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

METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME AMENDMENT 1298/41 — 
WEST MUNDIJONG INDUSTRIAL PRECINCT 

Statement by Minister for Planning 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Planning) [2.02 pm]: I present today for tabling metropolitan 
region scheme amendment 1298/41 that proposes to rezone from rural to industrial approximately 427.77 hectares 
in the Mundijong locality. The proposed industrial zone will allow for primarily general and/or light industrial 
development following a local scheme amendment, detailed structure planning and subdivision approval. The area 
between the proposed amendment and the Tonkin Highway extension remains in the rural zone as further detailed 
consideration is required prior to the realignment of the existing freight railway from the nearby Mundijong town 
site to this location. The realignment of the railway will be subject to a separate metropolitan region scheme 
amendment process. 

The proposed amendment area implements the recommendations of various strategic planning documents, such as 
the “Draft South Metropolitan Peel Sub-regional Planning Framework”, which forms part of the draft Perth and 
Peel@3.5million. Further areas for urban and industrial development have been determined in conjunction with 
the state government’s draft “Perth and Peel Green Growth Plan for 3.5 million”. The Shire of Serpentine–
Jarrahdale prepared the West Mundijong Industrial Area district structure plan. The district structure plan has 
been formulated as a strategic document to support amendments to the metropolitan region scheme and the 
Shire of Serpentine–Jarrahdale town planning scheme. Further, the district structure plan will guide the 
development of subsequent local structure plans. 

The Environmental Protection Authority advised that the proposed amendment does not require formal assessment 
under the Environmental Protection Act 1986. The Environmental Protection Authority provided advice and 
recommendations on flora and vegetation, and inland water environmental quality and amenity. These matters will 
require further consideration in the subsequent local scheme amendment and structure planning stages in 
consultation with the Shire of Serpentine–Jarrahdale and the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority. 
Further, a bushfire management plan has been approved by the Department of Fire and Emergency Services. 

In accordance with the statutory provisions for region scheme amendments, this amendment was advertised for 
three months. Thirty-four submissions were received, comprising 22 general comments, five comments of support 
and seven comments of objection. Copies of the submissions and the Western Australian Planning Commission’s 
report on submissions are also tabled today. I am pleased to now table the documentation for metropolitan region 
scheme amendment 1298/41 and I commend it to the house. 

[See papers 516 and 517.] 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE — QUESTION TIME 

Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Members, I wish to advise that all questions and answers during question 
time in our jurisdiction this week will be timed in order to give me a better idea of the length of questions and 
responses. 

I would also like to remind members about the standing orders that relate to questions and answers. Standing 
order 77 states that questions should not contain lengthy preambles or opinions, unless it is necessary to render the 
question intelligible; nor should questions contain argument, imputations or hypothetical matter. A supplementary 
question should be a single question, precise in content and without preamble, that is directly relevant to the 
original question or answer. Under standing order 78, answers must be relevant to the question. I ask for members’ 
cooperation in keeping all questions and answers short and sharp. Members are also reminded that although 
interjections are disorderly, the house has always tolerated occasional interjections. What is not acceptable are 
loud and repeated interjections that have the effect of drowning out the member on their feet. 

Distinguished Visitor — Matt Birney 

After reading that, I look up and I can see the former Leader of the Opposition, the honourable Matt Birney—is it 
Hon Matt Birney? I did not think it was honourable. Matt Birney is in the Speaker’s gallery today—welcome. 
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
PERTH CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL — LEAD CONTAMINATION 

317. Dr M.D. NAHAN to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the “Report on Perth Children’s Hospital Potable Water: Chief Health Officer Review” released last Friday 
and the minister’s comments following that they had identified the “culprit” of the source of lead at the 
Perth Children’s Hospital as a thermostatic mixing valve. Is the minister categorically ruling out the 
Queen Elizabeth II ring main and/or the so-called dead leg as a source of lead either now—currently—or in the past? 
Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
Before I answer the Leader of the Opposition’s question, on behalf of the member for Kingsley I acknowledge the 
young women from Warwick Senior High School who are in the gallery today. They are fresh back from their 
presentation to the World Health Organization conference in Melbourne. It is terrific to have met them today; 
well done. 
The Leader of the Opposition is absolutely correct: we did take control of this site and we did begin the task of 
fixing the mess that he left behind. That involved making sure that we could get the Chief Health Officer on-site 
to identify the issues associated with the lead contamination of the water in that hospital and make sure that we 
have a process going forward to remedy the situation. The Leader of the Opposition asked whether I can 
categorically rule out that it is the ring main, or the so-called dead leg, that is associated with the lead 
contamination. I am very happy to provide that assurance to the Leader of the Opposition. The reason for that is 
that the dead leg was cut off in September last year. If he had actually paid any attention as the minister responsible 
for this project, he would have known that without having to ask that question today. In relation to the ring main, 
I can provide that assurance, because time and again the testing of water at the hospital has shown that in the 
storage tanks and in the main pipes that feed the different wings of the hospital the lead contamination is at tolerable 
levels; that is, it is just the same as water that we drink elsewhere in our metropolitan supply. The only problem 
starts when we start to get through the pipes closer to the taps that are in question. That is where we are starting to 
get the lead contamination levels that are, quite frankly, not good enough in the Chief Health Officer’s eyes in 
order for us to move forward. From that perspective, I can provide an assurance to the Leader of the Opposition 
that the lead contamination, if it ever was coming from those sources, certainly was not coming from those sources 
in the time that I have been in government. I can also provide an assurance to the Leader of the Opposition that we 
did not create this mess; this mess was given to us by the Barnett Liberal government. I can assure the Leader of the 
Opposition that we will fix it. 

PERTH CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL — LEAD CONTAMINATION 
318. Dr M.D. NAHAN to the Minister for Health: 
I have a supplementary question. If the minister says the problem is not exclusively the ring main or the dead leg 
but thermostatic mixing valves, why does the Chief Health Officer’s review identify that 11 per cent of outlets 
without a TMV have above-appropriate lead levels? In other words, why are the lead levels high outside the 
TMVs? 
Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
The reason for that is some brass fittings in the feeding pipes run through the ceilings into the individual wards or 
rooms of the hospital. For some reason, the last mob—the Leader of the Opposition in particular as the minister 
who had oversight of this project—allowed brass fittings to be placed further back in the pipes despite the fact that 
the contract very clearly states that they should be stainless steel fittings. 
Dr M.D. Nahan: Dig a hole! 
The SPEAKER: Members, please; I want to hear the answer and I am sure you do too. 
Mr R.H. COOK: The hole we are digging, Leader of the Opposition, is your political career. As we go day in, 
day out in this tawdry little exercise, we can see just how poorly the Leader of the Opposition managed this project 
as a minister and how poorly he is going as the Leader of the Opposition. 
There are still some brass fittings in the feeder pipes in the ceilings so there are some elements of lead 
contamination through the de-zincification process in those parts, but it is nowhere near the levels in the 
thermostatic mixing valve assembly boxes, which is where the predominance of brass is. If the other mob had paid 
attention while it was in government, it would have seen that too. 

PERTH CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL — LEAD CONTAMINATION 
319. Ms A. SANDERSON to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the Chief Health Officer’s report into the Perth Children’s Hospital that identified brass fittings as the 
source of lead within the water supply. What is this government’s next step in bringing this saga to a close—
something that the previous Liberal–National government failed to do? 
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Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
I thank the member for the question because this is the important part of where we are at now. Upon coming to 
government, the Premier said we would do two things; firstly, that we would take control of the site to make sure 
we can get in there and ultimately fix the problem and secondly, as a result of taking control of the site, the 
Chief Health Officer has gone into the buildings to do a forensic analysis of the water supplies and the setup of the 
pipes. As members would be aware, in an act of absolute transparency, we provided the public with the full contents 
of that report for everyone to see and we provided a briefing to the opposition to make sure that it, too, was able 
to get the full appreciation of the Chief Health Officer’s report. As I said, the Chief Health Officer has identified 
the culprit. Over the next few weeks, I will be very pleased to provide answers to the questions that will go from 
there, which are: Now that we understand where the problem is, how will we go about replacing the assembly 
boxes? What is the work program associated with that? And how long will it take? These are important issues 
associated with fixing the lead in the pipes. 
I notice that the member for Nedlands made some commentary on this. I am sorry that he is not with us today. In 
his commentary last week, he said: “We don’t know what the cause of the lead is yet” and “Something is 
responsible and someone has to take responsibility.” I would like to thank the member for Nedlands for this 
enunciation and his insightful analysis! We know what the culprit is and we know that we have to get to the issues 
associated with these assembly boxes. We are going to undertake this work. We are going to get to the bottom of 
this problem and fix it. I know that the Leader of the Opposition has been saying that he does not know why we 
took practical completion and that we should not have taken practical completion. The reason that we took practical 
completion is we were not prepared to allow this issue to continue to roll on, festering, day after day, with our 
hands in the air, not knowing what to do! The Premier charged us with the job of getting on and taking control of 
the hospital site, and fixing the problem; that is what we will do. 

PERTH CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL — LEAD CONTAMINATION 
320. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the minister’s comments on 6PR radio yesterday that he has identified thermostatic mixing valves—
TMVs—as the culprit for lead in the water at Perth Children’s Hospital. 
Given that figure 5:2 of the final Jacobs report from 21 April 2017 shows lead levels entering the Perth Children’s 
Hospital site at substantially higher levels than the national drinking standard before interacting with TMVs, how 
can the minister say that TMVs are the culprit? 
Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
I thank the member for the question. To correct the member—perhaps in some of my language yesterday, I kept 
using the phrase thermostatic mixing valve—the thermostatic mixing valve is actually a small element. It is the 
brass around the valve inside the assembly boxes — 
Dr M.D. Nahan: The whole unit. 
Mr R.H. COOK: Yes. It is the assembly boxes themselves rather than necessarily the valves specifically. We 
have had a range of reports on this. I, my office, and a range of members—they have often spoken to me about 
this—have been the subject of a range of bits of advice from different people in the community. There are more 
opinions about the Children’s Hospital lead contamination than there are on the weather! The fact of the matter is 
that only one opinion matters: that of the Chief Health Officer. 
The Office of the Chief Health Officer is an independent statutory authority. We did not — 
Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Carine! 
Mr R.H. COOK: The member for Carine may want to joke about these issues but, of course, this hospital will 
accommodate our sickest kids in Western Australia. This hospital has to be able to guarantee not only quality 
health services but also a quality environment for these kids. We have to be absolutely sure that this hospital will 
provide quality health services and high-quality water not only today, not only tomorrow, but also into the future. 
Only one opinion matters: that of the Chief Health Officer. The Chief Health Officer has gone in and done 
a forensic analysis around this. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr R.H. COOK: The Chief Health Officer has provided the most concise and comprehensive analysis of the 
water-related issues in this hospital to date. It is the analysis that we are relying upon because it does not matter what 
the builder thinks, what project managers think, or what a whole range of experts out there in the community think — 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Bateman, you will get your chance. 
Mr R.H. COOK: The Chief Health Officer is the only one who will provide the state with the clearance to open 
this hospital. That is why we have to bring his opinion to bear. 
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PERTH CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL — LEAD CONTAMINATION 
321. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Minister for Health: 
I have a supplementary question. In addition to the Jacobs report, is it not also true that page 33 of the 
Building Commission’s report also identifies that water entering the Perth Children’s Hospital site contains lead 
levels that are above national drinking standards? 
Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
A range of tests has been done and it is really good that — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, I am on my feet! Minister for Planning, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr R.H. COOK: It is great that — 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I call the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to order for the first time. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr R.H. COOK: It is great that the Liberal and National Parties are showing so much interest in this hospital! 
Perhaps if they had shown so much interest when they were in government and if they had paid a modicum of 
attention to this hospital, we may not have inherited this mess from them! 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, please; I want to hear the answer. 
Mr R.H. COOK: It is great that members opposite have an opinion on this. It is clearly an opinion based on 
ignorance. There is only one opinion that matters: that of the Chief Health Officer. The Chief Health Officer is 
assisting us to fix the mess that members opposite left behind! 

WESTERN FORCE — AUSTRALIAN RUGBY UNION 
322. Mr B. URBAN to the Premier: 
I refer to the shameful decision by the Australian Rugby Union to axe the Western Force. What action did this 
government take in trying to ensure that the Western Force remains in the Super Rugby competition? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
Thank you, member for Darling Range, for the question. This government has done everything possible to try to 
keep the Western Force in the competition on behalf of Western Australians. On 6 June, the Minister for Tourism 
met with the ARU chief executive officer, Bill Pulver. Prior to that, I had a phone conversation with Mr Pulver. 
Mr Pulver requested of the tourism minister that the government consider bringing forward the remaining funds 
that were dedicated to the 2019 Bledisloe Cup. The ARU asked us to do that on the basis that if we brought forward 
those funds, that would work in our favour in keeping the Western Force in the competition. Acting in good faith, 
the state government agreed to do that, and, despite doing what the ARU asked for, the ARU went ahead and axed 
the Western Force. This is a betrayal of rugby fans across Western Australia. It is a betrayal of the taxpayers of 
Western Australia who put so much into this team. It is also very bad form that the ARU announced this in the 
media without even informing the government of Western Australia, which had done so much for this team over 
the years. 
I reiterate that over the years, successive governments have spent $95 million on nib Stadium, $17 million on the 
WA Rugby Centre and $25 million to assist with the licence fee for the Western Force. Added up, that is 
$137 million of taxpayers’ money. On top of that, recently there was a bring-forward, as we said, of Bledisloe Cup 
money for the Western Force to ensure that it was able to stay in the competition. In light of what has occurred, of 
course that bring-forward of the Bledisloe Cup money will no longer occur. The ARU has shown incredible bad 
faith to the people and the rugby community of Western Australia. The Western Force has appealed to the 
New South Wales Supreme Court. The Western Australian government, although it has already contributed 
enough money, will not contribute more money, but we fully support the action of the Western Force in taking the 
ARU to the New South Wales Supreme Court. We are very hopeful that the Western Force will be successful in 
its legal action against the ARU. 

WOODSIDE — FLY IN, FLY OUT CAMP — KARRATHA 
323. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Minister for Lands: 
I refer to recent media reports on Business News that Woodside is seeking state government support for a new 
$400 million, 700-bed fly in, fly out camp in Karratha, or at least right next door to Karratha. 
(1) What commitment has the minister sought from Woodside that it will utilise all available residential 

houses before putting more people into FIFO camps on the edge of town? 
(2) Will she be signing off on this camp as lands minister? 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 

I thank the member for Warren–Blackwood for that question. 

(1)–(2) There are ongoing negotiations between the Minister for State Development, Jobs and Trade and me. 
They will continue and once I have more information, I will be able to announce that. 

WOODSIDE — FLY IN, FLY OUT CAMP — KARRATHA 

324. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Minister for Lands: 
As a supplementary question, will the minister commit to the people of Karratha that she will not sign off on this 
camp, thereby giving Karratha a future as it applies to workers in such camps? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 

As I said, I will update the house when I have further information and I will do that after I consider all the issues 
in front of me. 

DEFENCE WEST — DOMAIN NAME 

325. Mr R.R. WHITBY to the Minister for Defence Issues: 
I refer to Defence West, which is working to secure more defence jobs for Western Australians. What attempts 
have been made to obstruct Defence West’s efforts to create more jobs and attract more work to Western Australia? 

Mr P. PAPALIA replied: 
I thank the member for his question. Being located where he is and representing the seat that he does, he is very 
sensitive to any issues regarding the defence industry and opportunities for Western Australians. It is true that 
there have been some efforts, but I am not entirely sure to what end those efforts were dedicated, so I might just 
respond to that in a moment. I preface my response by referring to the government’s position on Defence West. 
There is no secret about this government’s criticism of the previous government’s inability to advocate for 
Western Australia’s defence industry. We made it very clear. When I was appointed as the shadow minister 
following the 2013 state election, it was clear that we were going to create a portfolio; were we to win office, we 
would have a minister responsible for advocating for Western Australia’s defence industry. That was a full four 
years before the last state election. Almost a year before the last state election, the Western Australian 
Labor Party—the state opposition at that time—released a plan for jobs with a key element to focus on the defence 
industry in Western Australia as an attempt to diversify the economy and grow jobs and opportunities for 
Western Australians. A key element of that action was the intended creation of an office called Defence West. 
There was no question about the intention of the future government 11 months before the last state election. 
Immediately upon taking office, I became Minister for Defence Issues. We went to announce the creation of an 
office of Defence West and subsequently asked the State Solicitor’s Office to identify the ability to register the 
domain name for that office in due course, as would be expected. I was quite shocked and disturbed to hear that 
only recently the State Solicitor’s Office had notified the Defence West office, which notified us, that it was unable 
to register the domain name of Defence West because three days after we had announced the creation of the office 
of Defence West and fully 14 months after our notification to the public via the plan for jobs and probably almost 
five years after we had notified of the intention to place a much greater focus on advocating for the defence industry 
in Western Australia, the Western Australian Liberal Party rushed out in a fevered effort, reminiscent of perhaps 
the actions of the University of Western Australia Liberal Club—perhaps that is the source of the concept — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Manager of opposition business, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It is reminiscent of the type of ridiculous questions we receive frequently from the member for 
Dawesville, and perhaps that is the level of maturity of the questioner. We hear that the Western Australian 
Liberal Party, under the direction of the Leader of the Opposition apparently, has gone out and registered the 
domain name. To what end? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members, you might not like the answer, but that is what you are getting. The next person who 
calls out will get called to order. Finish it up, minister. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: There can be only one motivation for the Western Australian Liberal Party — 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville—one of the newbies—I call you to order for the first time. 
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Mr P. PAPALIA: There can be only one motivation for the Western Australian Liberal Party to have done this 
and that is that, having trashed the state’s finances and having been smashed at the recent state election, it was 
seeking to extort more money from the Western Australian taxpayer. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville, you are on the podium twice today. Do not make it a third. Minister, 
you will bring this question to a conclusion. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: That is a disgraceful action on behalf of the Western Australian Liberal Party. I can only hope 
that, as reported in the media, the Leader of the Opposition will immediately surrender the domain name and allow 
us to get on with advocating for Western Australian industry. 

PERTH CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL — LEAD CONTAMINATION 
326. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Minister for Health: 
I note the minister’s comments on the release of the final Jacobs Australia Pty Ltd report on 3 May identifying the 
source of lead as dezincification. Can he please explain why, on page 19 of the final Jacobs report, it specifically 
rules out thermostatic mixing valves as a source of the lead? 
Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
I am afraid the member will have to ask the authors of the report that. I do not know whether that is what it says 
on page 19. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member, you have just asked a question and now you are trying to answer it. Just let the minister 
have his say. You can have a supplementary question. 
Dr M.D. Nahan: He’s trying to weasel out of his statement! 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I call you to order for the first time. You should be setting the example 
for the rest of your troops. 
Mr M.P. Murray: Bring back Matt! 
The SPEAKER: And bring back the member for Collie–Preston. I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr R.H. COOK: As I said, I do not know what is on page 19 of the Jacobs report. What I know is that there is 
only one opinion that matters and that is the opinion of the Chief Health Officer, which is the reason we took the 
steps we did to make sure that we could get in there. Does it not strike members as extraordinary that this mob 
over here knows so much about this hospital now but knew so little about it when it was actually in office? It 
strikes me as amazing that, all of a sudden, members opposite have an acute interest in issues around brass fittings 
but before were seemingly blind and incapable of resolving the issues around the water. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey: It’s your responsibility now. 
Mr R.H. COOK: Exactly, member! Exactly! 
Several members interjected. 
Mr R.H. COOK: Members opposite have at last realised we are here! 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I know you think you are the Messiah, Minister for Health, but you are not, so do not get the 
crowd going. Members, just let us get through this question quickly. 
Mr R.H. COOK: Exactly, member for Scarborough—we are in government and you are not. There is a reason 
for that; you stuffed up project after project after project. I wonder what is going to happen first—the footbridge 
or the hospital? We find ourselves in government with the state’s finances completely wrecked and with public 
infrastructure projects that were so incompetently handled that we now have to take control. 
The SPEAKER: Through the Chair, minister. 
Mr R.H. COOK: As I said, there is only one opinion that matters. It is not the opposition’s; it is the Chief Health 
Officer’s. He is the one who will decide whether we have achieved the quality of water levels that we need to 
make sure that we provide quality, world-class health care at this hospital. It is not going to be that mob! 

PERTH CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL —LEAD CONTAMINATION 
327. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Minister for Health: 
I have a supplementary question. Which health minister are we to believe—the one who released the Chief Health 
Officer report on Friday, which blamed the thermostatic mixing valves, or the one who released the final Jacobs 
report, which ruled out the TMVs? 
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Mr R.H. COOK replied: 

We have said all along that there is a problem with the dezincification of the brass fittings in the hospital. We, 
unlike the opposition when it was in government, are going to get in there and fix it up. Thank God for the 
McGowan Labor government. 

FINANCIAL COUNSELLING SERVICES — FUNDING 

328. MR S.J. PRICE to the Minister for Community Services: 

I refer to the vital community services in my electorate of Forrestfield that were cut by the previous Liberal–
National government. How is this government supporting and helping vulnerable people and families in my 
community? 

Ms S.F. McGURK replied: 

I thank the member very much for the question and for being a very passionate advocate for his community. I have 
spoken about this before. I know the member is particularly interested in hearing about financial counselling in 
the metropolitan area. One of the things that happened when the previous government cut money to financial 
counselling was that some money was reinstated, but only half of what was previously allocated. Some 
geographical areas were really cut out of the process. One of the services that came to my attention in that time 
was the Foothills Information and Referral Service. It had provided a really important service in a small, modest 
building. It provided financial counselling, children’s services, and emergency relief. As a result of losing the 
contract for financial counselling, there was a gap. It also went on to lose its bid to provide parenting services in 
the area that it had provided previously. It was using those sorts of connections to link in with local families. In 
losing both of those contracts, it was really bereft. It was pointed out to me through the member for Forrestfield’s 
advocacy that a wide footprint was not getting serviced. It was not easy for people to get to other local services 
further afield. From the member’s advocacy through the Local Projects, Local Jobs program, the government has 
been pleased to announce $50 000 to the Foothills Information and Referral Service. It will use that funding to 
enable an internal fit-out for computers for IT training programs, the purchase of more IT equipment, and resources 
for the delivery of those training programs. Members can imagine that it is a good opportunity for elderly people 
and other members of the community to come in and learn some basics; to get on the computer and have some 
support while they do that. They might also link in with other services while they are there. That is the importance 
of community hubs. While I was down there, through the member for Forrestfield’s advocacy, I met Anne Whitby, 
who is the coordinator of FIRS, and Mark Gray, who is the chair of the board. I have real confidence in that service. 
Its heart is really in it and it is genuinely connected to the community. 

