtasia Studio Pro. 

(e) No. 
Department of Treasury 
(a)–(e) No. 
Economic Regulation Authority 
(a)–(e) No. 
Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund 
(a)–(e) No. 
Government Employees Superannuation Board 
(a)–(c) No. 
(d) Yes. 

(i) Adobe Creative Cloud – licence cost $4 998.50 ex GST (total for 5 licences) 
Snagit – licence cost $329 (total for 7 licences) 

(ii) Yes. 
Adobe Creative Cloud Annual Renewal cost is $987.85 ex GST 
Snagit Annual Renewal cost is $329 ex GST 

(e) No. 
Horizon Power 
(a) Yes. 

(i) One Sony DSC-HX90V including memory card – cost $587.00 
(b)–(d) No. 
(e) Yes. 

(i) Adobe Photo Shop $429.14 x 4, Adobe Creative Cloud $933.21 x 4; and Adobe Captivate 
$552.50 x 4 

(ii) Subscription costs are annual as above per year. 
Independent Market Operator 
(a)–(e) No. 
Insurance Commission of Western Australia 
(a)–(d) No. 
(e) Yes. 

(i) Adobe Acrobat Pro DC $458.95 
(ii) $458.95 

Native Title 
Please refer to Legislative Question on Notice 582. 

Office of the Auditor General 

(a) Yes – 1 Digital camera. 
(i) Nikon, Coolpix A300 –  $248.95 (incl GST) 

(b)–(e) No. 
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Synergy 
(a)–(d) No. 
(e) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) Two Adobe Creative Cloud All Apps subscriptions – $79.99 ex GST per month, ending 
April 2018. 
One Adobe Illustrator Creative Cloud subscription – $34.99 ex GST per month, renewed 
monthly, and regularly reviewed. 

Western Australia Treasury Corporation 
(a)–(e) No. 
Western Power 
(a)–(e) No. 

MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 
573. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 
(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 
(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 

(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 

Mr M.P. Murray replied: 
Ministerial Office 
(a) No. 

(i) Not Applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not Applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not Applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not Applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not Applicable. 
Department of Local Government and Communities 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
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(d) No. 
(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

(e) No. 
(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

Department of Sport and Recreation 
(a) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(b) Yes. 

(i) Profoto Battery charger 2A, $425.26 
(c) No. 

(i) Not applicable. 
(d) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
(e) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 

574. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 
(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 
(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 

(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
Department of the Attorney General: 
(a) Yes. 

(i) 
Quantity Make Model Cost 
2 Canon IXUS 180 $198.38 each 
3 Veho Muvi HD NPNG Body 

Cameras 
$142.77 each 

1 Nikon Coolpix S2900 $99.00 each 
1 Nikon Coolpix W100 $229.00 each 
15 Sony (Video Conferencing/CCTV Camera) SRG300H $4,181.81 

each 
15 Panasonic (Video Conferencing/CCTV 

Camera) 
AW-HE2E $905.42 each 

1 Sony (Video Conferencing/CCTV Camera) SRG300HW $4,181.81 
each 

12 Samsung (Video Conferencing/CCTV Camera) SNV-7084 $937.25 each 
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(b) Nil. 

(i) Not applicable. 

(c) Yes. 

(i)  

Quantity Make Model Cost 

14 Button Microphone, Beyer Dynamic BM33B $243.60 each 

(d) Yes. 

(i)  

Quantity Software Licence Cost 

1 Adobe Photoshop CC $241.68 (coverage 14 March 2017 to 13 Oct 2017. 

(ii)  

Quantity Software Recurrent/Subscription Cost 

1 Adobe Photoshop CC $414.30 

(e) Yes. 

(i)  

Quantity Software Licence Cost 

1 Adobe InDesign CC $241.68 (coverage 14 March 2017 
to 13 October 2017) 

2 Adobe Acrobat Pro DC 2015 $667.56 coverage perpetual. 

1 Adobe Creative Cloud $1249.69 (coverage 4 July 2017 
to 3 July 2018). 

(ii) 

Software Recurrent/Subscription Cost 

Adobe InDesign CC Recurrent annual subscription $414.30 

Adobe Acrobat Pro DC 2015 Recurrent annual subscription $0. 

Adobe Creative Cloud Recurrent annual subscription $1249.69 

Office of the Commissioner for Children and Young People: 

(a) Yes, purchased in week beginning 29/5/17. 

(i) 8 x GOPRO HERO4 SESSION 102 cameras–total cost $1723.64 (ex GST) 

(b)–(c) No. 

(d) Yes, purchase planned for June. 

(i) Software package Adobe Premiere Pro is planned for purchase in June, $22 per month and 
expenditure has been approved for one year only ($264). 

(ii) see above (d)(i) 

(e) Yes, see above (d)(i) 

(i)–(ii) see above (d)(i) 

Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions: 
(a)–(e) No, not applicable.  

Office of the Information Commissioner: 

(a)–(d) No, not applicable. 

(e) The OIC pays an ongoing subscription of $18.69 per month to Adobe for software use – there was no 
upfront cost.  This subscription has been in place for some time. 

Solicitor General’s Office: 

(a)–(e) No, not applicable. 
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State Solicitors Office: 

(a)–(e) No, not applicable. 

Equal Opportunity Commission: 

(a)–(e) Nil, not applicable. 

Legal Practice Board: 

(a)–(e) No, not applicable. 

LegalAid WA: 

(a)–(e) No, not applicable. 

MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 

576. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 

(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 

(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 

(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 

(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 

(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 

(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 

(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 

Mr F.M. Logan: 
The Department of Corrective Services advises: 

(a) Yes. 

(i) 

Make: CANON Model: IXUS 1856 Cost: $126.00 

Make: CANON Model: IXUS75 Cost: $79.95 

Make: CANON Model: IXUS 185 Cost: $169.00 

Make: NIKON A300  Model: VNA960AA Cost: $197.00 

Make: OLYMPUS Model: TG-4 Tough Cost: $434.10 

Make: CANON Model: IXUS 180 Cost: $154.00 

Make: CANON Model: IXUS 180 Cost: $160.00 

(b) No. 

(c) Yes. 

(i)  

Make: RODELink microphone Model: CS0033885 Cost: $410.00 

(d) No. 

(e) No. 

The Department of Fire and Emergency Services advises: 

(a)–(e) No. 
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The Office of Emergency Management advises: 
(a)–(e) No. 
The Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services advises: 
(a)–(e) No. 
The Supervised Release Review Board advises: 
(a)–(e) No. 

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 
580. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 
(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 
(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 

(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Ministerial Office 
(a)–(e) No. 
Department of Education 
(a)–(d) No. 
(e) Yes. 

(i) Adobe Creative Cloud (5 licences).  The cost is $1,487.70 (GST inclusive) on a 12-month 
subscription. 

(ii) No. 
Country High Schools Hostel Authority 
(a)–(e) No. 
Department of Training & Workforce Development 
(a)–(e) No. 
North Metropolitan TAFE 
(a) Yes. 

(i) Canon EOS700D Digital SLR Camera $625 
20X Nikon Coolpix A10 Red $99 

(b) Yes. 
(i) 4XLumecube Single Blue $105 

1XMagmod Magsthis $82 
(c) Yes. 

(i) Sanken COS11D Lavelier Microphone $508.75 
RODE Lavelier lapel microphone $228 
Microphone cables $97.23 
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(d) Yes. 
(i) Software upgrade for NewTek TriCaster 

460 broadcast AV mixer/switcher/streamer $1,556.52 
(ii) No. 

(e) No. 
(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) No. 

South Metropolitan TAFE 
(a)–(e) No. 
Central Regional TAFE 
(a)–(e) No. 
North Regional TAFE 
(a)–(e) No. 
South Regional TAFE 
(a) Yes. 

(i) Go Pro Hero 5 $548 
GoPro Hero Session $438 
Panasonic HC-V160GN-K $199 

(b)–(e) No. 
Department of Education Services 
(a) No. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
(d) Yes. 

(i) Snagit – 7 user licenses, expiring on 10 March 2018 – $456.26 
(ii) Yes. 

(a) Snagit – 7 x upgrade to existing licenses expiring on 10/3/18 – $161.13 
(b) Adobe Creative Cloud – 2 x single application membership for InDesign expiring on 22 June 2018 – 

$275.88 
(e) Yes. 

(i) Adobe Acrobat Pro Upgrade plan (2 years) covering 17 March 2016 to 16 March 2018. 
(ii) No. 

School Curriculum Standards Authority 
(a)–(d) No. 
(e) Yes. 