Finally, through the supporting communities fund, $9.4 million is available for community organisations to put 
their hands up—not just those that have received money in the past, but any organisation—and put in a proposal. 
We need to make sure that money particularly reaches communities in need. 

WHEATSTONE LNG PROJECT — WORKFORCE 

329. Mr R.S. LOVE to the Minister for Lands: 

The minister will be aware that Chevron Australia is seeking support from the state government to locate its 
operations workforce for Wheatstone in the Ashburton North Strategic Industrial Area site and not in the town of 
Onslow. 

(1) Has LandCorp signed off on the development approval? 

(2) If yes, did the minister authorise that decision? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 

I thank the member for Moore for that question and for notice of that question. 

(1) Yes. This was signed off on by LandCorp prior to the change of government this year. I am also advised 
that in August 2014, the former Premier wrote to Chevron advising that he was willing to accept that the 
existing construction camp be converted into an operational camp subject to certain conditions. The 
conditions were accepted by Chevron in correspondence in October that year. 

(2) Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL DRUG AND ALCOHOL FORUM — 
NATIONAL DRUG STRATEGY COMMITTEE — NOMINATIONS 

330. Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE to the Minister for Health: 

I refer to the Ministerial Drug and Alcohol Forum and the National Drug Strategy Committee. Has 
Western Australia been represented on these committees; and, if not, why not? 
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Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
I thank the member for the question. He obviously understands the importance of addressing the issue of illicit 
drugs, particularly meth, because of the way that it has taken hold in many of our towns. Of course, we believe 
that concerted action in relation to the impact of methamphetamine is an important aspect of what we do in 
government, particularly working with other governments to make sure that we have a coordinated effort right 
across our community so that we can get on top of this endemic problem. For all the bluff and bluster of the 
previous government on this, it is extraordinary that when we came to government we found a letter to the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet requesting that WA nominate representatives to the national 
Ministerial Drug and Alcohol Forum and the National Drug Strategy Committee. It is extraordinary that prior to 
us coming into government, Western Australia was not represented on these important committees. A letter to the 
director general from the federal Department of Health and the Attorney-General’s Department states — 

We are writing to seek outstanding nominations from Western Australia Health for the Ministerial Drug 
and Alcohol Forum (MDAF) and the National Drug Strategy Committee (NDSC). 

The letter goes on to state — 
To ensure timely and coordinated decision-making on policy issues, it is important that the new 
governance framework represents the views of health and justice portfolios from each jurisdiction. 
We note that Western Australia Health remains unrepresented on both the MDAF and NDSC. As per the 
enclosed correspondence, Commonwealth Ministers have previously written to former 
Western Australian Ministers for Health, the Hon Kim Hames MLA (6 May 2016) and the Hon John Day 
MLA (10 October 2016), to seek health representatives under the new governance arrangements. 

It is extraordinary that the Liberal–National government did not think that putting a Health representative on these 
committees was a priority. As we know, it will take a concerted effort from all members, from all governments 
and from all jurisdictions to make sure we get on top of these issues. We are putting in place policies that will help 
reduce the impact of methamphetamine in our community—issues that go to the elements of demand, supply and 
harm minimisation. We are looking at things such as additional drug treatment facilities to respond to early 
intervention and severe methamphetamine dependence; opening residential rehab centres in the south west and the 
Kimberley; introducing a mental health observation area at the Royal Perth Hospital emergency department; and 
dedicated drug rehabilitation in prisons—a great policy—and the plan focuses on the reduction of demand and 
supply, and harm minimisation, and aims to better support the communities and families that this impacts on. 
I am absolutely gobsmacked that we did not have representatives on these important national forums previously, 
but I am very pleased to say that we have nominated me to go on these committees, and at least now — 
Several members interjected.  
The SPEAKER: Members! I know you are all happy about it! 
Mr R.H. COOK: At least now Western Australia will have an important voice in this national forum, because 
before, for the lack of interest from this mob opposite, we had no-one. 

PERTH CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL — LEAD CONTAMINATION 
331. Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE to the Minister for Health: 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! Minister for Health, listen to the question, please. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Given the public health implications of the thermostatic mixing valves and assembly 
boxes, can the minister update the house on — 
(1) Where are these TMVs and assembly boxes manufactured? 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I call the Minister for Tourism and the Minister for Water both to order for the first time. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: To continue — 
(2) Are the TMVs and assembly boxes found in any other hospitals or public buildings in WA; and, if so, 

how many? 
(3) Has the minister begun testing for lead in these buildings to ensure that Western Australians have not 

been exposed to any lead? 
Mr R.H. Cook: Sorry, member, could you ask the second part of the question again? Just the second point, thanks, 
member. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The third question links to the second. I will ask them both. 
(2) Are the TMVs and assembly boxes found in any other hospitals or public buildings in WA; and, if so, 

how many? 
(3) Has the minister begun testing for lead in these buildings to ensure that Western Australians have not 

been exposed to any lead? 
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Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
(1)–(3) I thank the member for the question; it is important and one into which, given that the assembly boxes 

were installed on the previous government’s watch, members opposite might have some insight. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey: What are you doing about the lead now? 
Mr R.H. COOK: I have told the member what we are doing about the lead now. The opposition has dedicated 
five questions to it. Methinks that what the opposition probably has here is the makings of a matter of public 
interest—hang on, we are not doing the MPI on that today. It must be someone else’s turn to do the MPI. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Health, will you answer questions through the Chair, please. 
Mr R.H. COOK: In relation to the question, what I can confirm is that the Chief Health Officer has gone in and 
done a significant amount of work identifying the source of the lead and the points that that lead contamination 
was likely to be coming from. From that perspective, that is the point we have got to, as I think I have repeated 
myself in answering five different questions on five different occasions today; that is to say that we now know 
where the lead contamination is coming from. I will provide more information to the house in the coming weeks 
about what now is the work program to rectify that, because what we will obviously do is go into those assembly 
boxes that are producing the highest lead readouts, and we will replace those, and from there we will start getting 
cumulatively better outcomes in terms of lead, and I hope ultimately we will have a regime that the Chief Health 
Officer is satisfied with. I wonder whether the member consulted John Holland itself in relation to constructing 
these questions. Is that true? 
Mrs L.M. Harvey: We read your report. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, from both sides. Minister, talk through the Chair; otherwise, you can take the 
interjections as they come. 
Mr R.H. COOK: If the opposition had paid much better attention and actually read reports prior to losing office, 
we may not be in the mess we find ourselves in now. Perhaps if members opposite had read reports when they 
were ministers of the Crown, the taxpayers would not be on the hook for these ongoing issues. 
Dr M.D. Nahan: This is an important issue. 
Mr R.H. COOK: It is an important issue, Leader of the Opposition; it is one that we hoped the member had got 
his head around when he was the minister with oversight of this project before it went so disastrously wrong. The 
Chief Health Officer has gone in and provided some clarity for a change. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I said that I will let interjections go, but not speaking over the person 
on their feet. I call you to order for the second time. Minister, can you get to the answer, or have you finished? 
Mr R.H. COOK: That is enough, thanks, Mr Speaker. 

PERTH CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL — LEAD CONTAMINATION 
332. Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE to the Minister for Health: 
I have a supplementary question. The minister is the senior health officer in this state. Will he table answers to the 
three questions that he did not answer? He is a minister of the Crown, he needs to answer the questions. My 
supplementary question is: will the minister commit to immediately undertaking these tests in the best interests of 
public health? 
Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
I have answered that question. 
The SPEAKER: That is the end of question time. 

BUSSELL HIGHWAY 
Petition 

MS L. METTAM (Vasse) [2.48 pm]: I have a petition that has been certified as conforming with the standing 
orders of the Assembly. It has 4 273 signatures, and concerns the safety of drivers and passengers on 
Bussell Highway between Capel and Busselton. It reads — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 
We, the undersigned are concerned about the safety of drivers and passengers on Bussell Highway 
between Capel and Busselton — 
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Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston, you do not interject on petitions. I call you to order for the second 
time. I apologise, member for Vasse, for interrupting. 
Ms L. METTAM: I will start again — 

We, the undersigned are concerned about the safety of drivers and passengers on Bussell Highway 
between Capel and Busselton, given the high number of vehicle crashes caused by the highway’s high 
traffic volume, particularly in holiday periods and lack of passing lanes which leads to risky and 
dangerous driver behaviour. 
Now, we ask the Legislative Assembly that the State Government progress the upgrade of 
Bussell Highway between Capel and Busselton to a dual carriageway as a matter of urgency. 

[See petition 13.] 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE ORDERS (NATIONAL RECOGNITION) BILL 2017 

Appropriations 
Message from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the bill. 

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

BILLS 
Notice of Motion to Introduce 

1. Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Amendment Bill 2017. 
Notice of motion given by Mr R.H. Cook (Minister for Health). 
2. Corruption, Crime and Misconduct and Criminal Property Confiscation Amendment Bill 2017. 
Notice of motion given by Mr J.R. Quigley (Attorney General). 

THERMOSTATIC MIXING VALVES — LEAD CONTAMINATION TESTING 
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 calls on the McGowan government, in the interests of public health and providing surety 
to the community, to immediately identify and begin testing across Western Australia all thermostatic 
mixing valves installed at public facilities, similar to those installed at Perth Children’s Hospital, and to 
conduct thorough visual and chemical testing of the QEII ring main to rule it out as a source of lead. 

ESPERANCE PORT AND RAVENSTHORPE NICKEL MINE — JOBS 
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 member for Warren–Blackwood seeking to debate a matter of public interest. 
[In compliance with standing orders, at least five members rose in their places.] 
MR D.T. REDMAN (Warren–Blackwood) [2.53 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the McGowan government for its inaction on job losses at the Esperance port and 
Ravensthorpe nickel mine and calls on the government to assist workers to remain in their communities. 

This is a very appropriate time to raise this matter of public interest. Two circumstances have effectively hit the 
south-east coast of Western Australia in quick succession. The first was the signal from this government of 
a number of redundancies in the Esperance port. The government sought expressions of interest for redundancies 
in 50 jobs. For a community of some 15 000 in Esperance, those redundancies will have a substantial impact. Last 
week, First Quantum Minerals decided to put its nickel mine in Ravensthorpe into care and maintenance. If we 
look at the total potential job losses of moving that facility into care and maintenance, we see that some 500 jobs 
will be lost, including 300 jobs directly through the project and some 200 jobs in relation to contractors who supply 
services to that company through contractual arrangements. Two recent decisions have substantially impacted the 
south coast. 
The Nationals held its conference at Esperance on the weekend and members can be assured that the people of 
Esperance are reeling from these two decisions. There is a significant amount of unease and a lot of concern about 
the impact on the little communities of Hopetoun, Ravensthorpe, Jerramungup and Lake King and, of course, 
Esperance. Our heart goes out to the people who are impacted by these decisions. The decrease in the number of 
people living in those communities will also hurt local businesses by extension. That is of serious concern to the 
National Party. 
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I want to go over a bit of history. It is worth remembering some history in these situations. I am sure that a lot of 
people in this place will recall what happened when the BHP mine closed in 2009. That closure was on the back 
of a fall in nickel prices, which is the same reason that First Quantum Minerals is giving to us for putting its mine 
into care and maintenance. I remember the opposition, the current government, at the time making substantial 
public arguments about its concern about what the Liberal–National government was doing. I refer to some of the 
comments that were made by the now Premier, Mr McGowan, when the BHP mine went into care and maintenance 
in 2009. In The West Australian of 11 February 2009, he chastised then Premier Colin Barnett for giving in so 
easily to BHP’s demands and said that the situation could have been avoided if the Liberal–National government 
“had been firmer with BHP”. Just earlier, on 7 February 2009, McGowan lamented that the Liberal–National 
government did not have a hands-on management style in dealing with the big mining companies. Again, the 
current Premier had a go at the government of the day for its inaction and not, from his perspective, having 
a hard enough hand on BHP. I will quote another couple of comments from the now Premier. He said on 
11 February 2009 that the Liberal–National government had shown weakness when it allowed BHP to stop mining. 
The Kalgoorlie Miner of 14 February 2009 states that Mark McGowan demanded that the Premier — 

hold urgent talks with BHP … to clarify the company’s intentions and end the uncertainty. 

When the current Premier was in opposition, he lambasted the government of the day for not taking a hands-on 
approach to BHP and suggested that the government could have an influence to keep the mine going, yet it did 
not. That was the public commentary that the current Premier was running at the time. Was it not a surprise to us 
when the decision came through? I first saw it late last Wednesday night. When the Minister for Mines and 
Petroleum was asked about it on 10 August this year, he commented to journalists after the decision became public 
that there was nothing the government of Western Australia could do; this was entirely about market forces. 
When the Labor Party was in opposition, it made the point that the government should be doing something. In 
The West Australian of 29 January 2009, the now Premier said — 

The mining of the State’s resources is a privilege and with that privilege goes certain obligations.” 

I could not agree with that more. The point is that when the Labor Party was in opposition, we heard the roar from 
the current Premier when he was sitting over here talking about what could and could not be done in response to 
the BHP closure. What do we get now from the current Minister for Mines and Petroleum? He is washing his 
hands of it and saying that the government of Western Australia cannot do anything and we should just let market 
forces play out. What does the government say to the people in Hopetoun, Ravensthorpe and Esperance who are 
affected by the decision to put that mine into care and maintenance? The Esperance port decision, which I will get 
to in a minute, is a direct decision of this government. The south east part of the state has had no love from this 
government. 

I return to the impact of the closure of the First Quantum Minerals mine. Up to 30 children could be unenrolled 
from the local primary school, which has only about 80 students, and 150 householders have been told that they 
have two months to vacate their rental properties owned by First Quantum Minerals. I will let my colleagues go 
on to talk about the extended impacts they have heard about from their discussions with the community members 
down there. Our heart goes out to them. The south east is getting no love whatsoever from this government. When 
we compare the position that the government took when in opposition and the statements it is making today, its 
hypocrisy absolutely beggars belief.  

I now want to talk about the port jobs. On 11 August, a memo came out from the Southern Ports Authority saying 
that because around 25 per cent of the production from First Quantum Minerals is going through the port, the 
closure of the mine will impact on the number of stevedores and the like who are employed at the port. It will be 
interesting to see whether that same argument comes back from the Minister for Transport or the Minister for 
Mines and Petroleum. We know also that on 4 August, before First Quantum Minerals decided to put the mine on 
care and maintenance, it sent out expressions of interest for redundancies, seeking to take 50 jobs out of play. I call 
on this government to say that was its decision. That was not a decision from the closure of the mine at 
Ravensthorpe; that was its decision. 

When government members wave around WA Labor’s “Plan for Jobs”, I would like them to shove that in the face 
of the people of Ravensthorpe and Esperance and say, “This is our plan for jobs.” Governments are measured on 
their response to these issues. These issues will always come up in government. We cannot stop these things from 
happening. The Minister for Mines and Petroleum is quite right—it plays out in the market. However, the 
government will be measured on its response to this issue. I heard about this closure in the news last week. The 
first and immediate response from the government should have been to visit the community and talk to the people 
affected. Not one person from the government—not the Premier, not the Minister for Mines and Petroleum and 
not the Minister for Regional Development—has visited this community. The closure of this mine will impact 
500 jobs. That is an absolute shame on the government. The first thing the government should have done is visit 
the people. I would like to know where government members were. A few rumours are floating around about 
where government members were. I am concerned about that. 
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The second thing the government should do is invest in the community to provide a level of stimulus in the local 
economy. This government has some push-button projects that are ready to go. My colleague the member for Roe 
will talk later about those projects. The government has talked about its plan for jobs. Those are local projects that 
would support local content and local contractors. If the government were true to the position it took to the election, 
it would visit the community and it would look at investing in local projects. 

A level of uncertainty is rippling through the communities of Ravensthorpe and Esperance. Their local member of 
Parliament, the member for Roe, is trying to get information from the lead agency, the Goldfields–Esperance 
Development Commission. However, the member for Roe has been shut down. He is unable to get any information. 
It is his electorate. However, he cannot work out what the government is planning to do locally to respond to the 
issues that are hitting those communities. Jobs are the platform on which the Labor Party came into government. 
The local member is unable to get information about what the government is doing about jobs, even though the 
government has a plan for jobs that is about an inch thick! That is of concern to us. The people in that community 
are on tenterhooks. The hypocrisy of this government, from the position that it took in 2009 compared with now, 
is staggering. We could hear the roar then. However, government members are now like pussycats. The least 
ministers could do is visit Ravensthorpe. The local member cannot get access to information. As the Minister for 
Regional Development well knows, there is a bunch of push-button projects ready to go. Those projects were 
approved by the previous government. The business plans for those projects are in place. The government could 
activate those projects right now to provide a level of stimulus in the local economy, which has been absolutely 
smashed. We know about the recent flood events in this region. The member for Moore will highlight a number 
of local government activities that could have occurred, and can still occur, on the back of decisions by this 
government. The government says it is the government for jobs. The government should tell that to the people in 
the south eastern part of Western Australia. They are getting no love from this government. 

MR P.J. RUNDLE (Roe) [3.04 pm]: I thank the member for Warren–Blackwood for his remarks. I could not 
agree with him more. As the member for Roe, this issue is very close to my heart. My thoughts are with the families 
affected by the closure of the First Quantum Minerals mine and the loss of 500 jobs, and also with the employees 
of the Southern Ports Authority in Esperance and the loss of up to 50 jobs. 

Yesterday, I presented life memberships to two members of the Hopetoun Progress Association, Jan and 
John Field. At that event, I spoke to many members of the Hopetoun and Ravensthorpe community. I can assure 
members that they are very worried. Lisa Wilson, the secretary of the progress association and the mother of 
a couple of schoolkids, told me that 30 children will probably have to leave the school. The school has only 
80 children, so that will have a massive effect. I ask the government to make sure that it does not change the 
staffing or impact on this school in any way, in the hope that in the not-too-distant future the nickel price will 
rebound and FQM will recommence operations. I was also informed that at least 150 families have been told that 
they will need to get out of their company-provided housing within two months. That will have a massive impact 
on the Hopetoun and Ravensthorpe communities. Some members of the workforce have also invested in the town. 
If they lose their jobs, they will also be struggling to pay their mortgage. That really concerns me. There will 
obviously be a flow-on effect to many small businesses. An article in last weekend’s The Weekend West 
highlighted an engineering business with six employees that had orders early in the week, but three or four days 
later those orders were shut down. That small business will be looking at going back to one or two employees to 
do just agricultural work. That is also of concern to me. 

The member for Warren–Blackwood pointed out the unavailability of information. As the local member, I am 
disappointed with the amount of information I have received. The Minister for Mines and Petroleum, to his credit, 
spoke to me last week and told me that a task force would be set up to look at this issue. When I spoke to the 
Goldfields–Esperance Development Commission yesterday, I was told it could not talk to me as the local member; 
the only way I could talk to anyone would be by having a meeting at Parliament House with the Minister for 
Regional Development present. So, there we are. The local member wants to talk about — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I would love to have a chat to the members of the task force. However, unfortunately, that is 
the information I was given by the CEO of the GEDC. The same thing happened to me when I talked to the 
community resource centre. This is not the first time this has happened. 

The Southern Ports Authority told me that it is sending out expressions of interest for redundancy. However, it did 
not provide any detail about the numbers. That is all the communication I have had from the port authority. Our best 
information is coming from employees, or former employees, who have walked into my Esperance office with 
a letter from their doctor saying that they are on stress leave, or from the local government and the chief executive 
officer of the Shire of Ravensthorpe. That is where the information that I am getting has been coming from. 

The government has told us that it has an open and transparent way of doing business. Frankly, I am not seeing 
much of that. As the member for Warren–Blackwood intimated, some key projects can be looked at. On Thursday 
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of last week, I asked the Premier and Minister for State Development, Jobs and Trade about committing to jobs 
and projects for the region. His answer to my question was, in part — 

… we will keep the royalties for regions program. The member will find out what it is spent on in the 
budget when it is handed down. 

Given the circumstances, the government must look at assisting employees who will lose their jobs and the 
community members and small businesses that will be affected. 
When the recent floods came through in February, the Culham Inlet causeway was wiped out along with the Phillips 
River Bridge. I commend Main Roads for the work it did on the diversion of the Phillips River Bridge, and work 
has again begun on reinstating the bridge. The problem is that the Culham Inlet causeway, which connects Hopetoun 
to the Fitzgerald River National Park, has been wiped out. The local government has spent nearly $500 000 
reinstating what is basically a small bypass that will connect the community. That will hopefully be finished in the 
next few weeks. My suggestion to the Premier, the Minister for Regional Development, the Minister for Transport 
and anyone else who wants to listen is that there is a real opportunity for the Culham Inlet causeway to be rebuilt. 
The shire has already started working on a new design. I spoke to Darren Chester, the federal transport and 
infrastructure minister, the other week. There is the opportunity for a $4 million or $5 million project through which 
jobs could be reinstated in a fairly short time. I urge the government to look at that in its forthcoming budget. 
There are a couple of other projects I would like to mention. One is the Esperance TAFE. I am sure that the member 
for Scarborough remembers this. It was announced by the previous cabinet. The members for Scarborough and 
Warren–Blackwood were at the announcement in their previous capacities. The cabinet announced $10 million 
worth of royalties for regions money along with $7 million from the Department of Training and Workforce 
Development. That TAFE site is one of the most dilapidated in Western Australia. This project has a business case 
and is ready to roll. I really urge the government to take a look at it. Another project is the Esperance indoor 
stadium. That is a $7 million project. There has been $4.06 million of royalties for regions money approved. 
Funding from the former Department of Sport and Recreation of $750 000 has also been approved, and from the 
local government—same thing. The business case is there and ready. These are projects from the Goldfields–
Esperance Development Commission revitalisation fund. I urge the government to look at these projects and take 
the opportunity to help community members of not only Hopetoun and Ravensthorpe, but also Esperance. 
I worry about mental health issues. I am getting two to three phone calls a week. People on stress leave are coming 
to my office off the street. They have been to see the former member for Eyre, Dr Graham Jacobs, and they are 
very worried. He has referred them to talk to me. I urge the government to look at this. The Shire of Ravensthorpe 
has had a very difficult time. There have been the floods that wiped out the causeway, the Southern Ocean Road 
is under water and First Quantum Minerals has closed down the nickel mine. There is also the southern ports 
scenario. Let us take a look at it. 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [3.13 pm]: I thank members for this matter of public 
interest and for raising these very serious issues in this place. I also extend government sympathy and concern to 
the workers in Ravensthorpe, Hopetoun and Esperance. I know these shocks are very significant and I can only 
imagine the stress those families are going through. These are terrible shocks, particularly the closure of the nickel 
mine, and they are very, very concerning. I will make some general comments and leave the more specific issues 
to the Premier and the Minister for Mines and Petroleum. This government is of course significantly concerned 
about the impact that these types of employment shocks have on families and the towns that rely so much on these 
businesses—on not only the workers involved, but also small businesses and everyone throughout the community. 
The Minister for Mines and Petroleum will go through some of the response that the state government is delivering 
on the ground and I am sure the Premier will outline that too. Again, I thank members for their concern. I must 
say that we met in the member for Roe’s electorate on one occasion to talk about roads and other issues. 
I understand the member’s frustration in not being able to access government agencies. I assure him that I tried 
many times to access government agencies when I was in opposition and I was not afforded any particular 
concessions. I understand the significant issues being faced down there and the fact that the member is part of the 
community that is hurting. I totally appreciate that. 
I want to address the issues with the Southern Port Authority, because I think they are significant. They are issues 
that, again, we inherited. I know the member for Warren–Blackwood said that somehow they eventuated 
overnight, but there is a long history to what has happened to the southern ports. I think the member started off 
saying that the history of these issues is very important. He referred to comments made by the former opposition. 
I will go through the history of the southern ports. I will initially refer to amendments that the former government 
made to the operation of the ports. The Ports Legislation Amendment Bill was introduced in 2013 and debated in 
2014. The previous government’s amendments basically required ports to subject their in-house services to 
continuous competition. It was a clause that required continual outsourcing in a sense. Ports were required to 
determine which services they provided could be provided by the private sector. I refer particularly to the amended 
section 60 of the Port Authorities Act 1999. It states — 

… proposed arrangements to facilitate the participation of potential suppliers in the provision of 
port services or, if no arrangements are proposed, the reason and justification for their absence … 
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The explanatory memorandum to the bill explained that change. It states — 
Division 2 requires port authorities to prepare a Statement of Corporate Intent … which outlines a raft of 
operational, planning and strategic matters such as the objectives of the port, proposed arrangements to 
facilitate trade, pricing arrangements and performance targets. 
This amendment will require port authority boards to include proposed arrangements whereby potential 
suppliers can deliver port services. The purpose of this reform is to make transparent the intentions of 
port authorities and to provide competitive access arrangements for the private sector to deliver port 
services where appropriate. 
If not included in a SCI, Boards will be required to detail and justify why access arrangements have not 
been developed. 

This amendment was inserted by the previous government, the previous cabinet, into the Port Authorities Act. It 
basically put a requirement on the port authority boards to check whether they could outsource their services, and 
that is what has happened. I have received advice that the Southern Ports Authority is expected to regularly reassess 
alternative service provision models for services such as stevedoring. The former government changed the 
legislation and required the ports to see whether their services could be provided by our private sector operator. 
That is what the previous government did. It is pretty clear that is exactly what happened. We are dealing with the 
fallout of that. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: It was your decision. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, it was a decision that the former government’s cabinet made. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, please. You were listened to in silence, member for Warren–Blackwood. I expect 
the same. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The former government was measured by the responsibility it took for what it did. The former 
government never took responsibility for what it did. This is a very, very unfortunate circumstance and for it to 
happen now, along with what else is happening in Ravensthorpe, is not good. To be honest, it is not something 
that I would like to be dealing with as Minister for Transport. 
This is the chain of events that occurred; let us go through it. In August last year, there was an open tender process 
for Independence Group’s Nova site business. Basically, Esperance port started tendering for business. A tender 
for new work was lost to Qube Ports and Bulk in October last year. Qube invested in additional infrastructure in 
the port. The decision to go through this outsourcing process created the incentive for the private sector to come 
in and invest in infrastructure. Since then, one tender did not go to the Southern Ports Authority. That is what 
happened. We have very much tried to make sure that the Southern Ports Authority can become competitive again 
to make sure that we do not continue to lose business. We are facilitating and making sure that the unions are 
involved in the upcoming process and that we have an interest-based bargaining process to ensure that employees, 
unions and the Southern Ports Authority work together to ensure that the port is more competitive in the process. 
In future weeks I will make further announcements about other issues in relation to the port. In relation to this 
issue, this is what has happened: new work started going out to the private sector at the end of last year and that 
has continued. We inherited a process that we cannot stop, but we are trying to work with the Southern Ports 
Authority, the unions and the employees to get a sustainable business in the future. That is what we are doing. 
In relation to what has happened over recent weeks, I understand the concern raised about the meeting of 133 staff 
and I regret that it happened in that way. I think it was—I have expressed this—not handled as well as I would have 
liked. There has been follow-up communication, in particular direct communication and direct conversations with 
a number of the staff concerned, to make sure that we can facilitate an okay outcome. This is not something that I like 
to have to do or something that I like to see being done, because we are a government that likes to create jobs, but as 
a result of a process that started under the former government, which we inherited, we are doing what we can to 
facilitate a good outcome or an okay outcome. In relation to the future of the port stevedoring business, we are really 
keen to work down and get some good competitiveness back into the Southern Ports Authority and Esperance port 
to make sure that we can compete on other tenders for other business in the future. We are doing that at the moment; 
we have engaged with everyone we can to make sure that we get a better outcome. That is where we are at. 
I do not think 50 is the right number; it is far less than that. There will be further announcements on the number of 
people who have asked for, volunteered for or said yes to voluntary redundancies. It will be far less than 50 people. 
We are still working through that process and we have to talk to the employees again before we release the final 
number. It is nowhere near 50 people. As I said, this is the outcome of a long process. I have met with the port 
authority on a couple of occasions and it is something that we will continue to manage and to watch. I understand 
workers’ and families’ concerns and we are trying to make sure that we can accommodate those people who for 
whatever reason want to leave, but also those who want to stay, so that they can have a future. We are working to 
ensure that the union is involved to ensure that we get a good agreement that will serve the port authority and the 
town in the future. That is where we are at. 
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It is a legitimate issue for the member for Warren–Blackwood to raise, but he has to also take responsibility for 
the process the former government started. I do not know how a former cabinet minister who signed off on this 
clause and voted for the legislation can now ask whether we are looking at it. Potentially we are looking at it; we 
are looking at a number of ways to secure good jobs for Western Australians in the future. For the member to take 
no responsibility across the board for the process he started is complete hypocrisy. We are dealing with the issue 
and I want to make sure we get a good outcome. 
The member for Warren–Blackwood and I had a meeting about public works in the Esperance–Hopetoun area. 
I can tell members how many times I had meetings with the minister when I was in opposition—not many, even 
though I did request a few. I sat down with the member and he raised a few issues. I know that the member raised 
this issue with the federal minister, and he talked to me about it, too. 
The SPEAKER: Members, have a meeting outside, please. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We will work with the minister for Mines and Petroleum and the Minister for State 
Development, Jobs and Trade and, of course, the Minister for Community Services, because that agency will be 
involved on the ground in the community to assist. We will see what we can do. There are two issues here: the 
workers and the stimulus to the local economy. I understand that although infrastructure projects may not assist 
those particular workers, they may provide some ongoing economic stimulus. But we have to ask: how long will 
it go for and at what time do we stop? I understand the member for Warren–Blackwood’s position, and we will 
have a look at that. As members know, the budget is tight, but we will have a look at that. We are very committed 
to making sure that we do whatever we can to ease the pain and, obviously, the suffering happening there; it is not 
a good thing to have happened or something we would have wanted to happen. I wish the port authority was an 
easy fix and that I did not have to do all these things and make these decisions, but ultimately they are decisions 
that have been put in front of me and I am trying to manage it as well as I can. 
MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington — Minister for Mines and Petroleum) [3.26 pm]: I rise to contribute to 
the debate on this motion. On Wednesday night, I was at the Diggers and Dealers Mining Forum when the chief 
executive officer of First Quantum Minerals rang me and let me know about its decision. In that conversation 
I asked whether there was anything the government could do to change his mind. The CEO explained that unlike 
BHP, which closed the mine in 2009, First Quantum was simply putting it on care and maintenance. The view was 
that the market for nickel would recover within two or three years and the company would be able to bring the 
mine back into production. He explained to me that that is why the company is continuing to seek environmental 
approval for the mine expansion, which is obviously a positive sign. This is a terrible situation for the people 
involved. When I received that phone call, the first thing that I did was to ring the Premier and let him know. 
I understand that the Premier spoke to the CEO that evening and discussed whether there was any way that the 
government could help. The Premier and I spoke again, and he directed me to set up a task force to try to assist the 
450 workers involved in this project with the transition. 
When I got back to Perth on the Thursday, one of the first things that I did was to seek out the member for Roe 
and let him know what the government was doing. I must say that I felt that that was the responsibility that I had 
even though the reverse had not been the case when we were in opposition; ministers did not seek us out to give 
us briefings on details of these situations. Indeed, the member for Roe let me know that he would be in 
Ravensthorpe over the weekend. I asked him to catch up with me today to let me know what the community was 
telling him about the situation down there, because we are a government that cares for working people. 
Interestingly, on Thursday I found out that of the 450 workers, 200 are actually based in Bunbury. I sought out the 
member for Bunbury and spoke to him about the situation. I let him know the company involved and made sure 
that he was aware that there would likely be an impact in Bunbury. I must point out that I treated the two members 
of Parliament relevant to this case—that is, the members for Roe and Bunbury—equally, even though one is an 
opposition member and one is a government member. Unlike the former government, I was not playing favourites. 
I made sure that they were both kept informed. 
I can go through how in the very few days since Wednesday night the government has been taking action every 
day to get benefits and assistance to these workers, because they are the ones who are most important. 
I also want to let members know a couple of other things. We have advice from the Department of Education that 
the two impacted schools in this area will still be able to operate. The Ravensthorpe school is not expected to be 
too badly affected, but the Hopetoun school will be significantly impacted. However, the Hopetoun school will 
still be at a viable level; therefore, it is expected that the provision of a comprehensive public school for Hopetoun 
will continue. 
Mr D.T. Redman: I assume that there is a resource reduction to that school, or will you maintain resources? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: As the member for Warren–Blackwood knows, his government introduced a system 
called student-centred funding. As he knows, the funding follows the students. Of course, neither of those schools 
will be impacted this year, but the system of funding arrangements that he introduced in Western Australia means 
that funding follows the students, so the students will continue to receive that funding. 
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Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: What a load of rubbish! Do not get me started! 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cottesloe! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: One day the former Premier will come in here and tell the truth. Until then, we have to 
listen to the dribble that comes from him. 
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It is just not true. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cottesloe, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It just shows that the former Premier never understood any of his own decisions in 
government. 
The SPEAKER: Minister, through the Chair, please. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Absolutely, Mr Speaker. Every time this member interjects from the back row, we can 
see why he was defeated as Premier and why he was the most unpopular Premier in the state’s history. 
I just want to get on and point out that we are taking action. It is less than a week since we were notified of this, 
yet already we are taking action to make sure that the individual workers are assisted. 
A member interjected. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Sorry? That was another inane interjection from the people who have nothing to 
contribute. I used to come into this chamber and say, “You are the Premier of this state; how come you’re so 
unhappy?” I now understand why he is so unhappy, sitting at the back with nobody talking to him. 
The SPEAKER: Minister, can you get back to the motion, please. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The only time anybody talks to him is when he interjects in here because we will talk to 
him; nobody on the other side will. 
I just want to make sure that people understand. As the Premier outlined last week, the day after the situation arose, 
the government was already taking action and we will continue to do so. It is six days since we found out that there 
was an issue. The idea that somehow we are to be condemned for inaction after six days is ridiculous. Let me make 
it clear: I remember members of the former government laughing about the closure of a food-processing factory 
in Canning Vale. They laughed about it. They were asked in this chamber what they were going to do to help the 
workers displaced from the Smith’s Snackfood Company Pty Ltd factory, which was a food-processing factory. 
There was not a single effort by anybody—not by the National Party or anybody. The Premier of the day, the 
member for Cottesloe, literally laughed in the chamber about it. 
I want to make another couple of points. Yesterday, I was very pleased to speak to Reg Howard-Smith, the chief 
executive officer of the Chamber of Minerals and Energy of Western Australia, and I asked him for assistance 
from the chamber and its members. Some of the projects of the members of the Chamber of Minerals and Energy 
are currently in the expansion phase. I asked the CEO to see which members of the chamber were able to offer 
jobs to the workers being displaced from the project in Ravensthorpe and I was very pleased to hear him say that 
in fact some of the companies were onto that already and that job offers were already going to workers from the 
First Quantum Minerals Ltd nickel mine. It is good to have a good relationship with the Chamber of Minerals and 
Energy so that we can talk to the chamber about achieving for the benefit of the community, and that is what this 
government is doing. 
Today I had a discussion with investors in the Woodie Woodie manganese project, which has already announced 
the creation of 117 jobs and potentially 300 ongoing permanent jobs. I was very pleased to meet representatives 
of the company just before this debate today. I was recently at the Gruyere goldmine, which is creating 
500 construction jobs and potentially 300 ongoing jobs. When I was at the Diggers and Dealers Mining Forum, 
I was very pleased to see the upbeat nature of the resources sector. Of course, individual projects will always come 
and go, but the upbeat nature at the Diggers and Dealers shows that there will be many opportunities for workers 
in this state. As a Labor government that puts employment at the heart of our work, we are very pleased to be 
getting together to work on behalf of the community. 
I will finish by saying that if the member for Bunbury and the member for Roe want to talk to me about specific 
issues that are within the capacity of the government to assist with, we will always look at that. That is exactly 
why I went out of my way to talk to an opposition member about this difficult situation to make sure that he knew 
that this is a government of action and that we are prepared to help. 
MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [3.36 pm]: The people of Esperance and Ravensthorpe have had a real 
kick in the guts with this mine closure. We accept the premise of the Minister for Mines and Petroleum, who said 
that commodity prices go up and down and that, with that, hard business decisions need to be made by companies. 



2780 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 15 August 2017] 

 

We understand that. When this situation confronted the former government in 2009 when BHP closed its mine, 
the Premier of the day and the government kicked in $5 million to help prop up and support that community during 
a tough time. We know that the Premier came off leave in January 2009 and went down and sorted it out with 
$5 million. He followed that up with $20 million of commonwealth money and a further $20 million of state 
money from the Liberal–National government to build a road project to sustain jobs in the area. When the mines 
community does it tough, we need a government that can act straightaway and can be decisive in making sure that 
people are supported. That is what the former government did, regardless of the history lesson that members 
opposite might put in front of us today. 

This is about looking after the people of Ravensthorpe and Esperance. It is also about standing true to the 
commitment that the Labor Party went to the election with. It took a jobs plan to the election. The member for 
Warren–Blackwood held up the Labor “Plan for Jobs”. He has a colour version of it; I have a black-and-white one. 
Many different things were promised by the government in the jobs plan. One of those key things was 
a WA participation act. That bill has not been brought into Parliament. Another thing was a skilled local jobs bill. 
That is particularly important, because the Premier said that as part of the government’s plan for jobs, a skilled 
local jobs bill would be introduced into Parliament to encourage more local jobs on big resource projects. We have 
not seen that bill. It is linked to this industry, which is doing it tough, and to the Ravensthorpe community, which 
is also doing it tough. Another key thing was the infrastructure WA strategy. We have not seen that strategy. We 
found a quote by the Minister for Mines and Petroleum that was linked to it. He said that he plugs the infrastructure 
plan to WA miners and that part of this plan is to develop a state infrastructure strategy. That has not been brought 
to Parliament yet. We do not know where that is. 

Six months in, the government talks about jobs and about supporting communities such as Ravensthorpe and 
Esperance, but it does not actually get on with the job of creating the programs that can create the work of the 
future. It is not safeguarding the jobs in the commodity price cycle for the people of Western Australia. That is 
what the Labor Party went to the election saying it would do. It said that it had a plan for jobs, but it has not done 
it yet. What has the government been doing? It went to the election on a platform of economic development, jobs 
growth and fiscal management, yet it has not come to this place with a plan for jobs that can support the people 
affected by this mine closure. 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The government does not get it. I am not saying that the bills and the items that the 
government has put on the notice paper are not important; I am just saying that it is not focused on jobs. There is 
the Constitution Amendment (Demise of the Crown) Bill, the Coroners Amendment Bill, the Criminal Code 
Amendment (Industrial Manslaughter) Bill, the Local Government Amendment (Auditing) Bill, the 
Sentence Administration Amendment Bill and the Statutes (Minor Amendments) Bill. None of those bills will get 
jobs for the people affected by the mine closure or safeguard jobs for the people of Western Australia when 
commodity price cycles turn. None of those bills will create jobs, yet this government said it is about jobs. I can 
tell members opposite that government is not about cutting ribbons and mixing it with the chardonnay set. It is not 
about swanning around giving speeches to senior public servants who are scared for their job security while the 
jobs of members are secure. It is about getting on with what they committed to at the election and making sure that 
they are putting policies in place through bills and acts of Parliament and strategies that actually create jobs. That 
is what the people of Ravensthorpe want to see, that is what we want to see and that is what the people of 
Western Australia want to see. I urge the government to get on with it instead of talking about it and reminiscing 
about those eight and a half years in opposition and how hard it was. Well, boohoo, grab a tissue, build a bridge 
and get over it because the Labor Party is in government. The role of being in government is to govern in the best 
interests of the people of Western Australia. The government is not doing that. All its members are doing is 
whingeing and whining about the past. 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the House, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: It is only going to help the members on the back benches go out and find themselves 
a new job. The government backbenchers will have to find themselves a new job quicker than normal because 
the longer they talk about the past and whine about how difficult opposition was, the more it favours us. I am 
giving the government a bit of advice: if it gets on with the job of building jobs for the people of 
Western Australia and doing what it was elected to do, it might save some of its back bench seats. Instead, it is 
not. It is whinging and whining and carrying on. It is not supporting the people of Ravensthorpe or Esperance. 
The government needs to get behind them. It needs to do things that will create jobs. I urge the government to 
make sure that it focuses on the real need here, not about Labor, not about Liberal, but about injecting the 
capital investment required to support those communities in the south west; in particular, those affected by the 
mine closure. 
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MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Premier) [3.42 pm]: I thank the member for Warren–Blackwood for the 
sentiment behind the motion he moved because it is very important. The issues relating to the nickel mine, in 
particular, which occurred last week, were brought to public attention, along with the need to take some action for 
the people who have been impacted by the closure of the mine. Although the wording of the motion is rather silly, 
the issue that is being dealt with is serious. 

In relation to the communication of the closure, as I indicated to the house last week, it came to our attention on 
Wednesday evening. I immediately contacted the CEO of the company, as did the Minister for Mines and 
Petroleum. He reiterated what was advised to me in his letter, which was that the company is a price taker, not 
a price maker and that the depressed nickel market leaves it no option other than to put the mine into care and 
maintenance. 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I can refer to some past comments if the member wishes. I can refer to his comments about 
the former Premier being captured by Chevron. We can talk about that for a while if he likes. 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Was the member telling the truth back then? I have the article here. Was that true? The 
member was a government minister when he said that. I think that shows how dysfunctional that relationship was 
and why there was such fear in the community about that. 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warren–Blackwood, I think your speech was heard in relative silence but you want 
to interject all the time. I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I contacted the CEO that evening. Although it is not a silver lining—there is some hope for 
the future—he advised me that the mine had been placed in care and maintenance. BHP announced that it was 
closing the mine in 2009. Consequent to that closure, First Quantum Minerals saw an opportunity—it is a more 
agile miner able to operate with a smaller workforce—to operate the mine efficiently and profitably given the price 
of nickel at that time. It turns out that the price went down further. That could not take place so the mine is now in 
care and maintenance. As I said, there is some hope for the future because First Quantum indicated that within the 
next couple of years, it may be able to reopen the mine if the nickel price improves. With the take-up of battery 
technology, particularly in relation to cars, I see some significant hope there. I think we all understand that there 
is significant hope there. 

Mr D.T. Redman: So summarise the list of actions from your government. Summarise your list of actions in 
response. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I will go over that in a moment. 

Just so that people understand, this is about the mining industry in Western Australia. As the Minister for Mines 
and Petroleum informed the house today, it was announced that the Woodie Woodie manganese mine would 
restart. It is located 400 kilometres south east of Port Hedland. That means 300 jobs. This is what happens in the 
mining industry. There are over 400 mines in Western Australia. Sometimes they open and sometimes they close, 
dependent on the price. In relation to Woodie Woodie, the minister, to his credit, has been in contact with the 
Chamber of Minerals and Energy of Western Australia and said that there is a workforce in Ravensthorpe, some 
of whom are living in Hopetoun, whether it is the residential workforce or the fly in, fly out workforce, available 
and no doubt ready, willing and able to take up job opportunities. That is what a government should do. We are 
encouraging the new mine. We are pleased that it will reopen. We are talking to the industry about providing hope 
for jobs and opportunities for the workers who have been displaced by this unfortunate closure in Ravensthorpe. 
We are getting on with taking positive action in relation to it. The minister was right. Going back a little while, 
when the Smith’s chips factory closed, I asked in this place whether the former government picked up the phone 
and even spoke to the company about it remaining open. I was laughed at by the then government. I called First 
Quantum on Wednesday night, as did the minister. We are taking action. We do not just laugh about these things 
occurring as though it is ridiculous that the government should seek to at least have a conversation about what can 
be done. 

In relation to the workforce, as we indicated last week, a range of actions will be taken. As we said, we have set 
up a government task force to see what can be done about the workforce. 

Mr D.T. Redman: What about the R4R projects? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I will go over that in a moment. 

I remind members that we were advised that it is still six to eight weeks before the mine closes. We want to make 
sure that we do this properly rather than race around flying here and there. We want to send people down there 
who have the authority to assist people in a coordinated manner, and talk to them. I understand that 100 of the 
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workers live in Hopetoun but 200 to 300 are fly in, fly out workers, so they no doubt live in Perth, Bunbury or 
other communities. In fact, we learnt that 200 live in Bunbury. The response has to take those things into account. 
The people affected do not live just in Hopetoun and Ravensthorpe; they live in areas throughout the 
Western Australian community. 