(i) 10 user licences of Adobe VIP – $2876.80 (ex GST) 
(ii) No, perpetual licences. 

Building Construction Industry Training Fund 
(a)–(e) No. 

MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 
581. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 
(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 
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(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 

(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 

(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 

(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
Ministerial Office 
(a)–(e) No. Not applicable. 
I am advised that: 
Department of Health 
(a) (i) No. Not applicable. 
(b) Yes. 

(i) Yongnuo YN600 Video light 3200-5500K, $271.82 
(c) (i) No. Not applicable. 
(d) (i)–(ii) No. Not applicable. 
(e) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) 1 x Adobe Indesign licence subscription. $218 per annum. 
1 x Adobe Illustrator licence subscription. $218 per annum. 
8 x Adobe Acrobat Pro DC licence subscriptions. $70/per annum. 

Health Support Services 
(a)–(d) No. Not applicable. 
(e) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) 2 x Adobe Acrobat Pro DC licence subscriptions. $70/per annum. 
Child and Adolescent Health Service 
(a) Yes. 

(i) 1 x Panasonic Lumix TZ80 Black, $499 
1 x GoPro Hero 5 Black, $500 

(b) (i) No. Not applicable. 
(c) Yes. 

(i) Rode VideoMic GO Microphone – $98 
(d) (i)–(ii) No. Not applicable. 
(e) (i)–(ii) No. Not applicable. 
East Metropolitan Health Service 
(a)–(b) No. Not applicable. 
(c) Yes. 

(i) 2 x Rode RodeLink Filmmaker Kits, total cost of $900. 
(d) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) Licences for Adobe Creative Cloud (3 x annual licences), Adobe Photoshop (3 x annual 
licences), Adobe Capability (2x annual licences), Adobe Acrobat Pro (2 x annual licences) 
ongoing licence fee of $3618 per year. 

(e) (i)–(ii) No. Not applicable. 
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North Metropolitan Health Service 
(a)–(c) No. Not applicable. 
(d) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) Licence for Adobe Creative Cloud Complete, ongoing licence fee of $625 per annum. 
(e) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) 13 x Adobe Acrobat Pro DC licence subscriptions. $70/per annum. 
South Metropolitan Health Service 
(a) Yes. 

(i) LUMIX Digital Camera DMC-G85 with LUMIX G Lens 12-60mm, LUMIX BLC 12E 
Lithium battery, $1,767.62 excluding GST;  
Canon, IXUS160BK, $159.09 excluding GST;  
Photo Identity Camera for security cards, Nikon Coolpix A300 Silver, Serial 
number 23003461, $180.91 excluding GST;  
Replacement of Faulty Security CCTV Camera, Pacom analogue Camera, $1,354.50 excluding 
GST; and  
Replacement of Faulty Security CCTV Camera, unbranded analogue Camera AHDCVBS 
compatible, $750 excluding GST.  

(b) (i) No. Not applicable. 
(c) Yes. 

(i) Videomicpro Road video mic pro, $209.66 excluding GST.  
Adobe Creative Cloud License, $1,199.85 excluding GST.  

(d) (ii) No. Not applicable. 
(e) Yes. 

(i)–(ii) Adobe Acrobat Pro DC licence subscriptions. $70/per annum. 
WA Country Health Service 
(a) Yes. 
(a) (i) Philips DPM-8000 Digital Recorder, includes docking station, SpeechExec Pro Dictate 

software and accessories, $1,076.38;  
6x IME219-1ES Pelco environmental IP cameras, Remote Configuration & Commission with 
assistance to align/focus & deliver to site, $7,303.73;  
Replacement ward camera for Ward Clerks and staff use on the general wards and Sandisk, 
$149.95;  
Digital Video Recorder for staff accommodation Marble Bar and Nullagine residence, 
$420.91;  
Digital Video Recorder for staff accommodation Marble Bar and Nullagine residence, 
$420.91;  
Dataline Visual Link 3 x security cameras, $6,622.97;  
Camera, $197.27;  
Replacement camera for Admin, $162.73;  
Blake House video recorder, $40.91;  
Webcam Cameras, $176.36.   

(b)–(e) No. Not applicable. 
Mental Health Commission 
(a)–(c) No. Not applicable. 
(d) Yes. 

(d) (i) Adobe InDesign (x4); Adobe Creative Cloud Complete (x2). Licence cost provided in 
answer (d)(ii) 

(d) (ii) Adobe InDesign $218.00 per year per licence, Adobe Creative Cloud $625.00 per 
year per licence. 

(e) No. 
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Mental Health Tribunal 
(a)–(e) No. Not Applicable. 
Health & Disability Services Complaints Office (HADSCO) 
(a)–(e) No. Not Applicable. 
Healthway  
(a)–(e) No. Not Applicable. 
Animal Resources Authority 
(a)–(e) No. Not Applicable. 

PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 
582. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 

Jobs and Trade; Federal–State Relations: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, public owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017: 
(a) has any video, DSLR or digital cameras been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the camera; 
(b) has any lighting equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(c) has any microphone equipment specifically designed for photography or videography been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what was the make, model and cost of the equipment; 
(d) has any broadcasting, video editing, photo editing software been purchased: 

(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost; and 

(e) has any software made by Adobe (not covered in question d) been purchased: 
(i) If yes, what is the software and what was the licence cost; and 
(ii) Is there a recurrent / subscription component to the software, if so, what is that cost? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  
Lotterywest, Gold Corporation, Public Sector Commission, Salaries and Allowances Tribunal, State 
Development, Jobs and Trade 
(a) No. 
(b) No. 
(c) No. 
(d) No. 
(e) No. 
Premier and Cabinet 
(a)–(d) Nil. 
(e) Yes. 

(i) The Department has purchased units of Adobe software since 17 March at a cost of approx. 
$430 based on an annual software anniversary of 28 Sep). 

(ii) Yes. $190 per annum. 
CORRECTIVE SERVICES — ALFRED JOHN IMPICCIATORE 

583. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Corrective Services: 
I refer to Alfred John Impicciatore’s failure to appear at his trial on 22 May 2017 and ask: 
(a) did your departments or agencies make you aware of Alfred John Impicciatore’s failure to appear and if 

yes, on what date and by which agency; 
(b) since 17 March 2017 has Alfred John Impicciatore breached any of his reporting conditions; and 
(c) was Alfred John Impicciatore wearing a GPS tracking device? 
Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
This matter is a police matter and therefore does not fall within the Ministers’  responsibilities as Minister for 
Corrective Servcies. 
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ATTORNEY GENERAL — ALFRED JOHN IMPICCIATORE 

585. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
I refer to Alfred John Impicciatore’s failure to appear at his trial on 22 May 2017 and ask: 
(a) did your departments or agencies make you aware of Alfred John Impicciatore’s failure to appear and if 

yes, on what date and by which agency; 
(b) since 17 March 2017 has Alfred John Impicciatore breached any of his reporting conditions; and 
(c) was Alfred John Impicciatore wearing a GPS tracking device? 
Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
As this matter is currently before the courts it would be inappropriate for the Attorney General to comment. 

PREMIER — TOURISM INDUSTRY ENGAGEMENT CONSORTIUM 
586. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
I refer to the Premier’s meeting with the Tourism industry on Friday 19 May 2017, and ask: 
(a) who attended the meeting (name and organisation); 
(b) what was the cost of hosting the meeting; and 
(c) what were the action items from the meeting? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(a) The State Tourism Consortium was convened by the Premier and chaired by Mr Sam Walsh. 

Ministers attending included the Hon Paul Papalia MLA, Minister for Tourism and the Hon Alannah 
MactTernan MLC Minister for Regional Development and Minister assisting the Minister for State 
Development, Jobs and Trade. 
Industry participants comprised: 

Adam Barnard, ADAMS Group 
Paul Beeson, Perth Convention Bureau 
Kevin Brown, Perth Airport 
Prof Ross Dowling, Western Australian Cruise Shipping Committee 
Kathryn Gunn, Director 
Evan Hall, Tourism Council of WA 
James Hewitt, RAC 
Andrew Hill Entertainment, Crown Perth 
Matt Norton, Visitor’s Centre Association of WA 
Manny Papadoulis, Tourism Council of WA 
Peter Prendiville, Tourism WA 
Karen Priest, Mandurah and Peel Tourism Organisation 
Chris Pye, Hospitality Pty Ltd 
Bradley Woods, Australian Hotels Association WA 
Directors General invited comprised: 
Gwyn Dolphin, Tourism WA 
Darren Foster, Department of the Premier and Cabinet 
Duncan Ord, Department of Culture and the Arts 
Mark Webb, Department of Agriculture and Food 
Steve Wood, Department of State Development 

(b) $214.62 
(c) The State Tourism Consortium was a productive meeting with many issues raised and valuable 

suggestions made. All will be considered by Government in due course, as possible ways that my 
Government can grow and develop the tourism industry, and in doing so, diversify the West Australian 
economy. 
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I am pleased to report that one item raised at the meeting was able to be addressed immediately, and 
that is to re-establish a Tourism WA presence on the east coast of Australia. For the information of the 
member, WA previously had an east coast tourism office to advocate for our state, but was 
unfortunately closed in 2010 by the former Liberal–National Government. 

TRANSPORT — ROADSIDE ADVERTISING 

588. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
(1) Has the Minister requested that Main Roads WA conduct a review into regulations and guidelines 

pertaining to roadside advertising? 

(2) If yes, what date did the Minister request the review? 

(3) Will the Minister table a copy of the review when completed, and if not, why not? 

(4) If no to (1), does Main Roads WA plan to conduct a review into regulations and guidelines pertaining to 
roadside advertising? 

(5) If no to (1) and (4), is Main Roads WA conducting a review into regulations and guidelines pertaining 
to roadside advertising? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(1)–(5) In view of the growing level of interest in roadside advertising (particularly electronic billboards), Main 

Roads is currently undertaking further research on the impact of such devices. This may lead to 
a review of the regulations and guidelines in the second half of the year. 

TAXIS — COMPLAINTS 

589. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
For the current financial year to date: 

(a) how many regional taxi-related complaints were lodged with the Department of Transport and for each 
complaint: 

(i) what regional city/town did the complaint occur; 

(ii) what was the nature of the complaint; 

(iii) was the complaint investigated; 

(iv) was the complaint resolved; and 

(v) what was the outcome of the complaint? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
From 1/7/2016 to 31/5/2017: 

(a) 70 

(i)–(v) [See tabled paper no 374.] 

TRANSPERTH — FERRIES 

590. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
(1) What is the net average subsidy cost per passenger for ferry services provided by Transperth? 

(2) Does Transperth intend to cut or reduce any ferry services? 

(3) If yes to (2), which routes or individual ferry services will be cut or reduced? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(1) $1.06 for the 2015/16 financial year. 

(2) No. Note that the winter ferry timetable will operate from 1 June 2017 to 15 September 2017. 

(3) Not Applicable. 

TRANSPERTH — BUS SUBSIDIES — TRAIN SERVICES 

591. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
(1) What is the net average subsidy cost per passenger for bus services provided by Transperth? 

(2) Does Transperth intend to cut or reduce any train services? 

(3) If yes to (2), which lines or individual train services will be cut or reduced? 
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Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(1) $5.84 for the2015/16 financial year. 
(2) No. 
(3) Not Applicable. 

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — NONSTOP AUSTRALIND TRAIN 
592. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
(1) Have you received a briefing from your Departments regarding the Labor Party commitment for 

non-stop Australind train, and if so: 
(a) What was the advice received from your Departments; and 
(b) Will you table any associated briefing notes with the briefing? 

(2) If no to (1) have you requested a briefing from your Departments regarding the Labor Party 
commitment for no-stop Australind train: 
(a) If yes, on what date; and 
(b) Will the service be operational before or during 2021? 

(3) Have you consulted the City of Bunbury and local community about a new train station in Bunbury: 
(a) If yes, when did this consultation occur; and 
(b) If not, why not? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(1)–(3) The Public Transport Authority of WA is currently investigating opportunities to enhance the 

Australind rail service. 
TRANSPORT — FORRESTFIELD AIRPORT LINK 

593. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the Forrestfield Airport Link project and ask: 
(a) Is there an underspend and contingency for this project; 
(b) If yes to (a), what is the total amount; 
(c) Has any of the underspend or contingency been allocated to other projects; 
(d) If yes to  provide the project name and amount; 
(e) Is the State Government or the Department of Transport planning on allocating any of the underspend 

or contingency to any other projects; and 
(f) If yes to (e) provide the project name and amount? 
Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) Whilst appropriate contingencies are built into every infrastructure project in accordance with Treasury 

guidelines and costing frameworks the project is not complete and the total cost has not been finalised 
to determine if an underspend will occur or how much it will be. 

(b) This is indeterminable given the current delivery phase of the project and the fact that the total cost has 
not been finalised. 

(c) No. 
(d) Not applicable. 
(e) No. 
(f) Not applicable. 

ROE 8 — REHABILITATION WORKING GROUP 
594. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the State Government’s announcement on 10 May 2017 that a working group will be established 
comprising representatives from the State and local governments, the local community and the alliance to 
manage the rehabilitation of the cleared Roe 8 site in Coolbellup and ask: 
(a) Has the working group been established; 
(b) Who are the members of the working group; 
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(c) On what dates has the working group met; 

(d) For each meeting; who attended the working group meeting (include the individual’s name and 
company/department/local government authority represented); 

(e) Where are the working group meetings held; 

(f) Are meeting minutes kept for each meeting; and 

(g) If yes to (f) who is responsible for the minutes? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) Yes. 

(b) Lisa O’Malley MLA; Representatives from the Office of Minister for Transport and the Office of the 
Minister for Environment; Representative from the Office of the Member for Willagee; Aboriginal 
Custodians; Conservation Council of WA; Cockburn Community Wildlife Corridor Association; 
Cockburn Wetlands Education Centre; City of Cockburn; Department of Parks and Wildlife; Main 
Roads; The Roe 8 Alliance (formerly known as Building Roe 8). 

(c) During the months of April – May, the working group met on the following dates: 20 April 2017; 5 
May 2017; 12 May 2017; 19 May 2017; 26 May 2017 

(d) Lisa O’Malley MLA – Member for Bicton, John Clydesdale – Office of the Minister for Transport, 
Brendan Dooley – Office of the Minister for Environment, Mayor Logan Howlett – City of Cockburn, 
Kim Dravnieks – Rethink the Link, Felicity Bairstow – Cockburn Wetlands Education Association, Tim 
Barling – Conservation Council of WA, Margaret Byrne – Department of Parks & Wildlife, Gail Beck 
–Traditional Owners (custodians of Beeliar Regional Park), John Robertson – Main Roads, Chris 
Rickard – Main Roads, Tammy Mitchell – former Roe 8 Alliance, Kerry Banting – Office of the 
Member for Bicton; Lisa O’Malley MLA – Member for Bicton, John Clydesdale – Office of the 
Minister for Transport, Brendan Dooley – Office of the Minister for Environment, Terry Pearce – Main 
Roads, Kim Dravnieks – Rethink the Link, Felicity Bairstow – Cockburn Wetlands Education 
Association, Tim Barling – Conservation Council of WA, Margaret Byrne – Department of Parks & 
Wildlife, Matt Grimbly – Cockburn Wildlife Corridor Association, John Robertson – Main Roads, Peter 
Feasey – Office of the Member for Willagee, Tammy Mitchell – former Roe 8 Alliance, Anton Lees – 
City of Cockburn, Linita Metz – City of Cockburn; Lisa O’Malley MLA – Member for Bicton, John 
Clydesdale – Office of the Minister for Transport, Brendan Dooley –Office of the Minister for the 
Environment, Margaret Byrne – Department of Parks & Wildlife, Kim Dravnieks – Rethink the Link, 
Felicity Bairstow – Cockburn Wetlands Education Association, Tim Barling – Conservation Council of 
WA, Tammy Mitchell – former Roe 8 Alliance, Matt Grimbly – Cockburn Wildlife Corridor 
Association, John Robertson – Main Roads, Mayor Logan Howlett – City of Cockburn; Lisa O’Malley 
MLA – Member for Bicton, John Clydesdale – Office of the Minister for Transport, Margaret Byrne – 
Department of Parks & Wildlife, Tammy Mitchell – former Roe 8 Alliance, Kim Dravnieks – Rethink 
the Link, Felicity Bairstow – Cockburn Wetlands Education Association, Peter Feasey – Office of the 
Member for Willagee, John Robertson – Main Roads, Tim Barling – Conservation Council of WA, 
Chris Beaton – City of Cockburn; Lisa O’Malley MLA – Member for Bicton, Felicity Bairstow – 
Cockburn Wetlands Education Association, Margaret Byrne – Department of Parks & Wildlife, Tammy 
Mitchell – former Roe 8 Alliance, Kim Dravnieks – Rethink the Link, Anton Lees – City of Cockburn, 
Peter Feasey – Office of the Member for Willagee, John Robertson – Main Roads, Tim Barling – 
Conservation Council of WA, Joe Branco – Traditional Owners (custodians of Beeliar Regional Park). 