The action we are taking involves a range of agencies. The child protection and family support division of the 
Department of Communities has conducted a joint visit to talk to people about the closure. People will have the 
opportunity to talk to financial counsellors. The Department of Communities is also helping people with potential 
bond assistance and public housing applications. The Department of Water and Environmental Regulation is 
working hard with the shire to reopen some of the roads that were washed away in the flood event that the member 
referred to. There is some action occurring in that area. In relation to education, I am advised that there will be no 
reduction in services to schools in the area for at least the rest of this year. As I indicated, the mine will be placed 
in care and maintenance, which means that 20 to 30 employees will remain in the mine’s employ. There is no 
pressure for those people to move on quickly. The Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development 
is coordinating, in conjunction with the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, a range of actions across 
government to support the workforce in the area. There will be ongoing involvement. I expect that ministers, 
whether it is the Minister for Mines and Petroleum, me or the Minister for Regional Development, will be visiting 
the community over the coming weeks and months. They are the sorts of actions that we are taking. We are taking 
it seriously. It is not a laughing matter. It is an important issue for the people of Western Australia.  

MR R.S. LOVE (Moore) [3.49 pm]: The National Party has raised this matter of public interest today because of 
its distress for people on the south coast who are going through this situation, and especially because of the 
concerns of the member for Roe, who is a diligent and very capable local member. Unfortunately, he has apparently 
been cut off from knowledge about what is going on: bereft of information and in some sort of drought of 
information that has been caused by the government’s lack of transparency and putting petty political interest 
ahead of the very serious situation for the people of that area. It is a situation in which the local member should be 
front and centre in gaining information to be able to assist and reassure his community. If nothing else, because not 
much of a plan has been outlined thus far, the government should at least include the member for Roe in any future 
discussions about what will happen in his electorate. That is something that I am sure we would do for Labor members 
in the same situation; we absolutely would and have done so in the past. The member for Warren–Blackwood, as 
Minister for Regional Development, did not shut his door to members in concern. I know for a fact that members 
opposite had occasion to receive information when required, especially in situations of this nature. The government 
should open its door and start talking to the member for Roe, because this is a bizarre situation. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: I have, and he acknowledges that I did. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: The member for Cannington has been talking to all sorts of people at the Diggers and Dealers 
Mining Forum—we know that. But has that achieved anything? We do not know. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr R.S. LOVE: The government has had its go. 

We have put forward a motion today that gave the government the opportunity to express concern and to outline 
its plan for the people down there. Thus far, it has done nothing. It has put nothing forward, does not have a plan, 
and does not intend to put any resources aside for it. As far as I can see, it seems to be just business as normal and 
“let’s hope something happens”. Jobs in Ravensthorpe do not seem to be part of the government’s jobs plan. What 
about the people down in Hopetoun who will be kicked out of their houses in pretty short order because they are 
in company houses? No job, no house! There is no concern from the government. There is a whole range of 
opportunities for the government to jump in and help the local community. The member for Roe has outlined that 
large projects need to be undertaken in the local area to recover from the flood damage back in February. Despite 
the willingness of local people to undertake the work, there has been a hold-up, not just in Ravensthorpe, but right 
throughout the flood-damaged area, which runs from Mullewa in my electorate right the way down through the 
wheatbelt. Shire after shire have come to us and complained about the lack of approvals and the lack of speed from 
the government’s departments so that they can do work the work locally and employ local people to repair the 
damage that has affected their communities. If the government can do nothing else, it can at least address the 
backlog of work that is held up in the Western Australia Natural Disaster Relief and Recovery Arrangements. 

Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Minister for Water! 

Mr R.S. LOVE: It is a backlog that is so serious that it has been raised directly at our recent state conference. 
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Division 
Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (15) 

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

 

Noes (39) 

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

            

Pair 

Ms M.J. Davies Ms J. Farrer 

Question thus negatived. 

JOINT SITTING 

Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): I wish to advise that I have consulted with the President of the 
Legislative Council in relation to holding a joint sitting to fill the vacancy in the Senate created by the resignation 
of Senator Chris Back, and that the joint sitting will be held on Wednesday, 16 August at 11.00 am in the 
Legislative Council chamber. 

SUPPLY BILL 2017 

Returned 

Bill returned from the Council without amendment. 

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE ORDERS (NATIONAL RECOGNITION) BILL 2017 

Declaration as Urgent 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [3.59 pm]: I move — 

That in accordance with standing order 168(2), the Domestic Violence Orders (National Recognition) 
Bill 2017 be considered an urgent bill. 

The National Domestic Violence Order Scheme was agreed to by all leaders of states and territories at a Council 
of Australian Governments meeting in late 2015. It is due to commence operation nationally on 25 November 
2017—White Ribbon Day, the international day for the elimination of violence against intimate partners. 
Unfortunately, Western Australia is lagging behind the other jurisdictions in its legislative preparations. In fact, 
Western Australia is now the only jurisdiction that is yet to enact enabling legislation. Failure to join the 
National Domestic Violence Order Scheme in step with other jurisdictions on 25 November 2017 would create 
practical issues for victims who would rely upon the NDVOS in WA and would certainly cause significant 
reputational damage to this state. Given that this matter was agreed to at COAG by all states and territories, 
including Western Australia, in late 2015, but was not enacted by the previous administration, it is imperative that 
Parliament deal with this matter as expeditiously as possible. Given the time constraints and the importance of this 
bill, it needs to be endorsed by both houses of Parliament as a matter of priority. Accordingly, the government 
seeks to have this bill declared an urgent bill for the purposes of debate in this chamber. 

MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [4.02 pm]: I am seeking, through the Leader of the House, an explanation 
of why this matter is urgent. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Leader of the House) [4.03 pm]: The Attorney General has highlighted 
very clearly the reason the Domestic Violence Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017 needs to be passed by this 
place by November—to comply with the agreement made at COAG. This agreement was signed by the previous 



2784 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 15 August 2017] 

 

government at a COAG meeting attended by the appropriate minister. We need to see this bill through this house 
and into the other house, and passed, so that we can comply with the agreement made by all states and territories 
by the November date that the Attorney General highlighted. The Attorney General has moved that this bill be 
declared an urgent bill for those reasons, and in order for the Parliament to deal with the bill, we have moved it to 
be the first item of business today. This was pre-empted by the Attorney General in his second reading speech last 
week, when he alluded to the fact that he would be bringing this motion to declare the bill urgent, and requesting 
that the chamber deal with it, for the reasons given. 
MR P.A. KATSAMBANIS (Hillarys) [4.05 pm]: The opposition agrees that domestic violence is an extremely 
important topic, and the creation of a national recognition scheme for domestic violence orders, through the passage 
of the Domestic Violence Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017, is important. As much as this is urgent, it is also 
very important to get these matters right. The history of this proposal is littered with good intent and the pushing back 
of dates. It was originally proposed to be introduced way back in December 2015, and then the agreement referred to 
by the Attorney General, made in December 2015—it was not an intergovernmental agreement; I think it was an 
agreement of good intent—was that it be introduced by November 2016. The dates keep getting pushed back. Be that 
as it may, there is currently an intent that this scheme start running nationally by November 2017, but already, one 
state, Victoria, has indicated that it is highly unlikely to be either ready for or happy with that commencement date, 
and it may just sit back and watch what happens with its introduction in the other states. There are question marks 
about funding and the actual mechanics of the scheme. A word used a couple of times in the Attorney General’s 
second reading speech related to the operationalisation of the scheme—in other words, the mechanics of the scheme. 
There are still significant question marks about that, and concerns about how we move from the ad hoc state-based 
systems today to an interim solution in November 2017, and a supposedly better system, hopefully, by 2019. In 
relation to urgency, I would say it is just as important to get it right as it is to get it through urgently. 
Irrespective of that, the opposition recognises that there is significant goodwill in getting some scheme ready by 
November 2017. It recognises that, in order to do so, we need this bill to be passed. The mechanics of the other place 
may mean that it needs to take a bit of time in the other place, perhaps being considered by a parliamentary committee, 
looking at this national scheme legislation. We understand that there is some level of urgency. To indicate good faith, 
however, both sides of the house have to actually treat this as an urgent bill, once we start debating it urgently. From 
the opposition’s perspective we are proposing, in good faith to the government, that we have one speaker on the bill. 
The government has already had the Attorney General speak to the bill, and perhaps it will have one or two other 
speakers. The National Party may wish to speak as well. Rather than delay this bill through the process of the house, 
let us get it into consideration in detail as soon as we can. There are a few questions we would like to have clarified, 
and then we can move it on. If it is truly urgent, let us demonstrate that in the way that it is debated in the house. If 
that is the case, let us show good faith. Obviously, the opposition does not have the capacity to mandate that, but we 
are putting it to the government in good faith. The government says that this bill is urgent. We accept that there is 
a level of urgency around this if it is to be ready by 25 November, so let us not delay it any further. Let us have 
a debate that is comprehensive yet quick, rather than a dragged-out debate, and let us get it to the other place today. 

DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [4.09 pm]: I would like to contribute to the debate on the motion to declare the Domestic 
Violence Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017 an urgent bill. In regard to what the member for Hillarys stated, 
the declaration of the bill as urgent should not deny the right of members to speak on a very important issue. I know 
the trick that the member is playing; it is not very transparent, actually. Many members on this side of the house have 
a great interest in this issue, and may want to make a contribution to the debate. It is interesting that the member for 
Hillarys talks about urgency and what is urgent. We are seeking to make this an urgent bill so that we can catch up 
with the other states that have already agreed to the national scheme. It is also important that we pass this legislation 
in time for the International Day for the Elimination of Violence Against Women, which coincides with national 
White Ribbon Day. We are considering this bill very seriously. The Attorney General has brought this on as an urgent 
bill because he sees the need for it to be passed as soon as possible. But that does not deny the right of members to 
speak on it. We are not denying the right of the opposition to speak on this bill. Obviously, I am not sure how many 
people on the opposition side are interested in this bill, but if they are interested and want to speak, I am sure that the 
government is prepared to allow them to speak. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: You’re better than this. Do not verbal people on this side. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: How could I verbal opposition members when I did not say anything about them? 

This bill does three key things. It defines the orders that are recognised under this bill that relate to domestic and 
family violence. It does not relate to all restraining orders, but to those that are granted in the context of family and 
domestic violence. The bill sets out the legal consequences of that recognition and, importantly, provides for the 
sharing of information between jurisdictions. 
As we all know, we live in a federation and, as a result, each state has a right to enact laws in the criminal and civil 
justice systems. But that creates its problems, including that if a person takes out a restraining order in 
Western Australia and moves to another jurisdiction, they have to go through the process again. For a victim of 
domestic or family violence to take out a restraining order can be a very harrowing experience. We do not want to 
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increase the level of trauma experienced by victims or survivors of family or domestic violence. This bill makes a lot 
of sense. The member for Hillarys has indicated that there is general support for the contents of the bill, and that is 
much appreciated. 
The scheme is quite a comprehensive national scheme. It looks at orders that are made by the courts and the police, 
but, as I said, it relates only to those in family and domestic violence scenarios. 
Ms A. Sanderson interjected. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: This is the motion — 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: We are talking on the motion to suspend standing orders. 
Dr M.D. Nahan: We have given you a lot of latitude. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Sorry; I know and I was going to hang myself! I totally agree that it is an urgent bill for the reasons 
that I — 
Several members interjected. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: The points that I made about the importance of the bill are also relevant to why this is an urgent 
bill. We need to debate and pass it so that we can catch up with our counterparts in other jurisdictions and to ensure 
that the legislation is in place before the International Day for the Elimination of Violence Against Women. 
DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Leader of the Opposition) [4.13 pm]: We accept that the Domestic Violence 
Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017 has a degree of urgency. We need to get it passed by 25 November. We 
need some time for the upper house to send the bill to the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes 
Review because it is uniform legislation; there is no doubt about that. I put to the other side that we can debate it. 
The government can have as many people speak on it as it wants, but let us get it done today. We will stay here 
till 10, 11, 12, whatever the government wants, to get it through today. The government says that the bill is urgent. 
Urgency means time-dependent. Let us get it done today. The government requests that the bill be declared urgent; 
we accept the importance of getting it passed by 25 November. I put it to the government that we will vote on its 
side to get it through as urgent as long as the government stays as long possible to get it through tonight. That is 
an indication that the government is being honest about the nature of the bill’s urgency. The member for Mandurah 
is not here right now to make those decisions, so you can. 
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [4.15 pm] — in reply: The Leader of the Opposition is 
pointing at me to make the decision. I am not the Leader of the House. I moved that the bill be declared urgent so 
it did not have to lie on the table for 21 days. I am in no position as the Attorney General to put binding orders on 
any member here. This bill is urgent because it has been — 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, thank you! Member for Carine! 
Mr D.C. Nalder: You don’t have support. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Call for a division and we will see how much support I have! 
The bill is urgent because the scheme was agreed to in December 2015; all of last year there could have been some 
forward motion on this, but there was none at all. Then when we came into government this year, we started getting 
pressed straightaway from media and other groups concerned about this bill and what the position would be in 
Western Australia. So we sent this matter to the Parliamentary Counsel’s Office as a priority. Parliamentary Counsel 
has had a lot of work to do in this new administration and that is why it needs to come on urgently. 
I stress that this is not a bill like “sell the ports” or “sell Western Power” whereby we are driven by ideology. This 
bill has been promoted by the Turnbull federal government to give more facility to the victims of domestic violence 
to retain protection from the orders that courts have given them in other jurisdictions. We should see this bill 
through in an expeditious fashion. I am not a person here in this Assembly who can give orders to other members 
about how much time they can use. The member can direct that to anybody else. I bring in this bill in good faith. 
This bill was not drafted so I got the Parliamentary Counsel’s Office on to it. I brought it forward as expeditiously 
as I could, after completing the drafting in the winter break, and here we are. I thank the Leader of the Opposition 
for his concurrence. 
Question put and passed. 

Second Reading 
Resumed from 9 August. 
MR P.A. KATSAMBANIS (Hillarys) [4.18 pm]: I am the lead speaker for the opposition. Right at the outset, 
the opposition indicates that we support the Domestic Violence Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017 and wish 
it a speedy passage through Parliament. We also wish the national regime to which this bill gives effect a speedy 
introduction, and wish it all the best in its operations. 
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Domestic violence is a serious issue that for generations was not treated with the seriousness that it deserved and, 
from some parts of our community, there were attempts to sweep it under the carpet and pretend that it did not 
exist. We now live in a far more enlightened era. Over the last few decades, our society has recognised the damage 
caused by domestic violence and has brought in measures to help combat domestic violence. Every measure that 
we can bring in to help combat domestic violence at all levels of our society is to be encouraged. The intersection 
of the criminal justice system with violence orders is a small, but important, component in combating domestic 
violence. It is not the be-all-and-end-all to pass this legislation and create these registers, but it is an extremely 
important protection. The opposition recognises this, the government recognises this and the whole of our society 
is starting to recognise this. 

In the last Parliament, we amended the Restraining Orders Act to ensure that specific domestic violence orders are 
available in Western Australia. This is an evolving area. We need to continue with strong campaigns to educate 
potential perpetrators, both men and women, that domestic violence is not an option and not a solution. We need 
to provide forums to encourage victims and potential victims of domestic violence to seek assistance and 
protection. We also need to continue with the education campaigns and information that is available to the 
community to ensure that victims and potential victims of domestic violence are treated with the respect and dignity 
they deserve. We need to ensure that the community does not act in a way that increases the harm and the hurt but 
assists victims and potential victims to get out of the spiral of domestic violence and go forward in our society free 
from that sort of violence. I am sure that in this debate other members will give examples of the changes in public 
consciousness that have occurred over the last couple of years, with initiatives such as White Ribbon Day, which 
the minister mentioned earlier. Those initiatives are to be commended, and, hopefully, they will continue to raise 
awareness about this important issue. 

One important way in which governments across Australia have determined that they can raise awareness about 
domestic violence is through the creation of a model law framework that will enable domestic violence orders that 
have been taken out in a particular state to be recognised relatively seamlessly across our Federation. These orders 
are the rightful domain of sovereign state Parliaments, including the Parliament of Western Australia. These orders 
have territorial limits based on the territorial limits of the state Parliament in which they are issued. This bill, which 
gives effect in this state to what is known as the National Domestic Violence Order Scheme, does not in any way 
impinge on the sovereignty of state Parliaments such as the Western Australian Parliament. In fact, the bill asserts and 
reinforces the sovereignty of this Parliament to make domestic violence orders for the people of Western Australia. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: Correct. That is important, member. 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I will address that later when I speak about the carve-out in this bill in relation to 
police orders. In that carve-out, this state is moving away, ever so slightly, from the important principle that only 
one violence order should be on foot at any one point in time. That recognises the fact that because of the unique 
nature of some remote parts of Western Australia, there is a need to deviate slightly from the proposed model. 
I note that other states, such as the Northern Territory, have done that as well. I digress from the point that this bill 
asserts the sovereignty of Western Australia over domestic violence orders. At the same time, the bill recognises 
that we live in a Federation. The population of our Federation is relatively mobile. People move from state to state, 
either temporarily or permanently. In many cases, one option available to victims of domestic violence and their 
families is to relocate interstate to start afresh and live a new life free from domestic violence. In the past, people 
who have obtained a domestic violence order in one state or territory are required to register that order again when 
they arrive at their new place of residence. That not only creates a bit of red tape, but also it may cause the person 
to revisit recollections that they would rather leave behind them. We should do everything we can to enable victims 
and potential victims of domestic violence to break away from that violence. We should not cause them to have to 
revisit that violence in order to assert their right to live a life free of violence. Therefore, the National Domestic 
Violence Order Scheme is very important. All states and territories are required to introduce enabling legislation 
based around that model law framework. 

As I said earlier when we debated the motion that this be declared an urgent bill, this scheme has been spoken 
about for a long time. Senator Michaelia Cash, the federal minister responsible for this legislation, and all the states 
and territories have been working very hard to put this scheme together. It has had its fits and starts, because apart 
from having this model framework, each state and territory needs to put in place an information technology system 
based around the court network that will enable these orders to be registered and communicated to the police, the 
courts and the various other people involved. That includes perpetrators and potential perpetrators of domestic 
violence. The problem is that most state jurisdictions do not speak to each other very well, if at all. Therefore, in 
order to make the National Domestic Violence Order Scheme a reality rather than just a series of well-intentioned 
bills passed across the Federation, we need to build the infrastructure that will enable communication of orders 
between all the state and territory regimes. That is where there have been significant sticking points. The federal 
government has provided funding over time for this legislation. As I said earlier, the initial expectation was that 
the scheme would be rolled out by the end of 2015. That did not happen. A pilot program was then to be run by 
CrimTrac, involving Queensland, New South Wales and Tasmania, that would wind up by 2016, with the intention 
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that the scheme would be introduced in 2016. That did not happen either. I note from what the Attorney General 
has said that the intention now is that this scheme will be operational by November 2017. I hope it is, because it is 
an improvement on what we have currently, and I will get to that in a moment. Still, there is no clarity on that. 
From what I have heard, it appears that there will be an interim solution, but I do not know what that is backed by. 
We still do not know whether there is an intergovernmental agreement to empower a body. I think the 
Australian Criminal Intelligence Commission—the Attorney General can correct me if I am wrong—will be 
operating the platform when it is finalised, but will it also operate the interim platform? Is there an 
intergovernmental agreement or at least a memorandum of understanding signed by the responsible ministers or 
the Premiers through the Council of Australian Governments? If there is, is funding available to make this a reality? 
That is the sort of information I will seek from the Attorney General in the consideration in detail stage, as well as 
looking at the operation of specific clauses. The funding is important, because it will determine whether this 
scheme can have the infrastructures built behind it to make it work. Who is going to pay for the funding? Is it 
going to be the federal government? Is it going to be a combination of the federal government and the state 
governments? We need to discuss these matters on an apolitical basis; it does not matter whether the federal 
government or the individual state governments are Liberal or Labor. We need to look at some of the concerns 
about the introduction of an interim scheme expressed by Victoria to see whether they are legitimate. The 
Attorney General can correct me if I am wrong, but I think Victoria, when it introduced its legislation—again late 
in the piece—late last year, was working on the basis that the final infrastructure would be in place by 
November 2017, and some significant reservations were expressed. It now looks as though the finalised database, 
if you like, will not be available in November and there will be some sort of interim solution. Is Victoria likely to 
be happy to be part of the scheme? We have spoken about the migration patterns, and if every state is not on board 
from the start, it will be a less than perfect scheme. 
The scheme contained in the bill of how the domestic violence orders are recognised nationally across state borders 
looks to work. The definitions define the various orders—what a domestic violence order is, what an interstate 
domestic violence order is and what a local domestic violence order is. The bill attempts to define the local and 
interstate law enforcement agencies and what they may be. When the bill is looked at as a scheme, particularly part 2, 
which refers to national recognition of DVOs, the opposition considers that the scheme proposed is most likely to 
work. We have some concerns about the operation of clause 14 that are probably again best dealt with in consideration 
in detail. Our concerns are really about clause 14(5) and (6), which refers to protected persons, which here are really 
children, how those provisions will operate in practice and whether they are even necessary. Sometimes if they are 
not necessary but are a nice thing to have, it does not really matter, but we have some questions. 
Mr J.R. Quigley: As a safety stop. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Yes—almost like a backstop, I guess. The question really relates to clause 14(5), 
which states — 

A DVO is not superseded to the extent that it relates to a protected person who is not a protected person 
under the new DVO. 