(e) Meetings are held at the electorate office of the Member for Bicton. 

(f) Yes. 

(g) Lisa O’Malley MLA. 

TRANSPORT — ARMADALE ROAD — DUAL CARRIAGEWAY UPGRADE 

595. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the $145 million Armadale Road dual carriageway upgrade between Anstey Road and Tapper Road 
project, and ask: 

(a) Has a business case been produced; 

(b) Will this project go out to a competitive tendering process; 

(c) If no to (b) has the renegotiation been completed with the Roe 8 Alliance; 

(d) When will this project start; 



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 27 June 2017] 1853 

 

(e) If yes to (a) please table the business case; 
(f) If no to (e), why not; 
(g) How many direct jobs will this project create; 
(h) How many indirect jobs will this project create; and 
(i) What is the expected completion date? 
Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) Yes. 
(b) The project was awarded to the former Roe 8 alliance as part of the renegotiated contract for the Roe 8 

project. 
(c) Yes. 
(d) Construction is expected to commence in late 2017. 
(e) The business case will be tabled with appropriate redactions to commercially confidential information. 

[See tabled paper no 375.] 
(f) N/A. 
(g)–(h) The project is estimated to create approximately 850 direct and indirect jobs. 
(i) Late 2019 to early 2020. 

TRANSPORT — FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL AND MURDOCH ACTIVITY CENTRE — ROAD 
ACCESS 

596. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the $100 million Fiona Stanley Hospital and Murdoch Activity Centre access from Kwinana Freeway 
and Roe Highway project and ask: 
(a) Has a business case been produced; 
(b) Will this project go out to a competitive tendering process; 
(c) If no to (b) has the renegotiation been completed with the Roe 8 Alliance; 
(d) When will this project start; 
(e) If yes to (a) please table the business case; 
(f) If no to (e), why not; 
(g) How many direct jobs will this project create; 
(h) How many indirect jobs will this project create; and 
(i) What is the expected completion date? 
Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) This State Government will not be proceeding with the Perth Freight Link project. However, future 

growth in the Murdoch Activity Centre is recognised. As such we will be proceeding with 
improvements to access the area. Another business case is not required because the Murdoch Activity 
Centre access was part of the Perth Freight Link project business case. 

(b) The project was awarded to the former Roe 8 alliance as part of the renegotiated contract for the Roe 8 
project. 

(c) Yes. 
(d) Construction is expected to commence in late 2017. 
(e)–(f) The Perth Freight Link Business Case is part of the previous Government’s Cabinet Papers. In early 

May, in accordance with established Cabinet Processes, an approach was made to the Department of 
Premier and Cabinet to seek approval of the Leader of the Opposition to have to Perth Freight Link 
Business Case released. I am advised that approval has been withheld. As such, the member should 
address this question to the Leader of the Opposition. 

(g)–(h) The project is estimated to create approximately 700 jobs direct and indirect jobs. 
(i) 2019 
project is estimated to create approximately 700 jobs direct and indirect jobs. 
(i) 2019 
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TRANSPORT — WANNEROO ROAD — DUAL CARRIAGEWAY CONSTRUCTION 

597. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the $31 million Wanneroo Road (Joondalup Drive to Flynn Drive) – Constructing Dual Carriageway 
project, and ask: 

(a) has a business case been produced; 

(b) will this project go out to a competitive tendering process; 

(c) if no to (b) has the renegotiation been completed with the Roe 8 Alliance; 

(d) when will this project start; 

(e) if yes to (a) please table the business case; 

(f) if no to (e), why not; 

(g) how many direct jobs will this project create; 

(h) how many indirect jobs will this project create; and 

(i) what is the expected completion date? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) Yes. 

(b) The project was awarded to the former Roe 8 alliance as part of the renegotiated contract for the Roe 8 
project. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) Construction is expected to commence in mid to late 2017. 

(e) The business case will be tabled with appropriate redactions of commercially confidential information. 
[See tabled paper no 376.] 

(f) N/A. 

(g)–(h) The project is estimated to create approximately 220 direct and indirect jobs.  

(i) 2018. 

TRANSPORT — MURDOCH DRIVE — CONNECTION PROJECT 

598. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the Murdoch Drive connection project, and ask: 

(a) has this project started; 

(b) how many workers are working on this project; 

(c) how many direct jobs will this project create; 

(d) how many indirect jobs will this project create; and 

(e) what is the expected completion date? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) Detailed planning is underway. Construction is expected to begin in 2017/18. 

(b) 22 

(c)–(d) The project is estimated to create approximately 700 direct and indirect jobs. 

(e) 2019. 

ROE 8 — ALLIANCE WORKFORCE 

599. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the State Government’s announcement on 10 May 2017 in relation to Roe 8, and ask: 

(a) how many of the 231 Roe 8 Alliance workforce have been reassigned to new projects: 

(i) what is the total for each project; and 

(ii) when were they reallocated to each project; and 

(b) how many of the Roe 8 Alliance workforce are currently still assigned to the Roe 8 project? 
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Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) 133. A further 88 Design and Construction staff were redeployed to other projects within their parent 

companies’ business portfolios. Remaining personnel were associated with site security, providing 
casual support to police during construction. 
(i) Roe 8 Site Rehabilitation: 33 

Murdoch Drive Connection: 30 
Armadale Road Upgrade, Anstey Road to Tapper Road: 28 
Wanneroo Road Upgrade, Joondalup Drive to Flynn Drive: 21 
Project management and administration staff (for all projects): 21 

(ii) Re-allocation commenced from 3 April 2017 as part of the initial contract renegotiations. 
(b) There is no Roe 8 project, however 33 members of the Roe 8 Alliance workforce have been assigned to 

the Roe 8 site rehabilitation. 
TRANSPORT — NEW LORD STREET — METRONET 

600. Mrs L.M. Harvey to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the State Government’s announcement on 30 April 2017 and ask: 
(a) what is the MainRoads’ advice as to how many direct jobs would have been created by the planned bus 

transit way project; 
(b) what is the MainRoads’ advice as to how many indirect jobs would have been created by the planned 

bus transit way project; 
(c) what is the MainRoads’ advice as to how many direct jobs will be created by the planned new 

dual-carriageway road project; 
(d) what is the MainRoads’ advice as to how many indirect jobs will be created by the planned new 

dual-carriageway road project; 
(e) how many new bus stops will be established in Henley Brook; 
(f) how many car bays will be at the new park and ride facility in Henley Brook; 
(g) will you table the renegotiated contract; and 
(h) if no to (g), why not? 
Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a)–(d) The Ellenbrook Bus Rapid Transit project was estimated to create approximately 385 direct and indirect 

jobs. The New Lord Street project is estimated to create a similar number of jobs. 
(e) A bus station at Henley Brook will have 6 bus stands and 4 layover bays servicing articulated and rigid 

buses; the existing stop at Charlton Way will also be replaced. 
(f) Provision for up to 350 cars in the park and ride facility and 18 kiss and ride bays for convenient 

drop-off and pick-up. There will also be secure bicycle parking facilities of the same high standard as 
other stations across the public transport network. 

(g) No. 
(h) The renegotiated contract is commercially confidential, and the renegotiated contract would not be 

released without contractor approval. Specific questions relating to the contract may be answered, 
without releasing commercially sensitive information, if requested. 

CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION — 186 SAINT GEORGES TERRACE —  
SWIPE CARD ACCESS 

602. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Finance: 
With respect to physical movements at 186 St Georges Terrace: 
(a) Are logs kept of swipe-card access to external secure doors, and if so: 

(i) for how long are these logs retained; and 
(ii) what information is stored on these logs; 

(b) Are logs kept of swipe-card access to internal secure doors, and if so: 
(i) for how long are these logs retained; and 
(ii) what information is stored on these logs; and 



1856 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 27 June 2017] 

 

(c) Are logs kept of remote or swipe card access to the carpark, and if so: 
(i) for how long are these logs retained; and 
(ii) what information is stored on these logs? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
It would be inappropriate for the Government to publicly release the details of the security arrangements that are 
in place for 186 St Georges Terrace given the potential risks to building occupants and their visitors. 