The issue is that someone, perhaps a child, may have been included in a DVO, and the applicant for a new DVO—
the parent, if you like—may have excluded the children from the DVO, perhaps because they did not think the 
children required that protection anymore or they may have been dealt with under orders outside the DVO system. 
We would seek that inherent consistency, but I am sure the Attorney General has an explanation for that. 
Mr J.R. Quigley: There might be some orders in the Family Court, you see. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: In particular, that is why, and that is a broader question that the Attorney General 
raises of how these orders and their recognition across boundaries will interact with any orders in the family law 
system. They are the sorts of questions we would have about that part of the bill, but we think that inherently the 
part works well. Once it is in place and the infrastructure is behind it, a person who has taken out a domestic 
violence order in any jurisdiction in Australia and then moves to Western Australia, assuming it all comes together 
well, will be assured that that domestic violence order would be recognised and fully operational here and that an 
infrastructure would be in place to communicate it to the authorities here without that person having to make some 
form of application, either for a new order or for a registration of an order in a court. As I said earlier, that may 
simply bring back memories for people that they just do not want to confront anymore and bring opportunities for 
nefarious parties to reopen a case that should not need to be reopened. 
Part 3 of the bill deals with variation and cancellation of recognised non-local DVOs and, again, operates 
inherently as a system. I think it operates well. We have some concern about the operational components of 
clause 26 and how they will relate, but again I think we will probably deal with those in consideration in detail. It 
is really about the mechanics of the clause rather than whether it is necessary or whether it will work. We think it 
will work in totality. There will be some jurisdictional issues, but I think they will be overcome by the courts 
because the courts in these cases always take a view that they ought to protect the party seeking protection from 
what could potentially be catastrophic harm, and sometimes, as we have seen, unfortunately, even fatal harm. I am 
sure the courts will iron that out in practice; I put faith in them. 
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Then there is part 4 relating to the exchange of information. In consideration in detail I will again have some 
questions. In particular—I raise this right now—I have looked at the definitions of authorities. I have looked at the 
definition of “local law enforcement agency”, “issuing authority” and “interstate law enforcement agency”, and 
tried to work out where in that scheme the sharing and exchange of information with the Australian Criminal 
Intelligence Commission comes into it. As I said, I am not necessarily sure whether there is some overriding 
governmental agreement or some memorandum of understanding that would allow the state of Western Australia 
to share information with the Australian Criminal Intelligence Commission, which will be running the database. 
Hopefully, the Attorney General can answer these questions later, but, as I read the definitions, the 
Australian Criminal Intelligence Commission is not an interstate law enforcement agency because it is not a police 
force of another jurisdiction or any other agency of another jurisdiction responsible for enforcement of domestic 
violence orders in that jurisdiction. The ACIC is not a police force, it does not have any jurisdiction around 
enforcement of DVOs and it is certainly not a local law enforcement agency, because “local law enforcement 
agency” means the police force of this jurisdiction. We seek some clarity as to whether this bill or any other 
agreement that exists outside this bill allows our state to provide the information necessary to give effect to this 
scheme to the body that will be running the backbones of it—that is, the Australian Criminal Intelligence 
Commission. There may well be a simple explanation. If there is not, there may be a need to consider this in the 
bill’s passage through the house or at a later stage. That relates to the exchange of information. 

There are issues around the certification of evidence and more generally about how applications across state 
borders will be dealt with to properly allow someone with a legitimate case to make about domestic violence orders 
to be represented without extraordinary cost. Unfortunately, we know that a small percentage of people seek these 
orders mainly to advance their relative positions in family law actions. It is an extraordinarily small percentage of 
cases, but in those cases some people end up being unable to afford to represent themselves. There are 
circumstances in which people feel aggrieved that they did not have their right to appear in court. That is not just 
potential perpetrators; it is also actual or potential victims, because, as I read it, an application to vary an order can 
be made by either party. We have to be careful that by extending the application of an order Australia-wide, we 
do not disenfranchise anyone from their rightful opportunity to state their case in court. That is all, but it will 
probably require some funding as well. Again, I seek information from the Attorney General on whether funding 
is in place to ensure that in practice the implementation of this national scheme will not remove anyone’s right to 
have their say—that is people on all sides. 

Another question that arises is: which orders will be caught under this scheme automatically? That raises another 
broader question on communication: what will this scheme do and who will be covered by it? As the 
Attorney General indicated and the bill suggests, the only orders that will fall automatically under the national 
scheme are orders made after the commencement of the scheme. Currently, 25 November 2017 is the date of best 
intent when the scheme will be off the ground. It is not a date that is set in stone, and the history of this entire 
scheme indicates that there is some possibility that, despite the best intentions of everyone involved in the scheme, 
that date may not be met. Why are we bringing in orders only after that date? Why not pick up other orders? For 
instance, in Western Australia, I would have thought that 1 July this year would have been an appropriate date, 
because it is when our new domestic violence order scheme that was brought in last year commenced. That would 
pick up all those domestic violence orders. We brought in that new scheme primarily to separate domestic violence 
orders from other violence orders—that was the intent. We have separated domestic violence orders from other 
orders and given them a head of their own. There is no risk that we would import to the national scheme any 
violence orders that do not relate to domestic violence and catch other offences. 

We have a commencement date that is not set in stone and a new regime in Western Australia that started on 1 July 
this year, and we will have a new communication strategy around this national scheme whenever it is introduced. 
I am sure that federal and state governments will rightly state that they have introduced a new you-beaut national 
scheme that recognises domestic violence orders across the board. The community will hear this in good faith, but 
people will not see the little asterisk and the statement, “Only for orders after the introduction date, which we 
think, at this stage, will be 25 November 2017, but we can’t hold our hands on our hearts and say that it will be—
but we hope it will be.” People will not read that statement; they will just read that if a person has a domestic 
violence order and they move interstate, they will be protected by this regime and will not have to worry about it. 
People with an order in place now will be sadly disappointed because this scheme will not apply to them. I am not 
a great fan of retrospective legislation, but there are two types of retrospective legislation—one is positive and one 
is negative. Negative retrospective legislation is usually about changing laws to raise more income for 
governments. In the main I do not support those. Occasionally, there may be good reasons for such legislation, but 
I have not seen one yet. Positive retrospectivity will bring more people into this regime. I would have thought that 
we would consider at least bringing in all the orders from 1 July this year to this regime automatically. It is a simple 
situation in Western Australia because we changed our regime recently. I understand that it might be difficult in 
other states; they might think that it is all too hard and bring into the scheme orders only from the starting date. 
Unless there is some valid reason why we do not have 1 July 2017 as the starting date to automatically recognise 
family violence restraining orders, I think that is a potential failing of the scheme. I fear that the combination of 
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various governments promoting this scheme—which they should—and a media that picks up on that quick 
24/7 news cycle will leave a false impression in the minds of people who took out domestic violence orders prior 
to the commencement of this scheme. There are probably several solutions to this problem. One solution is to 
make communication clearer. I understand that, but we know that in practice people listen to only the first bit, not 
the second bit and especially not the asterisk. 
As I said, it seems to me that the commencement date of 1 July 2017 in Western Australia lends itself so obviously 
to bringing it in as a starting date, especially when we are still not 100 per cent sure that this scheme will be ready 
on 25 November. We could be dragging it out. There is no commencement date. I understand the reasons for that. 
That is one of the issues that I wanted to highlight. 
I hope that the Attorney General can answer the questions I raised earlier about the progress of any 
intergovernmental agreement or memorandum of understanding, either in his summing up or during consideration 
in detail. I also want some clarity on the commitments of Western Australia. What sort of funding will we put into 
this scheme to make it work? What impact will it have on our system? How many people will be utilising this 
system? How many staff will it take to give effect to this system in Western Australia—to report to the national 
scheme or, if it is done electronically, to audit that reporting to make sure it is happening? I do not think cost and 
number of staff should be an impediment, but I think some clarity around it would be important. It is really 
important that we have clarity on any commitment that we have to pay for the federally continued scheme that will 
be run by the Australian Criminal Intelligence Commission. We will be contributing to what is effectively a federal 
agency if we are going to be contributing to it. 
The other big questions that still need to be answered—I recognise that this is not in the hands of Western Australia 
but it is critical to making this scheme work—are: How will the interim system work? How will this interim 
database work? Will it be run by the Australian Criminal Intelligence Commission? Will all the states agree to 
share their data from the outset? Will data shared by states be consistent so it makes some sense? How will it then 
be communicated from the national database to Western Australia? How will that interim system differ from the 
national database, whenever that will be introduced? I realise the urgency of this legislation has meant that all this 
is happening in haste and the information flow seems to be trying to catch up with the haste with which the 
legislation is being introduced. One of the briefings we received today indicated that the dedicated national 
database—the full strength one, if you like; not the interim one, but the final one—is unlikely to be ready by 2019. 
If we know anything about government IT procurement systems, that date of two years away is really nothing 
more than an indication of best intentions and a bit of a wish date. Can the interim system deliver what the 
dedicated system is going to be delivering or will it only be part of a solution? What will we be getting between 
the implementation of the scheme and the finalisation of the national database? They are all very important 
questions, because we should not be misleading the public as to how much we can do here. 
One other thing I want to focus on is one of the carve outs that I mentioned earlier and that was also mentioned by 
the Attorney General in his second reading speech. The model law framework is supposed to be a how-to guide as 
to how the states implement this. This bill contains one substantial departure from the model law framework. It is 
intended that no more than one order be in place at the one time right across Australia. That is a laudable aim. Here 
in Western Australia we have the principle in our legislation of what is known as a police order, which is 
a short-term restraining order that is used in emergency situations. I think it usually applies for up to 72 hours. 
Initially, we look at this and ask: why does Western Australia need this carve out, even though Victoria and the 
Northern Territory have also carved it out of their model law framework? When we look at it closely, we can see 
that it probably provides two things. In times of dispute or lack of clarity, it allows police to quickly issue an order 
that stays in place for only 72 hours to protect a victim or potential victim of domestic violence when there is no 
real clarity of what order exists or the terms of the order. Of course, theoretically, if the national database is working 
properly, there should be total clarity. The police or a person on the beach should be able to call this up on their 
laptop in the car or on a portable device and know exactly what is going on. I think the existence of this order 
protects us if that information flow is not working, but it also adds one other very, very important protection. I am 
told that police often use these orders in remote communities in particular to calm situations down at a time when 
they may not have access to databases. They might be out of range or they simply might be in a situation in which 
access to an online database is not available when they are confronted with a domestic violence situation within 
a community. That recognises the unique circumstances of policing in remote communities in Western Australia. 
I think this is one of those carve outs from the model law that will allow our domestic violence order regime to 
work better in practice than it would have if we had blindly gone with the model law framework without 
recognising the unique circumstances that exist in our state. I commend that carve out and think again that it shows 
that when we go down the path of having this sort of harmonisation, it is sometimes better to do it under a model 
law framework that preserves the sovereignty of states and allows them to pass legislation that is appropriate to 
their circumstances and, in particular, appropriate to our circumstances in Western Australia. 
With these words, I do not want to hold up the passage of this bill any longer than we have to. I think members in 
this place and members of the public will recognise that the opposition—the Liberal Party—is a strong supporter 
of anything that will address the issue of domestic violence in our community. As I said, legislation is a part of it. 
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Creating this consistent national domestic violence order scheme will be a small part of that. A larger part of it is 
changing attitudes and practices in our community. Right across our community across Western Australia, in every 
suburb, in every town and in every regional area, and right across Australia, we have to change attitudes and practices. 

I want to give us, as society, a pat on the back because I think we have done fantastically well in the last decade 
or so—probably longer than that—in, firstly, starting to recognise this as a legitimate issue to talk about and, 
secondly, proposing real reforms that have made a difference. Most of them have come from education and give 
voice to the voiceless, victims and potential victims and their families, and give them the opportunity to seek 
protection and find protection. It is not perfect; we can do more, particularly around providing short-term 
accommodation for victims of domestic violence and providing them with a range of services, including the 
treatment and ongoing support they require. We have also started changing attitudes amongst perpetrators and 
potential perpetrators—that this is simply something one does not do. It is not a solution to anything and it is not 
welcome in our society. Domestic violence is an absolute no-no. I think we have done pretty well as a society, but 
we do have further to go. That is why we have things like White Ribbon day on 25 November and all the campaigns 
that state and federal governments and community groups have put out there. I welcome the fact that they are 
going out into areas where young men are prevalent—sporting groups in particular—and other groups that young 
men frequent. If we are going to get this through to one group and bring about an intergenerational change in 
attitude, we are going to get it through to men of all ages, but particularly young men. 

The opposition wishes speedy passage for the Domestic Violence Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017, which 
is why we facilitated the motion brought on by the government. We have highlighted some of the concerns and 
issues, not because we want to derail the passage of the bill, but because we want to ensure that the 
National Domestic Violence Order Scheme operates as effectively as possible to protect victims and potential 
victims of domestic violence and to ensure that, as much as possible, we reduce, minimise and hopefully eventually 
eliminate domestic violence. 
DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [5.01 pm]: I rise to talk to the Domestic Violence Orders (National Recognition) 
Bill 2017. I thank the member for Hillarys for his comments. I am not so sure we have done that well in this area; 
the statistics do not record that, but he raised some interesting points that I am sure the Attorney General will 
respond to either in his response to the second reading debate or during consideration in detail. 
I would like to start by quoting from the Attorney General’s second reading speech — 

This national scheme is intended to enhance victim safety and perpetrator accountability by providing 
consistent, instantaneous legal protection across jurisdictional boundaries. It is also intended to spare 
victims the perceived time and effort associated with the existing cross-border registration process. For 
those victims of family and domestic violence who find themselves having to move interstate to escape 
their perpetrators, this will provide them with seamless legal protection on the road to starting a new life 
in a new place. 

That is really the gist of the bill before the house. I will just quote the next paragraph — 

The introduction of a national approach is emblematic of how this nation’s perception of, and response 
to, family and domestic violence has changed for the better in recent times. Family violence was once 
a dark secret, albeit a poorly kept one. To the extent that victims were protected by the law, justice 
responses were uneven and often inadequate. 

Obviously the Attorney General was correct when he stated that we have come some way. When I came to this 
house in 2010, domestic and family violence were not really on the political horizon. The national discussion has 
improved, as has the discussion within this state, and there has been improvement through some of the legislative 
reforms that have happened, but we still have a long, long way to go. The statistics tell us that, every week, at least 
one or two women in Australia are killed as a result of domestic violence situations. We cannot be proud of those 
statistics and while they remain as they are, we cannot say we are doing a good job. There has also been an increase 
in instances of domestic and family violence. Arguably, some of that is due to the fact that there is better perception 
and recognition of the crime of domestic violence, and victims are more willing to report it to police. In some 
respects, the police are now responding in a better manner than they did in the past, but an increase in reporting 
cannot be the sole answer to an increase in the number of such crimes. Last year there was a 100 per cent increase 
in deaths due to domestic violence in Western Australia. That cannot be as a result of increased reporting, because 
obviously murders generally are reported. There has been a 100 per cent increase in murders as a result of domestic 
violence in Western Australia, which shows that we still have a very, very long way to go. We, as legislators and 
members of the executive, need to ensure that we continue to fight the curse and scourge of domestic violence in 
our society. 
The member for Hillarys went through the basic structure of the bill before the house, and the extract I quoted 
from the Attorney General’s second reading speech really provides us with a concise summary of what is before 
the house. This bill seeks to ensure that Western Australia participates in the National Domestic Violence Order 
Scheme, which of course should assist in the better protection of victims of domestic violence. However, let us 
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rest assured that issuing a violence restraining order is not necessarily a great protection for victims of domestic 
violence. As we know, there have been many cases in which violence restraining orders have been in place and 
have been breached. One such tragic case was that of Andrea Pickett in Western Australia a few years ago. There 
was a violence restraining order in place against her former partner, but it made no difference. Therefore, we have 
to see the issuing of violence restraining orders as only part of the whole scheme that is before us in trying to deal 
with this scourge and blight on our community. 
Over the last few years at least, the crime of family and domestic violence has increased more than any other crime 
in Western Australia, and I assume that that is probably also the case nationally. It is a crime that has increased in 
numbers and we cannot put it all down to an increase in reporting, as I pointed out with regard to the homicide 
rate. In some respects, this bill is only a small part of what we need to do, but it is very important because we want 
to make it easier for people to be able to be protected, to the extent that a violence restraining order can provide 
protection, wherever they may live in Australia. If a Western Australian victim of family and domestic violence 
wishes to move interstate, they should be able to carry a restraining order with them. Likewise, if someone from 
interstate comes to Western Australia, they should be able to bring a restraining order with them. There is a very 
important safety issue here as well. If a person from Western Australia has a restraining order against a perpetrator 
and then moves to New South Wales, for instance, and has to instigate that process again, the perpetrator has to be 
served with the order again, and is then going to know that the victim is in New South Wales. This will hopefully 
reduce the ability of a perpetrator to know when their victim has moved interstate. I think that is actually an 
incredibly important part of this scheme. It will allow victims to have greater ability to move around Australia 
without their perpetrator knowing where they have moved to, because that in itself is a traumatising experience. 
As I mentioned in my earlier speech, when I did not realise we were debating the urgency motion, this bill seeks 
to do three main things: to find which orders are recognised under the scheme; to set out the legal consequences 
of recognition; and to provide for information sharing between jurisdictions. To take the third element first, the 
member for Hillarys made some important comments, but I am sure that we, as an advanced, civilised federal 
system will be able to work through the process for how that communication is to happen. If all states and territories 
are going to buy into the system, they all have a vested interest in ensuring that it works properly and I do not think 
that it is beyond us to ensure that happens. I understand that the issue of sharing information can be problematic 
at times but it is very important to track perpetrators of domestic violence and to know what offences they have 
committed. One hopes that this sharing of information will also ensure that we are sharing perpetrators’ criminal 
histories in this area. It is important that we signpost the activities of perpetrators of domestic violence. By 
signposting that information, hopefully, law enforcement agencies across Australia will have a better capability to 
ensure that victims and survivors of domestic violence are protected from their perpetrators. If we are able to track 
perpetrators and track where victims have moved to, we can ensure that proper services are provided to those 
victims. Part of the problem for survivors of domestic violence is the re-traumatising effect of having to retell their 
stories. If we can ensure that the sharing of information is not particular to just the restraining order scheme, that 
knowledge will be available so that better support services can be provided to survivors and perpetrators’ 
movements can be tracked. That would be incredibly important. Statistics and studies have shown that if people 
have committed family or domestic violence, there is an increased likelihood that they will repeat that, so it is 
important that we deal with that. 
This is only a small part of what we need to do in this area. Last year, before the end of the last Parliament, the 
government, after many years of hibernation in this area, finally introduced a quite significant bill to this house 
called the Restraining Orders and Related Legislation Amendment (Family Violence) Bill 2016, which introduced 
a number of measures that we, as the then opposition, had been advocating for for a number of years. That was 
important. The Western Australian scheme for restraining orders in family and domestic violence situations is 
a great improvement on what we once had but we need to continue to work on that. 
Mr Acting Speaker, can I have an extension of time? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Extension granted, member, but you still have eight minutes to go. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, but I might forget. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: We do not want to miss out, do we? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: On my track record today, I will. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Dr A.D. BUTI: When the previous government introduced its restraining orders and related legislation amendment 
last year, I and other members of this house agreed that it was very sensible that it defined family violence in the 
bill’s definitions, using the definition in the commonwealth Family Law Act. I also think that there needs to be 
a definition of intimate relationships because family violence can include violence between brothers or an uncle 
and a nephew. That violence is awful and should be dealt with in the criminal system, but there is a difference 
between those relationships and relationships between intimate partners. I think that there is a need to distinguish 
between those two types of relationships because it is important to distinguish the way that we treat those two 
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types of relationships and the violence that occurs within them. The issue of statistics is also involved. Complaints 
are made that we should not see family and domestic violence as a gender issue and that victims of family violence 
include males. There is no doubt that males are victims of family violence, but when we look at intimate partnership 
violence, the victims are overwhelmingly female. The statistics bear that out; that is, the victims of intimate 
domestic violence are overwhelmingly female. There are a small number of males, but when we look at physical 
violence—these are not alternative facts—the statistics are black and white on this issue. Overwhelmingly, the 
victims of intimate partner violence are females. Only last week I was in the gym and Channel 24 was on the 
television. It reported that a male in Queensland had been sentenced to, I think, life imprisonment for stabbing his 
female partner to death. The next story related to a husband in the ACT who killed his wife by stabbing her 
50 times. One stab wound was so severe that it went through her body. I do not know—one is one too many—how 
many males are victims of domestic violence from female partners. A few years ago, an Ombudsman 
Western Australia report was done on restraining orders and domestic violence offences. In the 30 domestic 
violence murders that the report examined, 12 victims were male, which was incredibly high. Of those 12 fatalities, 
a number were male on male. I do not have the statistics in front of me, but I think there may have been three or 
four cases that were female on male, but those females had been victims of continual violence on the part of the 
male who was then deceased. I wish that we could get away from the need for certain groups to keep asking, 
“What about male victims?” Male victims do need to be catered for, but the facts bear out that this is 
a gender-related crime, particularly if intimate relationships are looked at. If we take it over the whole family 
relationship, in which there are uncles and brothers, for example, there is a slight difference, but not when we come 
down to intimate relationships. Although that is not necessarily important in the issuing of restraining orders, 
I think it is important in our overall treatment of the issue of domestic and family violence. 

The McGowan Labor government has made some significant initial responses in this field. We have appointed the 
first Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence, Hon Simone McGurk, which is a very significant 
step. Part of the problem with policy formation in this area is that family and domestic violence covers many 
portfolios. It involves the Attorney General, the Minister for Police, the Minister for Health, and the Minister for 
Housing. The Minister for Education and Training would also have some say because of the need for kids to move 
from school to school as a result of having to flee domestic violence. Because so many different ministers need to 
be involved, we have not had a coordinated, comprehensive response to this issue. A Minister for Prevention of 
Family and Domestic Violence can have a coordinating role, and take the lead, ensuring that we do not have a silo 
mentality or a piecemeal response. Besides appointing the minister, we have also joined the national Our Watch 
program, which is one of the most important initiatives, because it seeks to drive a cultural and behavioural change. 
I agree with the member for Hillarys, that we have made significant gains. I see two police officers in the gallery. 
I am sure that they would attest to the change in the way in which the police service treats domestic violence, 
although they are quite young. Many years ago, domestic violence was basically treated as occurring behind closed 
doors, and the police would not get involved. That is not the case now. In the Armadale area it is probably the 
highest priority that the police have, and unfortunately that is because it is a crime that they deal with more than 
any other. Up to 70 per cent of police time is taken up dealing with domestic and family violence. 

The Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence, Hon Simone McGurk, also announced that the 
government would provide paid domestic violence leave for public servants, which I think is an incredibly 
significant step. It is only a small step, but it is incredibly important to ensure that victims of domestic violence 
can take the necessary leave. Last week, the minister also announced the RSPCA pet crisis program. That is 
important for a number of reasons. Firstly, there is a link between domestic violence perpetrators and cruelty to 
animals and, secondly, some victims of domestic violence have felt trapped because they do not want to leave their 
pets behind. That is a very important step. This government will roll out many other initiatives in the coming three 
or four years in attempting to prevent domestic violence. In the end, that is what we want to do—prevent family 
and domestic violence. We will never get rid of it; we just need to reduce it is much as possible, and provide 
support to the survivors. The scheme provided for in this bill is important. The Attorney General has already 
mentioned why this is an urgent bill. It is important that we catch up with some of the other jurisdictions, and seek 
to establish this as a national scheme from 25 November this year, which will mark the international day for the 
elimination of violence against women, also known as White Ribbon Day. 