DUMAS HOUSE — SWIPE CARD ACCESS 
603. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Finance: 
With respect to physical movements at Dumas House: 
(a) Are logs kept of swipe-card access to external secure doors, and if so: 

(i) for how long are these logs retained; and 
(ii) what information is stored on these logs; 

(b) Are logs kept of swipe-card access to internal secure doors, and if so: 
(i) for how long are these logs retained; and 
(ii) what information is stored on these logs; and 

(c) Are logs kept of remote or swipe card access to the basement carpark, and if so: 
(i) for how long are these logs retained; and 
(ii) what information is stored on these logs? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
It would be inappropriate for the Government to publicly release the details of the security arrangements that are 
in place for Dumas House given the potential risks to building occupants and their visitors. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET — 1 PARLIAMENT PLACE —  
SWIPE CARD ACCESS 

604. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Finance: 
With respect to physical movements within 1 Parliament Place: 
(a) Are logs kept of swipe-card access to external secure doors, and if so: 

(i) for how long are these logs retained; and 
(ii) what information is stored on these logs; 

(b) Are logs kept of swipe-card access to internal secure doors, and if so: 
(i) for how long are these logs retained; and 
(ii) what information is stored on these logs; and 

(c) Are logs kept of remote or swipe card access to the secure carpark, and if so: 
(i) for how long are these logs retained; and 
(ii) what information is stored on these logs? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
It would be inappropriate for the Government to publicly release the details of the security arrangements that are 
in place for 1 Parliament Place given the potential risks to building occupants and their visitors. 

MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — COUNTERTERRORISM 
605. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services: 
(1) Have you sought any counter-terrorism related briefings from State Government agencies: 

(a) If so, what agencies; 
(b) If so, when did you seek these briefings; and 
(c) If not, why not? 

(2) How many counter-terrorism specific briefings have been offered to you by State Government agencies: 
(a) If so, what were those agencies; and 
(b) If so, when were those briefings offered? 

(3) How many counter-terrorism specific briefings have you personally attended? 
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(4) How many counter-terrorism specific briefings have your staff attended: 
(a) Who were the staff that attended? 

Mr F.M. Logan replied: 
(1) No. 

(c) This matter does not fall within the Ministers’ portfolio responsibilities. 
(2) Nil. 
(3) Nil. 
(4) Nil. 

PREMIER — COUNTERTERRORISM 
607. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
(1) Have you sought any counter-terrorism related briefings from State Government agencies: 

(a) If so, what agencies; 
(b) If so, when did you seek these briefings; and 
(c) If not, why not? 

(2) How many counter-terrorism specific briefings have been offered to you by State Government agencies: 
(a) If so, what were those agencies; and 
(b) If so, when were those briefings offered? 

(3) How many counter-terrorism specific briefings have you personally attended? 
(4) How many counter-terrorism specific briefings have your staff attended: 

(a) Who were the staff that attended? 
Mr M. McGowan replied: 
(1)–(4) Relevant information was included in the Department s Incoming Government Briefing documents. 

The Premier has visited the Office of State Security and Emergency Coordination, Department of the 
Premier and Cabinet, and has been provided with an overview of the 
support from the Department in the event of a terrorist act or other significant security incident. 
A confidential briefing of Cabinet on matters of national security has also occurred. 
Additionally on 9 June 2017, COAG was briefed on, and discussed, national security issues. 
Staff members from the Office of the Premier have also been briefed on State security and public 
information arrangements and one staff member also participated in a national 
counter-terrorism public information exercise. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL — COUNTERTERRORISM 
608. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
(1) Have you sought any counter-terrorism related briefings from State Government agencies: 

(a) If so, what agencies; 
(b) If so, when did you seek these briefings; and 
(c) If no, why not? 

(2) Have any counter-terrorism specific briefings been offered to you by State Government agencies, and if 
so how many: 
(a) If so, what were those agencies; and 
(b) If so, when were those briefings offered? 

(3) How many counter-terrorism specific briefings have you personally attended? 
(4) How many counter-terrorism specific briefings have your staff attended who were the staff that 

attended? 
Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
(1) No. 
(2)–(4) None. 
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MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES —  
OFFICE OF STATE SECURITY AND EMERGENCY COORDINATION 

609. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Emergency Services: 
How many meetings have you held with the Office of State Security and Emergency Coordination: 
(a) what was the date of your last meeting; 
(b) where was that meeting held; and 
(c) In general terms, what was the nature of topics discussed at that meeting? 
Mr F.M. Logan: 
(1) Nil. 

PREMIER — OFFICE OF STATE SECURITY AND EMERGENCY COORDINATION 
611. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
How many meetings have you held with the Office of State Security and Emergency Coordination: 
(a) what was the date of your last meeting; 
(b) where was that meeting held; and 
(c) In general terms, what was the nature of topics discussed at that meeting? 
Mr M. McGowan replied:  
The Premier has visited the Office of State Security and Emergency Coordination, Department of the Premier 
and Cabinet, and has been provided with an overview of the support provided by the Department in the event of 
a terrorist act or other significant security incident. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET — 1 PARLIAMENT PLACE — FUNCTION COSTS 
613. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
Since 17 March 2017 what is the total cost of the following items for events, meetings held at 1 Parliament Place: 
(a) alcoholic beverages; 
(b) biscuits; 
(c) bottled water; 
(d) catered food; 
(e) fruit; 
(f) non-alcoholic beverages (not including water); and 
(g) other foods not provided by a catering company and not captured in (a)–(f)? 
Mr M. McGowan replied: 
(a) Nil. 
(b) $5.50 
(c) $64.45 
(d) $582.00 
(e) Nil. 
(f) $231.09 
(g) $148.99 

DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET — 1 PARLIAMENT PLACE — VISITOR SAFETY 
614. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
As at 19 May 2017 and with respect to the basement of 1 Parliament Place: 
(a) are they given a safety and security induction upon arrival; 
(b) are their names recorded on any register to ensure that each person is accounted for in the event of an 

evacuation and if so, is that register retained in accordance with the State Records Act 2000; and 
(c) are they made aware of emergency exits and evacuation assembly points? 
Mr M. McGowan replied: 
I unfortunately cannot provide an answer to this question as it does not make any sense whatsoever. The member 
does not specify who he means when he refers to “they”. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET — 1 PARLIAMENT PLACE — OCCUPANCY 

615. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier: 
As at 19 May 2017 and with respect to the ground floor of 1 Parliament Place: 
(a) Are all the designated offices occupied; 
(b) With respect to the office in the hall leading to the Premier’s garage, are these occupied by anyone other 

than the Premier’s driver,  the Dignitary Protection Unit (DPU) or security: 
(i) If so, who occupies these offices; and 

(c) Aside from DPU, security and departmental personnel, do any of the Premier’s advisers or personal 
staff occupy any offices: 
(i) Is so, who? 

Mr M. McGowan replied: 
a) No. 
b) No. 
c) No, but for the sake of clarity, there are of course reception staff who are based on the ground floor, but 

they are behind a desk rather than in a designated office. 
MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING 

616. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, publicly owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017 how much money has been spent on: 
(a) “Boosted” Facebook posts; 
(b) “Promoted” Twitter posts; 
(c) “Sponsored” Instagram posts; 
(d) Google AdWords; and 
(e) Paid content or advertising on: 

(i) WWW.THEWEST.COM.AU; 
(ii) WWW.PERTHNOW.COM.AU; 
(iii) WWW.WATODAY.COM.AU; and 
(iv) WWW.YAHOO.COM.AU? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied: 
Aqwest 
(a) $80.72 (ex. GST) 
(b) Nil. 
(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 
(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Busselton Water 
(a) $100.30 (ex. GST) 
(b) Nil. 
(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 
(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
ChemCentre 
(a)–(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Department of Fisheries 
(a)–(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 

http://www.thewest.com.au/
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Department of Water 
(a) Nil. 
(b) Nil. 
(c) Nil. 
(d) $1098.58 (inc. GST) 
(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Forest Products Commission 
(a)–(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Minister Kelly’s Office 
(a)–(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Water Corporation 
(a)–(c) Nil. 
(d) $6278.84 (ex. GST) 
(e) (i) $2857.12 (ex. GST) 

(ii)–(iii) Nil. 
(iv) $7000 (ex. GST) 

Office of Science 
(a)–(e) (i)–(iv) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 623. 
Office of the Government Chief Information Officer 
(a)–(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 

MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING 
617. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family 

and Domestic Violence; Community Services: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, publicly owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017 how much money has been spent on: 
(a) “Boosted” Facebook posts; 
(b) “Promoted” Twitter posts; 
(c) “Sponsored” Instagram posts; 
(d) Google AdWords; and 
(e) Paid content or advertising on: 

(i) WWW.THEWEST.COM.AU; 
(ii) WWW.PERTHNOW.COM.AU; 
(iii) WWW.WATODAY.COM.AU; and 
(iv) WWW.YAHOO.COM.AU? 