As members of Parliament, all of us have come across survivors of family violence. On Sunday, we held an event 
to raise money for a number of women’s refuges. In the week before that, I was asked why I had such a strong 
commitment to this area. Someone asked me quite a confronting question: had I been a victim, or had I grown up 
in a domestic violence scenario? The answer was that I had not. If father had a temper, he never showed it to my 
mother; it would most probably have been shown to me or my siblings if we were naughty. Thank goodness, 
I never grew up in a situation like that. It goes back to a time when I was travelling. No country, state or territory 
is free from this terrible crime. I was travelling through Central America, and I had dropped off some laundry to 
be washed at a laundry in Mexico. It was not a laundromat, but rather a place where the laundry was left to be 
washed and ironed. When I came back to pick up the washing, I witnessed a man beating, presumably, his wife. 
About three weeks later I was on a bus in Nicaragua, and once again I saw a bloke physically assaulting a woman. 
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I felt powerless to do anything about it, but that was something that stayed in my mind. For a while in Armadale 
before I became a member of Parliament, I was on the management committee of Starick Services, which is 
a fantastic women’s refuge service in the eastern metropolitan area, so I understood a few of the issues. As a local 
member, unfortunately, in Armadale, a number of survivors of family and domestic violence have come to see me. 
It is very difficult to provide advice or help in the area. That is where my passion and commitment to the issue 
comes from. It is fantastic to be a member of a government that is taking the issue seriously. We have appointed 
a dedicated minister to the area, and a number of other initiatives have been instigated in the first four or five 
months of the McGowan government. I look forward to the government taking action on a number of other areas 
of family and domestic violence that we took to the election. 

The member for Hillarys made some very important comments in his contribution to this debate, and I am sure 
that the Attorney General will respond in due course. I am not trying to verbal the member, but I do not think we 
can have any sense of confidence that we have done a good job so far. The statistics do not tell us that. We have 
a long way to go. I am not trying to verbal the member; I am not saying that he is saying that we do not have a long 
way to go. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: It is a matter of the glass half full or the glass half empty. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I do not think we are even halfway there. The glass is three quarters empty—or is it the other way 
around? 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: It is still a quarter full, is it not? I think it was empty 20 years ago. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: As I quoted the Attorney General as saying, the introduction of this scheme shows how the 
response to family and domestic violence has changed for the better in recent times. He said, in the second reading 
speech — 

Family violence was once a dark secret, albeit a poorly kept one. To the extent that victims were protected 
by the law, justice responses were uneven and often inadequate. 

Yes, we have made some improvements. We do not have the situation anymore in which police would not even 
respond to an incident of domestic violence. We have improved there, but we have a long way to go. If we see 
a 100 per cent increase in domestic and family violence murders, we have an incredibly long way to go. As I said, 
part of the increase in the statistics is due to the increase in reporting, but not when it comes to homicide. That 
increase is not due to an increase in reporting. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: Didn’t I say all that? Didn’t I say that we have come a long way and we’ve still got a long 
way to go. That’s basically what I said. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I did not say that the member did not say those things, but he was also saying that we could 
probably congratulate ourselves, or words to that effect. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: No, I said we should give ourselves a pat on the back, because sometimes we can see 
things as glass half empty all the time. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Maybe the member is right, in the sense that this government can see that and has appointed 
a minister in that area, and is taking some great initiatives. I remember sitting on the other side and, time and again, 
asking the Minister for Police, who was also the Minister for Women’s Interests, questions about family and 
domestic violence, and her responses were disgraceful. The local newspaper in Armadale sought a response from 
the Minister for Police — 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): Thank you, member. Carry on. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I remember the Minister for Police’s responses were incredibly inadequate. When the 
Armadale Examiner sought a response from the minister about the increase in family and domestic violence, the 
minister referred the journalist to the then Minister for Child Protection. She said that it was nothing to do with 
her and that it was all in the jurisdiction of the Minister for Child Protection. For the Minister for Police and the 
Minister for Women’s Interests to respond in such a manner was appalling. When the journalist then went to the 
then Minister for Child Protection, Hon Helen Morton, the minister said it was not her issue and that it was a police 
issue. The record of the previous government in this area is appalling. I admit that they saved a little bit of face at 
the last moment by introducing amendments to the restraining order legislation last year. That legislation contained 
some good measures in response to the Law Reform Commission’s report that had been released at least two or 
three years prior to that. It was introduced at the eleventh hour, and it was only because we had been pushing the 
government time and again to do something. 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Warren–Blackwood) [5.31 pm]: On behalf of the National Party, I rise to make some 
comments on the Domestic Violence Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017. I am not the lead speaker in this 
area, but, unfortunately, the member for Central Wheatbelt, who would have taken this up today, is unable to do 
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so given its urgent nature. I admit up-front that I have not had the chance to have a briefing. Because of the urgent 
nature of the bill, a briefing was offered to National Party members at lunchtime yesterday or thereabouts. I was 
in transit from my electorate, so, unfortunately, I could not make the briefing. Therefore, I will rely heavily on my 
notes when I speak about the nature of the bill. 

Right from the outset I acknowledge the member for Armadale, who has very strong views in this area. When 
I was the Minister for Corrective Services and I introduced legislation on satellite tracking technology, the member 
for Armadale across the chamber was very eager to extend that technology to the issues of domestic 
violence. Maybe that is something for another debate on another day. I think everyone in this place finds domestic 
violence abhorrent. Therefore, I welcome anything we can do as members of Parliament, even if it means 
supporting the government, to take the necessary steps to put in place processes that, hopefully, over time reduce 
the impact of domestic violence on victims. 

I refer to a couple of statistics that I think all of us find confronting. Nevertheless, they are important to 
acknowledge. One in three women has experienced physical or sexual violence perpetrated by someone known to 
her. I find that amazing. Over the course of 12 months, on average, one woman is killed every week by her current 
or former partner. Again, that is a pretty confronting statistic. Indigenous women and girls are 35 times more likely 
to be hospitalised due to family violence than the wider female population. Again, that is a very staggering statistic 
and one that is somewhat in line with the public debate on the cashless welfare card. There are some different 
views in the community, but, again, in those particular communities that have very challenging circumstances, it 
is a strategy of breaking the nexus. As the minister I supported that and I supported the federal government in 
those initiatives with state support for mechanisms for the trials in Kununurra and Wyndham. Again, it will be 
interesting to see how that discussion publicly plays out. I am also told that one in four children in Australia is 
exposed to domestic violence. No child should be exposed to, nor have the experience of, domestic violence in 
any way, shape or form. 

As the Attorney General highlighted, this bill is the product of a Council of Australian Governments decision 
in December 2015 to implement a national interjurisdictional recognition scheme for domestic violence restraining 
orders, with legislative effect to be given from the first half of 2016. This enabling bill gives effect to that decision. 
It will remove the need to register domestic violence orders across jurisdictional boundaries. The bill covers 
a number of things that have been mentioned by other members. It defines what orders are recognised under the 
national scheme. It defines the consequences of a DVO being recognised under the national scheme and, of course, 
it supports the operationalisation of that scheme. Some of the concerns that have been raised relate to putting the 
operations into effect. The Attorney General has identified concerns in the second reading speech. Essentially, the 
legislation establishes a framework under which the cross-jurisdictional application of DVOs can take place. 

The concept of a cross-jurisdictional DVO is a good idea and will allow greater collaboration between WA Police 
and other states, hopefully, leading to much better outcomes. An important facet is that if an interstate DVO is 
breached in Western Australia, the offender will be penalised through the WA court system. New orders raised 
can supersede old orders and orders can be varied in any jurisdiction. A number of operational orders can put into 
effect a system so that if people move across borders, they are tracked and followed. Hopefully, as the member for 
Armadale highlighted, if people go to another state to get away from a perpetrator, the system is able to track that 
and put in place consequences should those orders be breached. 

The National Party has a few concerns, which are shared by the Attorney General, as mentioned in the second 
reading speech. In his second reading speech, the Attorney General alluded to the lag between the implementation 
of the framework and the finalisation of the automated system. That is one issue and, secondly, I refer to the 
potential that the state has in signing up to an ambitious scheme that has an information technology platform. We 
know what ambitious IT platforms are like; the Office of Shared Services was a classic example of that. It can go 
awry very quickly, but that does not take away the intent of what this enabling bill is trying to achieve in putting 
into effect what was effectively a COAG decision. Of course, another issue that was highlighted in the second 
reading speech is that the formal processes would come into play on 25 November this year but the 
information-sharing platform will not be delivered until 2019. Therefore, manual processing will be required, 
which may well have some undesirable outcomes if the process has any flaws. 

The only additional comment I make is about the isolated nature of many regional communities. These things work 
very well when they are on a platform in some of the bigger centres, but the more isolated people are, the more 
difficult it can be; sometimes the intent of a law does not extend very well to those corners of the state and the 
necessary resourcing to support this legislation will be very important. From our perspective, we are concerned 
about the impact on regional Western Australia, although I do not care where domestic violence issues occur; they 
remain abhorrent. 

The Nationals will support this bill. We are certainly pleased that the government has brought it forward on the 
legislative agenda. We are certainly hopeful that the predicted issues with the technology do not come to fruition 
and the scheme is implemented smoothly. Most importantly, we are hopeful that the scheme will make DVOs 
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easier to track, meaning that the police and courts will have a better understanding of where offenders are. When 
implemented correctly, this bill will, hopefully, make a difference to the lives of the victims who have been 
impacted by domestic violence.  

MR S.A. MILLMAN (Mount Lawley) [5.39 pm]: I also rise to speak on the Domestic Violence Orders 
(National Recognition) Bill 2017. I thank those members who have made a contribution to this debate. In 
particular, I thank the member for Hillarys for indicating on behalf of the opposition that, by and large, the 
opposition will be supporting this bill. I also thank the member for Warren–Blackwood for articulating the position 
of the Nationals on this bill. He did a commendable job in the absence of a formal briefing, and I am grateful to 
him for the contribution that he made on behalf of the Nationals this evening. 

I also thank the member for Armadale for his contribution. It is fair to say that the member for Armadale is 
a passionate advocate on this issue. He outlined a number of issues. He particularly commended the McGowan 
Labor government for the work it is doing to address family and domestic violence. The member for Armadale 
mentioned that he attended a function last Sunday afternoon to raise awareness of, and much needed funds for, 
community organisations that are tackling family and domestic violence in the community. Mention has been 
made of the organisation Starick. It was a real privilege to hear Leanne Barron, the chief executive officer of 
Starick, talk to us at that afternoon tea. I will come later to the work that Starick does in the community. The reason 
I bring this matter to the attention of the chamber is that the afternoon tea on Sunday was testament to the hard 
work of the member for Armadale on this issue. I also commend the former member for Darling Range, 
Tony Simpson, who worked with the member for Armadale to highlight this issue and promote a charity bike ride 
from Busselton to Perth called Ride Against Domestic Violence. That initiative was taken up and supported by 
people across the political divide. That indicates that notwithstanding the differences of opinion between the 
member for Hillarys and the member for Armadale, there is general consensus that although a lot has been done 
to tackle the scourge of family and domestic violence, a lot more remains to be done. Insofar as this bill works to 
that end, it should enjoy the full support of this chamber and the Parliament. As other members have outlined, this 
bill brings Western Australia into line with other states and territories as part of a national agreement to recognise 
domestic violence orders that have been made in Western Australia and other states and territories. 

Part of the reason I am so happy to speak on this bill is that, like other legislation that has been debated in this 
chamber since the election of the McGowan Labor government, it is emblematic of our government’s approach to 
putting the victims of crime back at the centre of our criminal justice system. That is a phrase that members would 
have heard me use before, whether it be in relation to the McGowan government’s meth action plan or our no 
body, no parole legislation. Therefore, for the third time, I commend the Attorney General for bringing legislation 
before this chamber that puts victims of crime back at the centre of our criminal justice system. 

I will now outline some of the history behind this legislation. In late 2015, the Council of Australian Governments 
agreed on this legislation as a necessary and important way forward to give greater strength and coherence to our 
domestic violence order regime. That is across jurisdictions, obviously. The commonwealth Parliament lacks the 
constitutional power required to make legislation in this field. Therefore, the Council of Australian Governments 
agreed to pass complementary legislation to give effect to a national scheme. We have talked about the urgency 
of this bill. On 16 March 2016, the New South Wales government stated that it would implement this national 
scheme. On 23 June 2016, the Victorian Attorney General, Martin Pakula, introduced complementary legislation 
into the Victorian Parliament. On October 2016, the Queensland Parliament assented to legislation to also 
introduce this national scheme. It is terrific that this legislation is now before this Parliament for debate, and 
hopefully for passage and assent in the near future. 

I spoke earlier about some of the things that have been done by the McGowan Labor government since the election 
to put victims of crime at the centre of our criminal justice system. The member for Armadale has also spoken 
about this. We have had, not only commendably, but historically, the appointment of the member for Fremantle 
as Western Australia’s first ever Minister for the Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence. As the member for 
Armadale has said, this is a terrific initiative because it finally reposes in a member of cabinet the responsibility 
for tackling what everybody has agreed is a scourge on our community that requires concerted attention and effort. 
In elevating this concern in the community to cabinet level, we have taken the first step, to use the words of the 
member for Hillarys, to, hopefully, change attitudes and practices. This one piece of legislation will not resolve 
what is a terrible aspect of modern society. This one piece of legislation needs to be part of something much 
greater. Therefore, the McGowan government has elevated responsibility for this issue to a cabinet-level position. 

The McGowan government has also signed up to the Our Watch commitment. I will read from the ministerial 
press release at the time, in which the minister said — 

The purpose of Our Watch is to provide national leadership to prevent all forms of violence against 
women and their children based on sound research and strong and diverse partnerships. 

The McGowan government has committed to that, and in so doing it has prioritised this issue in the mind of the 
community and indicated what it will be doing to address this issue. 
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The next piece of the puzzle is this legislation, which will give teeth and substance to domestic violence orders 
that are made not only in Western Australia and across Australian jurisdictions, but also extending to New Zealand. 

I now want to talk briefly about some events that have taken place recently as part of the move to promote 
awareness and tackle this issue. Three weeks ago, my neighbourhood of Mt Lawley hosted a White Ribbon dinner 
in Beaufort Street. White Ribbon Day is coming up in November. Once a year, the White Ribbon organisation 
encourages community groups to host a White Ribbon dinner. That dinner is regarded as one of its most important 
fundraising events. The White Ribbon dinner that was hosted in Mt Lawley was in no small part thanks to some 
community activists who live in the neighbourhood. They include Katrina Montaut, Hugo Seymour and 
Stephen Catania. At that dinner, we had the great honour of being addressed by two leading advocates in the area 
of prevention of family and domestic violence. I want to put on the record who those people are and what they do, 
and also commend them for illuminating us on some important aspects of the work that is undertaken in this area. 
The first is Leanne Barron, the CEO of Starick, who I mentioned earlier. Starick is a women’s resource centre 
located in the south eastern suburbs. Starick provides a number of services to victims of domestic violence. It 
provides safe and secure crisis accommodation for women and children. The CEO advised us that over 75 women 
and 102 children have been accommodated through this urgent crisis accommodation. In addition to crisis 
accommodation, it also provides court and legal support, referrals to domestic violence advocates and the ability 
to refer to the local police stations. It provides information referral and advocacy, counselling, programs and 
workshops, out-of-school-hour and school holiday programs, art therapy, an annual children’s camp and 
homework support. Just listing the services provided by this organisation shows how endemic the scourge of 
family and domestic violence is and how widespread its effects can be. The basic activities of daily life are 
fundamentally altered and shut off to women and children in these circumstances. I commend to the chamber both 
Leanne Barron and her organisation, Starick. 
The second person to address us was Penny Robbins. She is a lead solicitor at the Women’s Resource and 
Engagement Network. This organisation is part of the Northern Suburbs Community Legal Centre. Similar to 
Starick, WREN provides vital legal support and assistance. Obviously, people caught in this situation need as 
much advice, assistance, representation and support as they can get, particularly with reference to their legal rights. 
WREN is a specialist domestic violence unit in the north eastern suburbs of Perth. Its role is to provide wraparound 
legal and non-legal services in a safe location to assist women and their children who have been victims of family 
and domestic violence. Not only does WREN provide legal support, it provides access to other non-government 
organisations, support networks and community organisations, and it also provides assistance to people who are 
financially disadvantaged as a result of family and domestic violence. These organisations work tirelessly and 
effectively to try to provide support, encouragement, compassion and resources to people who find themselves 
caught in such situations. In the context of this debate, I wanted to note the fantastic work those organisations do 
and formally place on the record my commendation of that excellent work. 
The event that we held on 28 July to raise funds for White Ribbon and these organisations was one of over 120 held 
throughout the nation on that night. All of them were directed to the aim of raising awareness and funds for these 
services. I said on the night that there were events as far afield as New Farm and Palm Beach in Queensland; 
North Sydney, Erskineville, Liverpool and Wollongong in New South Wales; Lakes Entrance, Pakenham, 
Mulgrave, Ascot Vale and Hamilton in Victoria; as well as events in Mt Lawley, Fremantle and Geraldton. When 
speaking to representatives from White Ribbon and guests at the dinner, I wanted to bring to their attention how 
important it was that we come together as a local community to celebrate the fact that we are taking steps towards 
tackling domestic violence. That might sound a bit strange so I will extrapolate so that members can understand. 
It might seem strange to celebrate work done in connection with domestic violence, but the reason I felt it was 
necessary to spell it out was that research into violence prevention indicates that social isolation can constitute 
a form of abuse against female partners; however, the same evidence supports the fact that engagement that 
strengthens relationships with neighbours and community can help to support victims of violence. The example 
I gave was that of a woman named Simone O’Brien, who was a White Ribbon advocate. She put it simply and 
powerfully when she said — 

“I owe my life to my neighbours. I would not be here today if it wasn’t for them. They saved my life. 
I would encourage everyone to get to know their neighbours. You feel safer knowing who lives near you.” 

As I said earlier, in addition to supporting and fostering community engagement, the White Ribbon Night is an 
important fundraiser and White Ribbon Night is its largest fundraiser. 
The member for Warren–Blackwood has already taken the chamber to some particular statistics, but sadly I think 
they bear repeating. I want to pause on them because they can be so confronting that sometimes we let them wash 
over us and we do not engage mindfully and thoughtfully with what they are. I will just go through them slowly 
and I ask that members give due consideration to some of the horrendous numbers I am about to outline. One in 
five women has experienced sexual violence. One in three women has experienced physical violence perpetrated 
by a close partner. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
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Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Between November 2015 and November 2016, 18 people were killed in Western Australia 
as a result of domestic homicide. We also know that fewer than 20 per cent of women who experience violence 
from an intimate partner report it to police; that is less than one in five. Yet, last year alone over 53 000 domestic 
violence incidents were reported to police. One in five report, yet there were 53 000 reports of domestic violence 
incidents to police. Irrespective of whether the glass is half full or half empty, more can and must be done in this 
area. What can we do as a Parliament? What can the McGowan Labor government do? I have already mentioned 
the appointment of Hon Simone McGurk as the first Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence and 
WA signing up to the Our Watch program. We are introducing this legislation so domestic violence orders from 
other jurisdictions are enforceable in Western Australia. We are investing more than $20 million to provide 
additional services and support for victims of family and domestic violence, including additional refuges to increase 
access to safety for women and children, further interventions to change the behaviour of perpetrators of violence, 
improving the process for obtaining violence restraining orders to make it easier and less stressful, and improved 
respectful relationship education in schools. I think these are precisely the things that the member for Hillarys was 
talking about when he referred to educating people and changing attitudes. Once again, I thank him for the 
comments he made earlier and I hope he and the opposition support all these initiatives as they come through. 
There is another thing that I am particularly proud of, having a background working in employment law. The 
Western Australian state government is the largest employer in the state—this has not come up yet in the debate 
this evening—and to tackle family and domestic violence the McGowan Labor government has introduced 
a provision for family and domestic violence leave into the public sector, which is a landmark move, to bring this 
issue further into the daylight. Anecdotal evidence from Victoria, where this type of family and domestic violence 
leave has been available to public sector workers, demonstrates that it not only supports and assists victims of 
domestic violence, but also encourages more compassionate and robust community response to this epidemic. That 
is logical; that absolutely goes without saying. As soon as we make it part of the conversation, we bring it into the 
light and we change those attitudes and educate the community about what needs to be done to tackle this issue. 

In the time that remains to me I would like to make this comment for the purpose of the record. All the things 
I have outlined about what the government has done to tackle family and domestic violence form only a part of 
what the community needs to do, because tackling this problem cannot be consigned to the responsibility of 
government alone. As is so often the case in a society founded on a sense of community, it is incumbent on 
everybody to act collectively. My view is that we must act collectively to work on engaging every aspect of the 
community. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Before the dinner adjournment I was addressing the chamber on not just what we, as 
a government, can do to tackle the scourge of family and domestic violence, but also what we, as a community, 
can do to tackle this issue. I was saying that, as is so often the case in a society founded on a sense of community, 
we must act collectively. We must act collectively by working and engaging with every element of our community, 
we must act collectively to spread the message that the prevention of family and domestic violence is everyone’s 
responsibility, and we must act collectively to engage supporters from a range of sectors, industries and 
experiences to share this responsibility. In the time that remains to me I want to make a few comments on the 
violence restraining order regime as it operates in Western Australia. 
[Quorum formed.] 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: As I was saying, we must act collectively, given that we are all participants in a society that 
was founded on a sense of community. We must act collectively by working and engaging with everyone in the 
community, and we must act collectively to spread the message that prevention of family and domestic violence 
is in fact everyone’s responsibility. 
Having made that point, the next point I would like to make relates to my time as a legal practitioner, when I had 
the opportunity to act for both applicants of violence restraining orders and respondents to these applications. What 
I found in the course of my career with these applications is just how incredibly sympathetic and compassionate 
our Western Australian court system is, whether it is the magistrates, the court officers, Legal Aid WA, the 
paralegals or the support people. These are difficult, complicated and very stressful proceedings. There is a lot of 
emotion and feeling involved in these applications. One thing that always struck me was that whether applicants 
and respondents were represented or unrepresented, the courts and tribunals used their best endeavours to make 
sure that justice was done between the parties. They would have to take into account some amazing and some very 
difficult considerations to do with living and working arrangements and access to schools for children in shared 
domestic environments. Time after time I was impressed with and gratified by the fantastic work done by the 
WA court system in addressing this. Notwithstanding the comments of the member for Hillarys, I would be 
confident that no matter the constellation of circumstances faced by our justice system, whether it is the courts and 
tribunals or the police, they are matters and obstacles that, in the interests of achieving a just and reasonable 
outcome for the community when it comes to the scourge of family and domestic violence, our criminal justice 
system, our justice system and our police will be able to overcome. 
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In the time that remains to me I would just like to return to the point where I started; that is, to place this bill in the 
context of a wide-ranging strategy from the McGowan government to deal with this issue. When I started I echoed 
the comments of the members for Armadale and Hillarys in saying that in addressing this, this bill is part of 
a constellation of efforts that need to be embarked upon. When we see things like the government signing up to 
Our Watch, or the appointment of a minister responsible for the alleviation of family and domestic violence, or 
$20 million being promoted and provided to care and support services, we can see that this is just another way in 
which the McGowan government is deploying a constellation of responses to this issue in a way that is designed 
to, and hopefully will, alleviate such a devastating scourge on our community. I commend the bill to the house. 

MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [7.06 pm]: I, too, rise in support of 
the Domestic Violence Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017. My experience of this issue through my time as 
Minister for Police was certainly quite involved. Indeed, if any individual in this place talks to any police officer 
about what is the most difficult event that they are required to attend, nearly every single one of them will put 
family and domestic violence at the top of the list. If we look at the statistics, that is often where police officers 
are at higher risk of personal injury. It is certainly one of those areas in which police officers report a higher level 
of traumatisation post-attending some of those events, because some of the things they see in those family violence 
scenarios are the very things that drove them to become police officers in the first place. When police officers walk 
into some of the scenes that they see and the circumstances in which they find families, on a very personal level 
those officers are often quite badly affected. 

Our recently retired police commissioner, Dr Karl O’Callaghan, worked very closely with the former director 
general of the Department for Child Protection and Family Support, Emma White. Emma was a fantastic director 
general of the Department for Child Protection and Family Support and had a really good working relationship 
with police. Indeed, some of the initiatives that were put in place in regional Western Australia were as a result of 
Emma’s advocacy on behalf of victims to try to get a better response from and understanding by the police and 
the courts of family violence situations and what victims needed and also what the Department for Child Protection 
and Family Support actually needed in trying to support victims. I was very pleased to see Emma move through 
the ranks of the Department for Child Protection and Family Support from her role in previously managing regional 
Western Australia to become director general of that department. Sadly, in a lot of our remote Aboriginal 
communities there is a much higher incidence of family and domestic violence through various different sets of 
circumstances. Indeed, the risk to women and children of experiencing a violent incident as a result of a family 
disturbance in some of those regional and remote communities can be up to eight times higher than the risk for 
a female living in metropolitan Perth. Sadly, many of those individuals do in fact lose their lives. 
There has been a lot of misinformation about what action the previous government took. I was really quite pleased 
with some of the initiatives we put in place during the term of our government. From a policing perspective, 
following the examination of the terrible death of Andrea Pickett back in 2009 and the subsequent coronial 
investigation into her death, a lot of changes were made around the way the police deal with family and domestic 
violence. One of the initiatives we put in place was the introduction of 72-hour police orders. Those police orders 
allow officers to issue an interim violence restraining order to order the perpetrator of abuse away from the family 
home and require that the victim and the perpetrator do not have contact for 72 hours. The 72 hours was arrived at 
to cover a weekend because these incidents often occur over weekends, on public holidays or those sorts of 
celebrations when people often have a lot to drink, for example, which often leads to a higher level of violence 
being perpetrated in those households. One of the failings of the system at the time for Andrea Pickett and her 
family was that there were no facilities available to accommodate large families. Most of the refuges available to 
women could only accommodate up to a few children and, indeed, many of the refuges had a rule that they would 
not take males over the age of 13 years. That put Andrea and her family in a predicament, whereby there were no 
places to which she could safely flee. If she fled to be with family members, the perpetrator would know all the 
family members and where they lived. It was almost impossible for her to find a safe haven. Out of that situation, 
the government at the time moved to put a lot of investment into building additional refuge space specifically to 
accommodate larger families, so that families with a lot of kids fleeing family violence could find a place to stay 
and find refuge. In those refuges they could get access to services to help them with self-esteem, resilience, 
financial management and all the things that they needed to break the cycle of domestic violence. 
The other initiative that was put in place in 2009 or 2010 was that we declared—Western Australia Police changed 
their system—that when a person went missing from a refuge, the refuge would be reclassified to be a person of 
authority. When a refuge as a person of authority declared a person missing from the refuge it was given the highest 
priority by police, in order that police could respond in the shortest possible time to try to locate that individual. 
Obviously, an individual who finds themselves in a refuge escaping family violence is at very high risk if they are 
at large in the community without support services around them. In 2009, we rolled out the domestic violence 
co-location model in metropolitan policing. That co-located police and the Department for Child Protection and 
Family Support—the Department of Housing was sometimes a part of those meetings—and the not-for-profit 
sector to take a case-management approach to victims of family violence. When a domestic disturbance 
was identified that progressed to a domestic violence incident report, for example, that individual had 
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a case-management approach from all the agencies tasked with supporting and caring for those people in our 
community. In 2010, we rolled out that model across the state in regional Western Australia. Indeed, that model 
has been very successful in ensuring that all the people who might be case managing a particular family are in the 
loop and understand what might be happening on the ground with that family with respect to new incidences of 
violence.  

It is not perfect; family violence is an imperfect space. Individuals in family violence situations have often been 
coerced for many, many years. I remember a visit to Zonta House refuge in Bentley, which we funded through the 
proceeds of crime fund, where I met a victim of family violence, Ms T. First of all, Ms T was brutally assaulted 
by her husband over a long period. After she escaped from her husband, her son took over that role of being the 
perpetrator of family violence. I remember Ms T saying that she felt that her time in that relationship, which was 
really most of her adult life, had stripped her completely of her sense of self belief. She did not call it family 
violence; she called it family terror. She said that every day of her life she lived in terror not knowing what was 
going to happen to her. She said that the feeling of embarrassment and powerlessness was overwhelming, and she 
got to a point at which in her mind she thought that she was nothing—that is what she believed. That is the place 
victims get to that allows them to stay in those relationships. When someone feels they are worth absolutely 
nothing, the concept of being able to do anything other than stay in that relationship is incomprehensible. Through 
that proceeds of crime grant allocation we funded about 10 refuges and family violence services. Zonta was doing 
something quite unique. It had developed workshops for women designed around building self-esteem, helping to 
rebuild self-confidence and personal resilience. Miss T said that such was the level of trauma she had experienced 
that she needed repeated returns to those workshops just to sustain her resilience. She was very pleased to see 
Zonta receive funding from the crime prevention fund because it allowed her to remain resilient and independent, 
and through that process to prevent herself becoming a victim of family violence again. We know from the 
statistics that victims are often re-victimised and that perpetrators often have multiple victims. The statistics around 
the re-victimisation rates of victims of family violence and the perpetrators, which I do not have to hand, are 
frightening.  
The statistics were terrible. I remember the 2015–16 statistics on family violence disturbances. Police were called 
to something in the vicinity of 53 500 disturbances. As I recall it, around 26 000 of those disturbances were 
converted into domestic violence incident reports, which is when domestic violence has been identified as an action 
item for police for those co-located family violence teams to follow-up. The reason for that discrepancy is that 
people often report a domestic disturbance that—I do not mean to trivialise family violence at all—police tell me 
sometimes will be two deaf people yelling at the footy who people think are yelling at each other that is called in 
as a family violence disturbance. Sometimes families are just loud and aggressive in the way that they 
communicate with each other without necessarily a threat of physical violence being in train. However, when these 
call-outs were assessed, 26 000 or so were turned into domestic violence incident reports, which is a lot of family 
violence reports. When I talked with police about those, I was told that the attendance now required and what 
police are required to do in those circumstances is completely different from where we were five, 10 and definitely 
20 years ago. Now, a police call-out to a domestic disturbance for which an incident report is created will 
sometimes hold two officers in a location for two to four hours and sometimes longer depending on the situation 
in which they find themselves at that particular domicile. Police do not relish attending these cases, but it is a very 
core part of their business. 
Sadly, my recollection from those statistics is that in 65 per cent of these domestic violence incident reports 
children were present. We know that the imprint of violence in the home on children early on becomes an imprint 
on their behaviour and the way that they manage all their emotional disturbances, anger management and all those 
things. It is an invidious problem. The Deputy Commissioner of Police did a study on one of the major crime 
families in Western Australia. Looking at the five or six generations of the family tree, multiple incidents of 
domestic violence and violence generally were found against nearly every single family member. However, when 
that was flipped and police looked at the victimisation profiles of those individuals, they found multiple incidents 
of the family members being victims of physical, sexual and other violence. The cycle of violence needs to be 
broken through better access to parenting, anger management, and trauma treatment programs. That will enable 
children who have been victims of multiple violent disturbances, sexual violence and whatever it might be to 
understand and rebuild themselves so they can choose a better pathway. If the only pathway they know is violence, 
aggression and being demoralised and abused on a daily basis, they will not understand there is a better way to 
deal with problems and they will seek out violence when they become adults and when they look to choose partners 
and form relationships with people. 

Of those 2015–16 statistics, sadly, 19 people died as a result of family violence. Not all those individuals were 
women; some were children and men. Sadly, we are also starting to see a lot of violence towards elderly people, 
which is a new area of family violence that needs to be attended to. As a government, we were working towards 
ways to try to identify areas in which we were starting to see the perpetration of violence against vulnerable seniors 
in our community. Through the Department for Child Protection and Family Support, my former colleague the 
honourable Andrea Mitchell, and prior to her, Hon Helen Morton, were responsible for the expansion, as I said 
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earlier, of refuges and shelters for victims of family violence. We were very pleased to open a new facility in 
Ellenbrook to cater for larger families. That facility in Ellenbrook ran the Safe at Home program, which was 
designed to develop emotional, financial and legal skills, and education programs to support families 
accommodated at the units and the women who are at risk in our community. The Patricia Giles Centre was given 
the task of running the facility in Ellenbrook and it would do a sterling job there. 

In 2015–16, the former government allocated $34.5 million to deliver services to deal with family violence in 
Western Australia. That is not an inconsequential amount of money but anybody dealing in the area of family and 
domestic violence will say it is never enough. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: We also opened the Wooree Miya Women’s Refuge, which accommodates 78 women and 
kids on site. One-third of women there had experienced physical violence since the age of 15. That is horrific to 
contemplate. The former government was part of the national plan to reduce violence against women and children, 
which is a 12-year plan that runs from 2010 to 2022. At Wooree Miya, we also incorporated a training facility so 
women there could achieve accredited vocational training. It started around stress management, parenting, 
budgeting, nutrition and cooking and progressed into a recognised qualification called “New Opportunities For 
Women”. I was really pleased that program was delivered through a partnership with Central TAFE. The former 
government was not idle in trying to reduce the incidence of family violence in our community.  

Towards the end of 2016, it brought in new legislation around restraining orders and family violence restraining 
orders. That put the onus onto having the courts consider the history of perpetrators and, from considering that, 
enter them into a management plan for their behaviour and seek counselling services for anger management. That 
legislation also introduced an offence for cyberstalking and the distribution of intimate images. It became an 
offence punishable by up to two years’ imprisonment. We focused on maximising the opportunities to engage with 
perpetrators and have them take responsibility and understand the extent to which their actions inhibited 
opportunities for their children. We know that children of perpetrators of family violence are less likely to finish 
school and more likely to be involved in substance abuse and criminal offending. For many perpetrators, 
understanding the impact on their children is often the only way to connect with them. A behaviour management 
plan that has them identify the causes of their anger and why they direct it at their female partners is very important 
if we are going to see a change in the trends in family violence. 

The family violence restraining orders legislation was debated in November 2016. I encourage members who are 
interested in this topic to go back and look at the debate. All sides of the chamber made really good, robust 
contributions to debate on that legislation. I put it to members in this place that not one member is not passionate 
about trying to reduce the incidence of family violence in our community. As Minister for Police in the previous 
government, I had some involvement with the national recognition scheme of violence restraining orders. It sounds 
like a really great idea, but it was interesting to hear the police perspective at the time. From the perspective of 
police and the conversations I had with many police officers who deal in this area, their concern was that having 
a national recognition scheme might introduce some complacency on behalf of victims who think if they travel 
interstate, they will automatically be protected. If we are reliant on an information technology system that interacts 
with multiple jurisdictions in order for a violence restraining order notification to flow through seamlessly and 
notify authorities, we could perhaps be setting up victims to be vulnerable. At the time, the police adviser said to 
me that they would prefer to recognise violence restraining orders from other jurisdictions but have victims who 
are being protected by violence restraining orders come to police in each jurisdiction to report, and show their 
violence restraining order. The VRO will be automatically recognised by the court but there will be a contact point 
with police, which will mean police can connect those individuals with the appropriate services. Police can also 
check where they are living and see whether their living environment will make them more vulnerable, for 
example. Police can look at their housing and connect them with a family violence outreach service so victims can 
understand who they need to go to when they move to a different state to gain protection if they are worried about 
something. They will understand who to make contact with and what is available in the Western Australian system, 
for example, to support victims of family violence versus the New South Wales, Queensland, Victorian or other 
states’ systems. That was one concern raised by police. 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I do not have much time, member, so I do not really want an interjection. 

The IT system was also raised as a concern. Part of my robust discourse through the Council of Australian 
Governments meetings was to ensure that the federal government would fund the system upgrades that were 
needed. In Western Australia, the system is problematic in that issuing a violence restraining order through the 
court system is not a seamless process. The notification that goes through to police and for police to understand 
that a VRO has been issued does not flow through seamlessly. It is still a manual handling process. Police then 
have to serve the violence restraining order on the perpetrator and the victim needs to be notified when the violence 
restraining order has been served. Both parties need to understand what that means. 
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Each state had problems. For example, the police IT system operated on a different platform from the court IT 
system, which operated on a different platform from the child protection IT system, and other outreach services 
in the not-for-profit sector had their own management systems. The difficulty with a national system to 
recognise family violence restraining orders is getting all the computers to talk to each other. Anybody who has 
dealt in IT will know that even trying to get small systems to talk to each other is difficult. Big operating 
systems of government that operate under complex legislation often cannot transfer information seamlessly. 
I wanted to ensure at the time—I hope the ministers involved in this scheme have done so—that this state would 
not be disadvantaged. 

The number of victims moving interstate who would require this system to work and who would require those 
protections was not clear. A disproportionate number of violence restraining orders are issued in remote Aboriginal 
communities, so how will we ensure a seamless transfer of information when often a court will not sit for six to 
eight weeks? How will the system recognise the different kinds of restraining orders? Will our 72-hour police 
violence restraining order be recognised in every other jurisdiction or will only a court-ordered violence restraining 
order receive recognition? How will we categorise all these and make sure that they seamlessly click through all 
the judicial processes so that perpetrators can be identified by police and the police can ensure that the perpetrators 
understand that the police in each jurisdiction know that there is a VRO against their name to protect one or 
multiple victims? How will a victim know for certain that their violence restraining order will be registered under 
this new system and that the police in the particular jurisdiction know the individual who might be trying to track 
them down? The person to be protected may be being stalked, for example, by an individual in another state, so 
that individual would have no record in Western Australia. Even the agreements on sharing criminal records 
between jurisdictions are incomplete. Different states have different privacy laws around sharing criminal 
information. That can cause some difficulties with a national scheme like this working. 

I do not want to sound negative. I think it is a great idea. I am just highlighting for the house the issues raised in 
the Council of Australian Governments meetings that I attended that were inhibitors to this scheme being 
introduced earlier. Let us be clear: all this legislation will do is enable a national scheme to be developed. Unless 
things have changed significantly in the past eight months, we are a long way from having any of the states agree 
on the IT platform to manage an important system like this. Police services, judicial services and even government 
services in each state have different systems and they all think their system is the best. Which system will be the 
best to protect our victims? How can we ensure that that system is funded so that there is some uniformity of 
information and uniformity of response to support something as important as a national recognition scheme for 
violence restraining orders to protect the victims of family violence? 

As I have said, the opposition agrees with this legislation. We understand that the government has set a deadline 
within which to have this legislation enacted. We have no desire whatsoever to delay the passage of the legislation 
through this house. However, it is incumbent on us to flag the problems and pitfalls that we see in a program like 
this. We must be mindful all the time in this very emotional area of family violence that every decision needs to 
be made in the interests of the protection of the victim. Having been through some of the different COAG processes 
in the past, I am concerned that often senior officials in government are very protectionist about their systems and 
they forget about the victims they are there to protect. That will be the job of the ministers involved in the 
implementation of this scheme who now sit on the government benches. I wish them the best of luck with it. 

For all the victims of family violence in Western Australia, we need to ensure that we have a robust approach, that 
we have the appropriate police response and, importantly, that we have and continue to fund support services—
there are many of them out there—and education programs so that each and every one of those victims of family 
violence see a way to strengthen their resolve, build their self-esteem, retrain themselves and make a better choice 
in their relationship next time. 

MS L. METTAM (Vasse) [7.36 pm]: I would like to make some comments in support of the Domestic Violence 
Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017, which seeks to provide for, and is a step towards, a national recognition 
scheme for violence restraining orders. As other members in this place have stated, domestic and family violence 
is among the saddest and ugliest elements of our times. It knows no income class. It plagues all social statuses. 

[Quorum formed.] 

Ms L. METTAM: Today, one in six women will suffer physical violence by a current or former partner and one 
in four women will suffer emotional abuse by a current or former partner. This year, police will receive over 
45 000 reports of family violence, which is two and a half times the number in 2004. Over the last 12 months, 
there have been over 2 300 incidents of domestic violence across the south west region. In over 1 270 of these 
incidents, there were reports of children being present, which is equally concerning. The statistics also illustrate 
that there is a peak in the number of family and domestic violence cases over the holiday or summer period between 
November and January. I understand that local police and other authorities believe that there is a direct link to 
alcohol use that contributes to these figures. 
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Although domestic violence is an issue across a range of demographics, over 85 per cent of victims are female, 
which illustrates that we still have a significantly long way to go before we can shift a significant cultural problem. 
There is also a significant financial cost to the community associated with family and domestic violence. In its 
2012 survey, KPMG highlighted the fact that the economic cost of domestic violence to the country is $22 billion 
a year. It is married with significant social outcomes, such as the social isolation that people feel as a result of 
being a victim of family and domestic violence, rates of depression, anxiety and homelessness and also the strong 
link between family and domestic violence with the risk of academic failure. The outcomes and consequences of 
family and domestic violence are much greater than those very broad statistics that I originally spoke about.  

From a local perspective, I referred to the rates of reporting and statistics on family and domestic violence having 
increased significantly over time; in fact, the rate of reporting has increased two and a half times since 2004. 
Although these figures are concerning and point to individual tragedies, a lot of positive work is being done in 
communities to highlight the importance of this issue, the importance of putting the spotlight on these concerns 
and the valuable role that local communities play in removing the stigma attached to family and domestic violence 
and illustrating that under no circumstances is family and domestic violence okay.  

As the local member for Vasse, over the last couple of years I have been very pleased to welcome former member 
Tony Simpson and the member for Armadale, Tony Buti, to the electorate for their ride against family and domestic 
violence. This event was supported by local organisations, including Communicare, the Busselton White Ribbon 
Committee and the Over 50 Geographe Cycle Club. They are very positive community events that bring people 
together and put the spotlight on this issue. 

One of the more outstanding role models in the Vasse electorate and the community of Busselton is Rob Reekie, 
who since 2003 has been running a program called Mates, which is a unique program in Western Australia. Rob 
voluntarily provides 24-hour support for anger management and he provides emotional support and a roof over 
the heads of some of the persecutors of family and domestic violence. He also helps men who are in situations in 
which they do not know where to go and are very frustrated. Not all the men that Rob sees are persecutors of 
family and domestic violence, but a significant number are. Since 2003 he has seen and supported 2 000 men in 
his home and has raised over $80 000 towards this cause. Individually, he works about 70 hours a week to support 
these people who are struggling with depression, anxiety, homelessness and domestic violence. He does an 
outstanding job in the local community and he should be acknowledged for the great work he has done in an area 
that would be challenging for many. Last year he was acknowledged with the 2016 WA Regional Achievement 
and Community Award for his efforts. Rob made some comments to the local paper in response to winning and 
being acknowledged with this award. He said —  

I love what I do everyday … 

Before the awards I did some hard soul searching. 

One of the guy’s, who I helped 10 years ago, wife recently passed away, he said to me if it had not been 
for Mates they would never had spent the last seven years together.  

Rob Reekie has done an outstanding job in my community of Vasse as have the individuals who work for Waratah, 
Tuart House and Communicare. I take the opportunity to thank them for this commitment to what is a really 
important area of improving the lives of too many women and men in our community. 

MR M.J. FOLKARD (Burns Beach) [7.46 pm]: I rise in support of the Domestic Violence Orders 
(National Recognition) Bill 2017 and I thank the house for its time.  

I commend our Attorney General for a fantastic piece of legislation. This evening we have heard the members for 
Hillarys, Armadale, Mount Lawley, Scarborough and Vasse talk to this particular endeavour in support of 
improving the Restraining Orders Act. This bill introduces a couple of new sections. With my background as 
a policeman prior to coming to this house, I am very much mindful of the amendments in the bill and of where we 
stand and where we are today. The bill will bring us into a national scheme. I will relay to the house a specific 
incident in which we could have used the provisions of the bill to save someone with a young family from the 
particular intimidation she had gone through. I will come back to that a bit later on.  

The bill sets out legal consequences and recognition of orders that are raised in other states within the Federation 
and it sets out the abilities for information sharing between different jurisdictions. It is a great piece of legislation. 
But why do we need it?  

I will seek to define “domestic violence”. I will try to put it in layman’s terms using simple language. I will talk 
about some of the styles of abuse I have encountered over the years and some of the myths about domestic violence. 
Finally, I will tell another story about domestic violence that may provide a bit of humour in this serious situation.  