Ms S.F. McGurk replied: 
Ministerial Office 
Nil. 
(a)–(e) Not applicable. 
Department for Child Protection and Family Support 
(a) $1 324.29 
(b)–(e) Nil. 
Department of Local Government and Communities 
(a) $627.32 
(b) $100 
(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 
(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 

http://www.thewest.com.au/
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MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING 
618. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Housing; Veterans Issues; Youth: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, publicly owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017 how much money has been spent on: 
(a) “Boosted” Facebook posts; 
(b) “Promoted” Twitter posts; 
(c) “Sponsored” Instagram posts; 
(d) Google AdWords; and 
(e) Paid content or advertising on: 

(i) WWW.THEWEST.COM.AU; 
(ii) WWW.PERTHNOW.COM.AU; 
(iii) WWW.WATODAY.COM.AU; and 
(iv) WWW.YAHOO.COM.AU? 

Mr W.J. Johnston replied: 
Ministerial Office 
(a)–(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Housing Authority 
The Housing Authority advises: 
(a) $45.11 
(b)–(c) Nil. 
(d) $30 352.10, relating to commercial sales of land and properties. 
(e) (i)–(iii) Nil. 

(iv) $5 940, relating to sales of affordable houses via the Opening Doors campaign. 
Keystart advises: 
(a)–(c) Nil. 
(d) $14 839.41 
(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Department of Local Government and Communities 
The Department of Local Government and Communities advises: 
(a) $627.32 
(b) $100 
(c)–(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING 
619. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport; Planning; Lands: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, publicly owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017 how much money has been spent on: 
(a) “Boosted” Facebook posts; 
(b) “Promoted” Twitter posts; 
(c) “Sponsored” Instagram posts; 
(d) Google AdWords; and 
(e) Paid content or advertising on: 

(i) WWW.THEWEST.COM.AU; 
(ii) WWW.PERTHNOW.COM.AU; 
(iii) WWW.WATODAY.COM.AU; and 
(iv) WWW.YAHOO.COM.AU? 

http://www.thewest.com.au/
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Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
Department of Lands: 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Department of Planning: 
(a) $13.00 
(b)–(e) Nil. 
Department of Transport: 
(a) $1,188.51 
(b) Nil. 
(c) $94.10 
(d)–(e) Nil. 
Public Transport Authority: 
(a) $4,099.75 
(b) $504.00 
(c) $2,132.14 
(d) $450.00 
(e) Nil. 
Main Roads Western Australia 
(a) $300.00 
(b)–(e) Nil. 
Kimberley Ports Authority 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Pilbara Ports Authority 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Med West Ports Authority 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Fremantle Ports Authority 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Southern Ports Authority 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Landcorp: 
(a) $25.00 
(b)–(c) Nil. 
(d) $1,800 
(e) (i)–(ii) Nil. 

(iii) $10,005.00 
(iv) Nil. 

Landgate: 
(a) $29.84 
(b)–(c) Nil. 
(d) $3,127.12 
(e) Nil. 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority 
(a)–(c) Nil. 
(d) $4,000.00 
(e) Nil. 
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MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING 

620. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Commerce and Industrial Relations; 
Electoral Affairs; Asian Engagement: 

For each of your departments, agencies, boards, publicly owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017 how much money has been spent on: 

(a) “Boosted” Facebook posts; 

(b) “Promoted” Twitter posts; 

(c) “Sponsored” Instagram posts; 

(d) Google AdWords; and 

(e) Paid content or advertising on: 

(i) WWW.THEWEST.COM.AU; 

(ii) WWW.PERTHNOW.COM.AU; 

(iii) WWW.WATODAY.COM.AU; and 

(iv) WWW.YAHOO.COM.AU? 

Mr P.C. Tinley replied: 

Office of Hon Bill Johnston MLA 

(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

Department of Mines and Petroleum 

(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

Mineral Research Institute WA 

(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

Department of Commerce 

(a) $92.72 

(b)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

Construction Industry Long Service Leave Payments Board (My Leave) 

(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

WA Industrial Relations Commission 

(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

Workcover WA 

(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 

WA Electoral Commission 

(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(iv) Not applicable. 
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MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING 
621. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; 

Defence Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, publicly owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017 how much money has been spent on: 
(a) “Boosted” Facebook posts; 
(b) “Promoted” Twitter posts; 
(c) “Sponsored” Instagram posts; 
(d) Google AdWords; and 
(e) Paid content or advertising on: 

(i) WWW.THEWEST.COM.AU; 
(ii) WWW.PERTHNOW.COM.AU; 
(iii) WWW.WATODAY.COM.AU; and 
(iv) WWW.YAHOO.COM.AU? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Tourism Portfolio 
Tourism WA 
(a) $48 769.10 
(b) Nil. 
(c) $3 627.35 
(d) $60 694.79 
(e) (i) $1 250 

(ii) Nil. 
(iii) $41 
(iv) $57 795.25 

Racing and Gaming Portfolio 
Burswood Park Board 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Racing and Wagering Western Australia 
(a) $61 137 
(b) $2 951 
(c) $287 
(d) $140 067 
(e) (i)–(iv) $88 211 

(iii) Nil. 
Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Small Business Portfolio 
Small Business Development Corporation 
(a) $264 
(b)–(c) Nil. 
(d) $11 000 
(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
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Defence Issues Portfolio 
Defence West (as part of the Department of Commerce) 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Citizenship and Multicultural Interests Portfolio 
Office of Multicultural Interests (as part of the Department of Local Government and Communities) 
In terms of the Department of Local Government and Communities, please be advised as follows: 
(a) $627.32 
(b) $100 
(c)–(d) Nil. 
(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Ministerial office 
(a)–(e) Nil. 

TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING 
622. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, publicly owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017 how much money has been spent on: 
(a) “Boosted” Facebook posts; 
(b) “Promoted” Twitter posts; 
(c) “Sponsored” Instagram posts; 
(d) Google AdWords; and 
(e) Paid content or advertising on: 

(i) WWW.THEWEST.COM.AU; 
(ii) WWW.PERTHNOW.COM.AU; 
(iii) WWW.WATODAY.COM.AU; and 
(iv) WWW.YAHOO.COM.AU? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 
The Treasurer’s Ministerial Office has spent Nil on (a)–(e). 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Department of Finance & Public Utilities Office 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Department of Treasury 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Economic Regulation Authority 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Government Employees Superannuation Board 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Horizon Power 
(a)–(d) Nil. 
(e) (i) $2610 via regional affiliate sites 

(ii)–(iv) Nil. 
Independent Market Operator 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
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Insurance Commission of Western Australia 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Native Title 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 632 
Office of the Auditor General 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Synergy 
(b) Nil. 
(c) Nil. 
(d) $52,016 
(e) Paid content or advertising spend was part of Synergy’s broader media plan for the Tomorrow Can’t 

Wait campaign. 
(i) $12,000 
(ii) $20,000 
(iii) $12,251.50 
(iv) Nil. 
Western Australia Treasury Corporation 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Western Power 
(a) $9,992.88 
(b) $387.79 
(c) Nil. 
(d) $7,757.12 
(e) (i)–(iii) Nil. 

(iv) $116.14 
MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING 

623. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering; Sport and Recreation: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, publicly owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017 how much money has been spent on: 
(a) “Boosted” Facebook posts; 
(b) “Promoted” Twitter posts; 
(c) “Sponsored” Instagram posts; 
(d) Google AdWords; and 
(e) Paid content or advertising on: 

(i) WWW.THEWEST.COM.AU; 
(ii) WWW.PERTHNOW.COM.AU; 
(iii) WWW.WATODAY.COM.AU; and 
(iv) WWW.YAHOO.COM.AU? 

Mr M.P. Murray replied: 
Department of Local Government and Communities 
(a) $627.32 
(b) $100 
(c) $0.00 
(d) $0.00 
(e) (i)–(iv) $0.00 
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Ministerial Office 
(a) $0.00 
(b) $0.00 
(c) $0.00 
(d) $0.00 
(e) (i)–(iv) $0.00 
Department of Sport and Recreation 
(a) $183.00 
(b) $0.00 
(c) $0.00 
(d) $0.00 
(e) (i)–(iv) $0.00 

ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — INTERNET ADVERTISING 
624. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Attorney General: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, publicly owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017 how much money has been spent on: 
(a) “Boosted” Facebook posts; 
(b) “Promoted” Twitter posts; 
(c) “Sponsored” Instagram posts; 
(d) Google AdWords; and 
(e) Paid content or advertising on: 

(i) WWW.THEWEST.COM.AU; 
(ii) WWW.PERTHNOW.COM.AU; 
(iii) WWW.WATODAY.COM.AU; and 
(iv) WWW.YAHOO.COM.AU? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
(a)–(e) No, not applicable. 

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — INTERNET ADVERTISING 
630. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 
For each of your departments, agencies, boards, publicly owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017 how much money has been spent on: 
(a) “Boosted” Facebook posts; 
(b) “Promoted” Twitter posts; 
(c) “Sponsored” Instagram posts; 
(d) Google AdWords; and 
(e) Paid content or advertising on: 

(i) WWW.THEWEST.COM.AU; 
(ii) WWW.PERTHNOW.COM.AU; 
(iii) WWW.WATODAY.COM.AU; and 
(iv) WWW.YAHOO.COM.AU? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 
Ministerial Office 
(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(v) Not applicable. 
Department of Education 
(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(v) Not applicable. 
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Country High School Hostels Authority 
(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(v) Not applicable. 
Department of Training & Workforce Development 
(a) $349.85 
(b) Nil. 
(c) $77.99 
(d) $1,586.92 
(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
North Metropolitan TAFE 
(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(v) Not applicable. 
South Metropolitan TAFE 
(a) Nil. 
(b) Nil. 
(c) $42.23 
(d) $1,069.51 
(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Central Regional TAFE 
(a) $257.62 
(b) Nil. 
(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 
(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
North Regional TAFE 
(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(v) Not applicable. 
South Regional TAFE 
(a) $334.23 
(b) Nil. 
(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 
(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 
Department of Education Services 
(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(v) Not applicable. 
School Curriculum Standards Authority 
(a)–(e) Nil. 

(i)–(v) Not applicable. 
Building Construction Industry Training Fund 
(a) $20,210.81 
(b) Nil. 
(c) Nil. 
(d) $18,281.71 
(e) (i)–(iii) Nil. 

(iv) $13,850.13 
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MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING 

631. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 

For each of your departments, agencies, boards, publicly owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017 how much money has been spent on: 

(a) “Boosted” Facebook posts; 

(b) “Promoted” Twitter posts; 

(c) “Sponsored” Instagram posts; 

(d) Google AdWords; and 

(e) Paid content or advertising on: 

(i) WWW.THEWEST.COM.AU; 

(ii) WWW.PERTHNOW.COM.AU; 

(iii) WWW.WATODAY.COM.AU; and 

(iv) WWW.YAHOO.COM.AU? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 

Ministerial Office 

(a)–(e) Nil. 

I am informed that: 

Department of Health 

(a)–(c) Nil. 

(d) $11,630 

(e) (i) $1,250 

(ii)–(iv) Nil. 

Mental Health Commission 

(a) $300 

(b)–(d) Nil. 

(e) (i)–(iv) Nil. 

Mental Health Tribunal 

(a)–(e) Nil. 

Health & Disability Services Complaints Office (HADSCO) 

(a)–(e) Nil. 

Healthway 

(a)–(e) Nil. 

Animal Resources Authority 

(a)–(e) Nil. 

PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING 

632. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, 
Jobs and Trade; Federal–State Relations: 

For each of your departments, agencies, boards, publicly owned corporations and Ministerial offices since 
17 March 2017 how much money has been spent on: 

(a) “Boosted” Facebook posts; 

(b) “Promoted” Twitter posts; 

(c) “Sponsored” Instagram posts; 

(d) Google AdWords; and 

http://www.thewest.com.au/
http://www.perthnow.com.au/
http://www.watoday.com.au/
http://www.yahoo.com.au/
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(e) Paid content or advertising on: 
(i) WWW.THEWEST.COM.AU; 
(ii) WWW.PERTHNOW.COM.AU; 
(iii) WWW.WATODAY.COM.AU; and 
(iv) WWW.YAHOO.COM.AU? 

Mr M. McGowan replied: 
Premier and Cabinet, Public Sector Commission, Salaries and Allowances Tribunal 
(a)–(e) Nil. 
Lotterywest 
(a) $4,373.83 
(b) Nil. 
(c) $1,180.97 
(d) $129,472.12 
(e) (i) $20,153.95 

(ii) $5,000 
(iii) $26,105.39 
(iv) $61,559.79 

State Development, Jobs and Trade 
(a) Nil. 
(b) Nil. 
(c) Nil. 
(d) $1,279.83 (including GST) 
(e) Nil. 
On behalf of Gold Corporation and its subsidiaries: 
(a) $0 
(b) $0 
(c) $19 
(d) $76,765 
(e) (i) $7 

(ii) $1 
(iii) $24 
(iv) $191 

TRANSPORT — JETTIES ACT — STAFF 
633. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport: 
As at 19 May 2017, how many FTE are dedicated to the regulation and enforcement of the Jetties Act 1926? 
Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
2.5. 

TRANSPORT — JETTIES — INSPECTIONS 
634. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport: 
How many private/domestic jetty structures were inspected by the Department of Transport during the following 
time periods: 
(a) 1 July 2016 to 19 May 2017; 
(b) 2015–16 financial year; 
(c) 2014–15 financial year; 
(d) 2013–14 financial year; 
(e) 2005–06 financial year; 
(f) 2006–07 financial year; and 
(g) 2007–08 financial year? 

http://www.thewest.com.au/
http://www.perthnow.com.au/
http://www.watoday.com.au/
http://www.yahoo.com.au/
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Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) 4707 
(b) 2287 
(c) 597 
(d) 1092 
(e) Not available* 
(f) Not available* 
(g) 306 
*DoT’s Jetty Inspector commenced in 2007–08, therefore prior to this date inspection data wasn’t recorded. 

TRANSPORT — JETTIES — FEES 
635. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport: 
What was the total value of private/domestic jetty structure licence fees raised during the following time period: 
(a) 1 July 2016 to 19 May 2017; 
(b) 2015–16 financial year; 
(c) 2014–15 financial year; 
(d) 2013–14 financial year; 
(e) 2005–06 financial year; 
(f) 2006–07 financial year; and 
(g) 2007–08 financial year? 
Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) $608 798 
(b) $692 673 
(c) $801 069 
(d) $613 157 
(e) $357 423 
(f) $428 383 
(g) $403 589 

TRANSPORT — JETTIES ACT — BREACHES 
636. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport: 
How many breaches of section 8 of the Jetties Act 1926 were recorded for private/domestic jetty structures 
during the following time periods: 
(a) 1 July 2016 to 19 May 2017; 
(b) 2015–16 financial year; 
(c) 2014–15 financial year; 
(d) 2013–14 financial year; 
(e) 2005–06 financial year; 
(f) 2006–07 financial year; and 
(g) 2007–08 financial year? 
Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) 29 
(b) 23 
(c) 17 
(d) 125 
(e) Not available* 
(f) Not available* 
(g) 21 
*DoT’s Jetty Inspector commenced in 2007–08, therefore prior to this date inspection data wasn’t recorded. 
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TRANSPORT — JETTIES — JETTIES ACT 

637. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Transport: 

How many private/domestic jetty structures were registered with the Department of Transport under the Jetties 
Act 1926 as at: 

(a) 19 May 2017; 

(b) 1 July 2016; 

(c) 1 July 2015; 

(d) 1 July 2014; 

(e) 1 July 2005; 

(f) 1 July 2006; 

(g) 1 July 2007; and 

(h) 1 July 2008? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 

(a) 4127 

(b) 4073 

(c) 4098 

(d) 3947 

(e) 2878 

(f) 2981 

(g) 3022 

(h) 3242 

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — STAFF — FAMILY RELATIONS 

669. Dr M.D. Nahan to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 

Are any Ministerial staff related to any Members of Parliament in either House and if yes: 

(a) what are the names of the staff; 

(b) what are the names of the related Members of Parliament; and 

(c) what is the relationship between the staff member and the Member of Parliament? 

Mr P. Papalia replied: 

No. 

(a)–(c) N/A. 

POLICE — CONSULAR PLATED VEHICLES — INFRINGEMENTS 

766. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police: 

(1) Since 1 July 2016 to 7 June 2017 how many consular plated vehicles have been issued infringements: 

(a) what is the nature of each of those infringements; and 

(b) what is the total value of infringements issued? 

(2) As at 7 June 2017 what is the total value of outstanding infringements issued to consular plated 
vehicles? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

The considerable detail required by the member would require the diversion of Police resources. If the member 
has a more specific concern that he thinks warrants the diversion of Police resources, I would ask him to put that 
specific question on notice. 

__________ 



 

 

 


	MATTHEW ERNEST STEPHENS
	Condolence Motion

	COMMISSIONER OF POLICE — RECRUITMENT
	Statement by Minister for Police

	JIMMY CHI — TRIBUTE
	Statement by Minister for Culture and the Arts

	FOYER OXFORD — EXTERNAL CLADDING
	Statement by Minister for Housing
	ROAD SAFETY COMMISSIONER — KIM PAPALIA
	ROAD SAFETY COMMISSIONER — KIM PAPALIA
	PERTH STADIUM — PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE
	COMMISSIONER OF POLICE — RECRUITMENT
	COMMISSIONER OF POLICE — RECRUITMENT
	PERTH STADIUM — PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE
	BUSHFIRE MITIGATION SUMMIT
	BUSHFIRE MITIGATION SUMMIT
	LIBERAL–NATIONAL GOVERNMENT — BUDGET SAVINGS
	COMMISSIONER OF POLICE — RECRUITMENT
	COMMISSIONER OF POLICE — RECRUITMENT
	METHAMPHETAMINE ACTION PLAN TASKFORCE
	ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS — TARIFF EQUALISATION CONTRIBUTION
	ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS — TARIFF EQUALISATION CONTRIBUTION
	METRONET — SERPENTINE–JARRAHDALE
	TOURISM EVENTS — MARGARET RIVER GOURMET ESCAPE
	TOURISM EVENTS — TOURISM WA

	PAPERS TABLED
	BILLS
	Notice of Motion to Introduce
	1. Child Support (Adoption of Laws) Amendment Bill 2017.
	2. Coroners Amendment Bill 2017.
	3. First Home Owner Grant Amendment Bill 2017.
	4. Port Kennedy Development Bill 2017.


	HOUSEHOLD FEES AND CHARGES — McGOWAN GOVERNMENT
	Notice of Motion

	JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE ON ENDOFLIFE CHOICES — ESTABLISHMENT
	Notice of Motion

	PUBLIC SECTOR HUMAN RESOURCES MANAGEMENT — McGOWAN GOVERNMENT
	Matter of Public Interest
	Division

	SENTENCE ADMINISTRATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
	Second Reading
	Third Reading
	MINISTER FOR POLICE — STAFF
	MINISTER FOR POLICE — UNION CONTACT — DIRECTION, INSTRUCTION AND ADVICE
	MINISTER FOR POLICE — BRIAN BURKE — CONTACT DIRECTION, INSTRUCTION AND ADVICE
	MINISTER FOR POLICE — REGISTER OF LOBBYISTS — CONTACT
	MINISTER FOR WATER — COMMUNICATION METHODS
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — COMMUNICATION METHODS
	MINISTER FOR HOUSING — COMMUNICATION METHODS
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — COMMUNICATION METHODS
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — COMMUNICATION METHODS
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — COMMUNICATION METHODS
	TREASURER — COMMUNICATION METHODS
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — COMMUNICATION METHODS
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — COMMUNICATION METHODS
	MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — COMMUNICATION METHODS
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — COMMUNICATION METHODS
	PREMIER — COMMUNICATION METHODS
	MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS
	TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS
	PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS
	MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — ADYLKUZZ COMPUTER VIRUS
	MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF
	MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF
	TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — CONTRACT STAFF
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF
	MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — CONTRACT STAFF
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF
	PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — CONTRACT STAFF
	PUBLIC SECTOR — STAFF HIRING PROCESS
	PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARIES
	PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY OF THE CABINET
	CORRECTIVE SERVICES — METHAMPHETAMINE ACTION PLAN TASKFORCE
	PUBLIC SECTOR — METHAMPHETAMINE ACTION PLAN TASKFORCE
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — METHAMPHETAMINE ACTION PLAN TASKFORCE
	EMERGENCY SERVICES — BUSHFIRE MITIGATION SUMMIT
	PRISONS — PRIVATELYMANAGED — MANAGEMENT CONTRACTS
	EMERGENCY SERVICES — RURAL FIRE SERVICE
	DEPARTMENT FOR CHILD PROTECTION AND FAMILY SUPPORT — FUNDING
	MINISTER FOR HOUSING — CONFLICT OF INTEREST
	MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS
	MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS
	TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — COMPLAINTS
	MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — COMPLAINTS
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS
	PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — COMPLAINTS
	PUBLIC SECTOR — QUESTIONS
	PUBLIC SECTOR — FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT
	MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES
	TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES
	MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO —UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES
	PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — UNION-NOMINATED REPRESENTATIVES
	DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET — LOCKFORCE SECURITY SWEEP
	DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET — MINISTER FOR INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATIONS TECHNOLOGY
	MINISTER FOR FINANCE — CYBERTERRORISM
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — CYBERTERRORISM
	PREMIER — CYBERTERRORISM
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — CYBERTERRORISM
	MINISTER FOR WATER — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS
	TREASURER — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS
	PREMIER — SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS
	MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF DEMOGRAPHICS
	MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS —SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO —SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE STAFF
	MINISTER FOR WATER — ADVISORS
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — ADVISORS
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — ADVISORS
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — ADVISORS
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — ADVISORS
	TREASURER — ADVISORS
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — ADVISORS
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — ADVISORS
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — ADVISORS
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — ADVISORS
	PREMIER — ADVISORS
	MINISTER FOR WATER — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY —PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE
	TREASURER — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE
	PREMIER — COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK — BRIEFING NOTE
	TRANSPORT — LEACH HIGHWAY
	MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY
	TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY
	MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO —COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY
	PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — COMPUTER NETWORK SECURITY
	MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT
	CORRECTIVE SERVICES — ALFRED JOHN IMPICCIATORE
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — ALFRED JOHN IMPICCIATORE
	PREMIER — TOURISM INDUSTRY ENGAGEMENT CONSORTIUM
	TRANSPORT — ROADSIDE ADVERTISING
	TAXIS — COMPLAINTS
	TRANSPERTH — FERRIES
	TRANSPERTH — BUS SUBSIDIES — TRAIN SERVICES
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — NONSTOP AUSTRALIND TRAIN
	TRANSPORT — FORRESTFIELD AIRPORT LINK
	ROE 8 — REHABILITATION WORKING GROUP
	TRANSPORT — ARMADALE ROAD — DUAL CARRIAGEWAY UPGRADE
	TRANSPORT — FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL AND MURDOCH ACTIVITY CENTRE — ROAD ACCESS
	TRANSPORT — WANNEROO ROAD — DUAL CARRIAGEWAY CONSTRUCTION
	TRANSPORT — MURDOCH DRIVE — CONNECTION PROJECT
	ROE 8 — ALLIANCE WORKFORCE
	TRANSPORT — NEW LORD STREET — METRONET
	CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION — 186 SAINT GEORGES TERRACE — SWIPE CARD ACCESS
	DUMAS HOUSE — SWIPE CARD ACCESS
	DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET — 1 PARLIAMENT PLACE — SWIPE CARD ACCESS
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — COUNTERTERRORISM
	PREMIER — COUNTERTERRORISM
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — COUNTERTERRORISM
	MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — OFFICE OF STATE SECURITY AND EMERGENCY COORDINATION
	PREMIER — OFFICE OF STATE SECURITY AND EMERGENCY COORDINATION
	DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET — 1 PARLIAMENT PLACE — FUNCTION COSTS
	DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET — 1 PARLIAMENT PLACE — VISITOR SAFETY
	DEPARTMENT OF THE PREMIER AND CABINET — 1 PARLIAMENT PLACE — OCCUPANCY
	MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING
	MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING
	MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING
	MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING
	MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING
	MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING
	TREASURER — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING
	MINISTER FOR SENIORS AND AGEING — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING
	ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIO — INTERNET ADVERTISING
	MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIO — INTERNET ADVERTISING
	MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING
	PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — INTERNET ADVERTISING
	TRANSPORT — JETTIES ACT — STAFF
	TRANSPORT — JETTIES — INSPECTIONS
	TRANSPORT — JETTIES — FEES
	TRANSPORT — JETTIES ACT — BREACHES
	TRANSPORT — JETTIES — JETTIES ACT
	MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — STAFF — FAMILY RELATIONS
	POLICE — CONSULAR PLATED VEHICLES — INFRINGEMENTS