Before coming to this house, I was working at Morley Police Station. We received a call late on a Saturday 
afternoon, as I remember, about a lady who was walking in a park. She had a couple of young kids and she was 
absolutely lost. A complaint came through that she was talking to herself and was in a dazed state. I grabbed 
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a young “conny” and out we went. Sure enough, we found her in the park. She was hysterical, but she had gone 
past the point of crying and tears and absolute despair. We grabbed her. I took her back to the police station. She 
could not put a coherent sentence together—that is how exhausted she had become. I got her back to the station, 
sat her down and started to listen to her story. She was so worried about her two children. This is common in DV, 
or domestic violence. In the trade it is never called domestic violence; we just refer to it as DV because we 
encounter so much of it. I recall that the last three homicides I attended were all domestic violence related—all of 
them. Getting back to the story, I sat her down and we started talking. It took her about three cups of tea and a nice 
feed of pizza. She had not eaten in about two days, I think, just through her worry. It turned out that she had only 
just recently arrived in Perth, Western Australia. Her partner was a fairly horrific domestic violence offender. She 
saw an opportunity to get away from him. She managed to grab some of the household funds, jumped on a plane 
with her two children and flew from Sydney to Western Australia. She had no family here; she had nothing. All 
this was an attempt to get away from her husband. 
I will talk about it a bit later, but he tracked her. She had previously tried two or three times to get away from him. 
Everywhere she had gone, he had tracked her, but she could not work out how. When I found her, she kept 
repeating, “He’ll find me; he’ll find me. What am I going to do? He’ll find me.” Every time she had run away, he 
had found her and dragged her back into the abusive environment that she had tried to escape from. She could not 
work out how he was doing it. It was driving her to the point at which she could not think or speak rationally about 
her distress. I sat down with her and over time she started talking. I was able to get a statement from her. Getting 
a statement from a victim of domestic violence is one of the key things that poor police officers have to do, because 
if they do not get ink on paper, it is very hard to get a prosecution up. This is one of the tragedies police face every 
day when dealing with these horrific situations. I spent hours talking to her and we managed to get a fantastic 
statement from her. While talking to her, she started to receive texts on her phone from this individual. I read the 
texts. I started looking in depth at the conversations on the phone. There were threats such as, “I’m going to come 
over there and take the kids off you. I’m going to kill myself. I’m going to take the kids away from you.” Horrific 
things were being texted to her. This was all part of the intimidation that this individual was doing to this poor 
woman. During our conversation she produced a violence restraining order. It was taken out at Liverpool Local 
Court. It was a fantastic document. It looked like it had been served—great! I read all that and thought, “How am 
I going to get this bugger?” I went back and made a couple of phone calls. The VRO that was in place, which had 
been served properly in New South Wales, was not worth the paper it was written on in Western Australia. 
I thought to myself, “How can we fix this?” At the time, we could do nothing because I could not establish whether 
the court order that was in place in Sydney had practical effect here in Western Australia—and it did not. I could 
not take the matter to court; I could not charge this individual. 

One of the things I picked up on was the fact that he was on a plane on his way to Western Australia. I thought, 
“Happy days! We may have a chance of getting this bugger.” Before he arrived, I had two of my young connies 
meet him at the airport. Members who have been to Perth Airport would have noticed there is an Australian Federal 
Police contingent there. We were lucky—one of the police sergeants there was a mate I had served with in East 
Timor. After a couple of phone calls to him, we managed to identify what aircraft this individual was coming in 
on and two coppers met him as he stepped off the plane. So what did we do? I had a statement from this particular 
individual, but I did not have any ability to charge him with the breaches of restraining order that this woman had 
taken out. What could we do? In the meantime, we were looking after the kids and I was looking after her welfare, 
so we took it forward. The good thing about the Restraining Orders Act is that we can ring up magistrates at 
inconvenient times and take out a restraining order over the phone. The duty magistrate was Kieran Boothman, 
from memory. He was a fairly knowledgeable individual. He was one of the magistrates who set up our first 
domestic violence court in Joondalup. He was a very privileged, very learned man. Mr Boothman and I had 
a conversation over the phone and we were able to get a restraining order drawn up. Great—I had something that 
I could actually start to work with. After the individual was met at the airport, he was taken in to be interviewed 
in relation to the breaches. He said nothing, as is his right. He said, “Nuh, I’m not talking to you.” It was his 
intention to get out to try to find this poor woman and drag her back to Sydney. As I said, I was armed with this 
violence restraining order that I had obtained over the phone. I served it on him at the airport. Great; happy days. 
But he was still after her. How many members have the Find My iPhone app on their phone? Probably every other 
person here. That was the instrument he was using to track his partner. She was not particularly electronically 
savvy and he continually tracked her using this app. I thought to myself that there has to be a better way. Looking 
at her phone and that sort of stuff, I thought that this guy will continue to go after her. I said, “The only way we 
can do this is to put your phone in a bucket of water and laugh!” The only way to stop people from using phones 
to track people is to put the phone in a bucket of water, otherwise they will continue to do it. They will use iPhones, 
iCloud et cetera to continue to replicate this behaviour. I convinced her. I said, “Let’s put your phone in that bucket 
of water. We’ll find you another phone.” I notice that this government has awarded a grant to the Patricia Giles 
Centre to provide practical assistance to victims escaping family and domestic violence. The Pat Giles Centre is 
a fantastic centre and it was around back then. I managed to get her and the two kids to that centre that night. The 
perpetrator was walked onto the next plane heading back to Sydney. I spent the next two days trying to work out 
how I was going to charge this particular individual. It came down to the fact that I could not do it. The violence 
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restraining order that was in place in Sydney was not worth the paper it was written on in Perth. This legislation 
fixes that. A violence restraining order in Sydney is a violence restraining order that is empowered here in 
Western Australia. It is a good piece of legislation. 
There are some holes in it, but this is not the time to be talking about that. This stuff, this environment, when it 
comes to violence restraining orders, is something that we must champion. Any improvement is a good thing. It 
ensures that a restraining order that is empowered over east is empowered in Western Australia. It allows police 
to enforce them. A restraining order is only ever as good as the enforcement of the officers who stand behind it. It 
is also important to be mindful that it is only as effective as the support that can be put around the victims of this 
hideous affliction. And there are many, many victims. 
I look across the chamber and I count 10 fine ladies, both members and staff. I saw some figures here tonight that 
were quoted by everyone. If there are 10 women in this room, history tells me that at least three have been subject 
to some form of domestic violence. It could be more; it could be less. I will talk about the myths a bit later. But 
I go back: what is domestic violence? This may unsettle a few people and I apologise for that, but I will be quite 
blunt. It is a pattern of abusive behaviour through which a person seeks to control or dominate another person. 
Domestic and family violence occurs when someone in an intimate or familial relationship attempts to gain or 
maintain power and to maintain control over another through a wide range of abusive behaviours. Domestic 
violence is one of the leading causes of unnatural death for women aged between 15 and 44. It is horrible; I have 
been to too many homicides that relate to it.  
This abuse can occur in many ways—physical, psychological and verbal. I will go back to the psychological abuse, 
which is behaviour designed to undermine the sense of self such as name-calling, intimidation and sulking. The one 
that really gets to me is when they threaten suicide and threaten to take someone’s children with them when they 
do. Having recently attended one of those situations, or worked a weekend when one occurred, I know it is an 
absolutely horrific thing for the poor officers who attend, not to mention the consequences for the family involved. 
Verbal abuse is constant put-downs and name-calling, and making harassing and threatening phone calls. I spoke 
about a gentleman before. I counted the texts and messages he left in a 24-hour period; there were 935 either calls 
or texts he had made to the victim of that crime. I do not know how he could physically do that in a 24-hour period, 
but it was there to be seen.  
The physical abuse is the actual threatening, punching, bruising, the slapping and what goes on, including the 
making of threats, denial of sleep and further. There is also the denial of medical attention, although I have not 
seen much of that; normally the police take them away.  
It has been my experience that social abuse seems to come out in our culturally and linguistically diverse 
communities. I do not know why. I am speaking from anecdotal experience. This is about controlling an individual 
in matters such as what they can wear. In the Muslim community some of the violence I have seen is because the 
women are being told they must wear hijabs; they do not have to. Keeping women away from their families is part 
of the process, as is preventing them from leaving the house or going to a place of worship—somewhere they can 
get away from an individual. The abuser might be continually checking up on their victim or phoning them. I have 
seen that happen.  
Sexual abuse also occurs. I will not particularise it, but I will state this: forcing anyone to have sex is a criminal 
offence, even if the person is your partner. Do not forget that. In some places there is reproductive control. 
I remember the old phrase “keeping her barefoot and pregnant”. That was a form of abuse. It is horrible to use that 
sort of language and it is a form of abuse.  
Then there is financial abuse. I gave an example of that the other day. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr M.J. FOLKARD: I was up in Kalbarri and I had to go back and recover the financial documents so a woman 
could survive and get back on to her feet; she needed access to her banking details to get funding et cetera. When 
someone is stripped of all those details, it is almost impossible for them to stand on their feet, particularly if they 
do not have family support around them. It is scary.  
Another growing abuse trend is stalking, which seems to be a crime of modern significance. We never used to see 
it years ago, but now people are hanging around others’ addresses, trolling them on Facebook, following them and 
organising unwanted home deliveries. One of the interesting things I encountered was an individual who used to 
ring his ex-partner’s workplace and threaten the workplace so that she would leave that employment. She moved 
employment three times to get away from this individual, and he continually found her and started making abusive 
phone calls to her employers, to the point of her employers letting her go. To the credit of the final employer, he 
started ringing the abuser back and abusing him in the wee hours of the morning. The phone calls soon stopped. 
Looking after these people is key, and providing support is the way forward. 

An emerging trend is technological abuse, which is the use of electronic media to stalk domestic violence victims. 
I have known of tracking devices to be placed on vehicles, and using, again, the Find My iPhone app to track the 
individuals is quite common, as are hidden cameras, listening devices and using keystroke software. In one 
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situation we put a camera outside a house because we were really struggling to come to terms with the validity of 
the complaint of a particular victim. We put the camera outside her house and we tracked the offender coming in. 
He broke in through the front door of the house—I still to this day do not know how because I never saw any 
scratches on the door—he would go into the house, move a couple of paintings on the wall and leave. Nothing else 
would be done. The woman would come home and go absolutely out of her mind because someone had been in 
her house. We heard it from her so many times and we absolutely battled with, “Come on, this isn’t true.” So we 
put a camera on the front of the house. Guess what? At three o’clock in the morning the bloke turns up, goes to 
the house, unlocks the front door and walks in. We do not see what he does inside, but sure enough when she gets 
home from a night at work she again goes off—“Someone has been inside my house.” Sure enough, we go in, we 
unload the camera and there he is on the recording. We got the bugger. We charged him with 15 counts of breaching 
a violence restraining order. All he would do was go into the house and move pictures around. It was all about 
intimidating his ex-partner. It is absolutely horrific. 
I will talk about some of the myths surrounding domestic violence; there are a lot. Only a small number in our 
community experience domestic violence: what a load of crap! It goes right across. It goes from our very rich, 
most affluent people to our very poor. It is spread. There is not a cluster or a strength. To say that there is more 
domestic violence in a particular area and not in another is not true. It goes across everywhere. If members were 
to look at some of the maps the police hold—I used to use them as a tool—it can be shown that in time a whole 
community, no matter where we are, eventually gets covered with domestic violence incidents.  
The second domestic violence myth is that domestic violence happens only in certain cultures or communities. 
Even that people think along those lines gobsmacks me. It does not matter if someone is black, white or comes 
from a Muslim or Christian community, domestic violence is everywhere. The third myth is that men are violent 
in their relationships because they are stressed. No, that is not true. If someone is stressed there are ways to deal 
with it. I suggest that if someone is stressed there are good people and organisations out there they can talk to; 
people need to start talking to their doctors et cetera. History tells us it is only an excuse. It not because someone 
is stressed; it is because they are a perpetrator.  
The fourth myth is that it is easy to leave a violent or controlling relationship. I have heard people say, “Come on, 
you can get out of this.” It is so hard. One of the hardest things is to break the cycle of violence. Having been 
a policeman, convincing an individual who has been on the receiving end that they have to leave and get out of 
the house is so hard. They are worried about being threatened if they leave. We are taking them away from their 
homes. Probably about 10 years ago we were given the police orders. I commend all involved in that in Parliament 
because it was probably the best piece of powers-related legislation ever given to frontline officers. They gave 
them to us for 72 hours. I have to be honest with members, if we revisited that it should have been for a week. 
When we attended a DV incident and served those police orders, a trick was to serve it on not only the offender 
but also the victim. Two benefits of that were to make sure coppers were seen as being impartial and it sought to 
stop the behaviours and to break the cycle of violence. When victims feared getting back into the relationship, they 
would not want to leave, so putting a police order on both parties was a fantastic tool. We have not gone down the 
road of imposing reciprocal orders, but maybe in the future I would like to see it as something to discuss.  
One of the other myths is that some religions support domestic and family violence. I have not seen anything 
written in any Bible, the Koran or any other religious document showing support for domestic violence. Anyone 
who says that is kidding themselves and they need to be shown to be the fools they are. Another myth is that 
violent men come from violent homes. That is not true. There may be a relationship between men and being raised 
in a childhood full of violence, but it is only a contributing factor. It is not what underpins the domestic violence 
in those situations. Another myth is that all men are violent, but that is not true. I have worked in a violent 
environment for many years. I am not a violent person; not many policemen are. They see it so often that nothing 
is more abhorrent to them. The final myth is that that there are as many male domestic violence victims as there 
are women victims. That is crap. I cannot say it any clearer than that. Some of the legislation indicates that 
87 per cent of women suffer from domestic violence. In my experience, it is more like 99 per cent. In 27 years of 
dealing with domestic violence, I can recall only two incidents. I will refer later to two men who were victims of 
domestic violence. It is always the other way around. I do not know where these statistics are produced, but that 
is from my own anecdotal, frontline experience.  
I have a few more myths that I will not go into, but in finishing I will try to be a little lighthearted. Many years 
ago, I was stationed at Northam as a very young constable. One night we were called to a domestic situation at 
one of those old railway houses that members will remember and that had a lovely front lawn. We got to the house 
and we could hear yelling and screaming coming from inside. A huge gentleman answered the door. If he was six 
feet 10, I would whistle—he was a monster of a man. We got inside the house. His partner was quite a large lady. 
In time I got to know her a lot better and she was a fine one. They were yelling and screaming at one another and 
I somehow ended up in the middle of them. I do not know how that happened and to this day I still scratch my 
head about it. I was trying to hold him back from her. As I said, he would have been six feet eight inches and it 
was rough and tumble in the hallway. I remember feeling an arm come flying past my ear, then crack, the woman 
hit the poor bloke smack on the chin and knocked him clean out. The pair of us fell like a pair of buffaloes. 
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I remember rolling over and seeing him out for the count. I remember picking him up, taking him outside and 
dressing him up. By then he had started to come around. I thought he had broken his jaw. As I felt around his jaw, 
it clicked back in. His partner had hit him so hard that she knocked him out and dislocated his jaw. I thought, 
“Oh, my God!” We picked him up and took him down to the hospital. In those days if I called out the volunteer 
ambulance it would have taken half an hour to 40 minutes. I put him in the back of the van and got him home. My 
partner was inside having a chat to the lady involved. We got back in the car and drove him to the hospital. We 
rang his brother, who came over and we read him the riot act aimed at stopping him from going home for the next 
24 hours. We said, “Yep, great, happy days.” I got back in the parked car, looked at my partner and asked what 
we were going to do. He turned to me and said, “We’re going to call it a draw.” We left it at that. The funny thing 
was that we never went back to that house ever again. I think the power in that house changed from the day she 
was able to sort him out and stop that cycle of violence. I say to all members that this is a good piece of legislation 
and I hope we get it through this house as fast as we possibly can. Thank you for your time.  

MR K.M. O’DONNELL (Kalgoorlie) [8.15 pm]: I, too, would like to talk in support of this Domestic Violence 
Orders (National Recognition) Bill. Like the members for Burns Beach and Darling Range, I am a retired police 
officer. However, I joined in the 1980s when the phrase domestic violence was never used; there was no such thing 
as domestic violence. We would go to a domestic. When we attended an incident, we identified that the husband, 
boyfriend or partner had been violent towards their partner. Many a time the person would not want to press any 
charges. The only thing we could do then was to entice the partner or husband outside the front gate of the house. 
Once we could persuade him to talk to us on the footpath, we would grab him and throw him in the back of the 
van. We would charge him with being drunk under section 53 of the Police Act, one of the worst sections we ever 
got rid of. That would help the partner have a restful evening because they would not be abused for the rest of the 
night. It would give the person an opportunity to do something. There were no women’s refuges in those days and 
it was up to the partner to wait for the husband to come home after court or use the four to six hour chance to bolt.  

Times have changed. As my learned friends have said, the police department now puts much time and effort into 
domestic violence issues. The member for Scarborough was quite correct when she said that when police attended 
a domestic violence incident they could be there for hours. I went out with a young police officer about 18 months 
ago when they were short staffed and we had to go to a domestic violence incident. We attended and the bloke 
said that the wife and kids had gone. In the 1980s we would accept that, get back on the road and move on. 
However, we cannot take the partner’s word any more so, as police, we would have to drive around and find the 
partner to ensure she was okay. If it takes half a day, it takes a whole day and the matter is handed over to the next 
shift. That happens, so in this day and age police see domestic violence as a priority.  

There are violence restraining orders, not domestic violence orders. Violence restraining orders can be taken out 
by anyone, not just a partner but also a family member. Members would probably be surprised to learn that students 
take them out against school students. Teachers take out VROs out against other teachers. What goes on in the 
community is mind boggling. I will go quickly through the process of taking out a violence restraining order for 
those who have no idea what happens. If a person wishes to take out a domestic violence restraining order, they 
must attend the local Magistrates Court. If a juvenile, aged 17 years or younger, wishes to take out one, a parent, 
family member or guardian must attend with them. They are asked to fill in forms as part of the application, and it 
is in this area that I hope the legislation can help court staff improve their customer service. At the moment, when 
a person fills in a violence restraining order form and they put down the guy’s name as “Billy Smith”, the court 
staff have to accept that application even if they do not put down a date of birth or an address and whether the 
subject of the DVRO is male or female. The police then must work out who Billy Smith is and whether Billy is 
a boy or a girl, and things like that. When I was a police officer, I tried to get the Kalgoorlie court staff to ask 
questions but they said that they were not allowed to do that; that it is up to the person making the application to 
put down what they wish. Hopefully, things will change and a heap of more information is put on those forms. 

Once the application has been made, the applicant must go to the magistrate and give evidence under oath about 
what has occurred. The magistrate will ask questions and, if satisfied, will issue an interim restraining order. The 
subject of the DVRO then has 21 days to object to the interim violence restraining order. Once an interim 
restraining order is issued, it is emailed to police headquarters and the local police station. Police print it off and, 
hopefully, with the information supplied, will act on it that day—there and then. The days are gone when police 
would say, “It is only a restraining order. We won’t worry about it.” For anyone who does not know, DVROs are 
a high priority in the police department. 

Sometimes when interim restraining orders are emailed to headquarters, they are not entered on the police 
computer. A running sheet must be attached to the restraining order and if the restraining order is not entered into 
the computer, the running sheet cannot be updated. That has occurred. We need to ensure, now that DVROs will 
be recognised Australia-wide, that that does not occur. If a domestic violence restraining order is issued, it must 
be entered into the computer. Police in every jurisdiction must be able to update those running sheets. I assume 
running sheets will be attached to DVROs Australia-wide. Running sheets show clearly what action police officers 
have taken. If nothing is on the running sheet and it is updated eight days later, questions will be asked. 
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Once a restraining order is served by a police officer, it is emailed direct to headquarters to be updated and the 
service copy sent back to court. I would like to see improvements in the serving of restraining orders so that we 
can locate someone on a mine site. This was never an issue with restraining orders in the early days because there 
were hardly any mine sites. There are a bucketload of mine sites throughout Australia now, especially in 
Western Australia in very remote areas—they are so remote that police sometimes will not drive out to serve them 
because time and costs are taken into account. Police try to work out, by rule of thumb, when that person will 
return to their place of origin. I would like restraining orders to be served over the phone. That can be done now, 
but only after an application to serve it by phone is made to the court. Forms have to be filled in and applications 
have to go before a magistrate. But to get magistrates to approve them, police officers have to show everything 
they have done to try to serve it before they will be allowed to serve it by a phone call. That can take days. If an 
application is made on a Friday, sometimes the court cannot deal with it until Monday, which means in the 
meantime the subject of the DVRO may realise that the police have found him and he is on the move again and 
the police will have to find him again. My firm opinion is that once a DVRO is issued, it should be able to be 
served by telephone if that can achieve the quickest and easiest result. 

Mr B. Urban interjected. 

Mr K.M. O’DONNELL: Yes, and he is aware of that. 

The police have to go through the process of finding out who the person is. The less red tape police have to deal 
with, the easier it is to serve DVROs and for the police to carry on with their job. 

A member said that domestic violence is passed down and is ingrained in families. The police call it the “circle of 
life”. When I first arrived in Kalgoorlie in 1984, I saw groups of Aboriginals, old and very young people, sitting, 
drinking, arguing and fighting on verges and in the middle of parks. The kids would watch me arrive and arrest 
dad for hitting their mum. I would take dad away. The young kid would then put one and one together and think, 
“When I get older I’ll drink. I’ll hit my woman if she arcs up. Police will come and take me away. Okay, that’s the 
way life is.” I did not believe that that would happen, but it did. I have seen it. It has been very, very disappointing 
for me to have arrested people, whom I knew as little kids, for committing offences that I had so badly wanted 
them not to commit. 

As the members for Hillarys and Vasse have said, the opposition thoroughly supports this bill. I have said before 
about various matters that anything that can help the community in any way—I believe this bill will help the 
community—is a good thing. I commend the government for bringing this bill forward. I will not keep talking, but 
I want to say that I commend everybody who has stood up and spoken on the bill. I have listened to the debate 
from in this chamber and from my office, and every member has said exactly what I believe in. Hopefully, we will 
get this bill done and dusted. 

MS E. HAMILTON (Joondalup) [8.28 pm]: I rise this evening to make a brief contribution to the Domestic 
Violence Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017. Currently, in Western Australia if someone is granted 
a violence restraining order it has effect only in this state. The bill will mean that every domestic violence 
restraining order issued in WA is recognised in the rest of the country. Additionally, for those people who move 
to WA and have been granted a DVRO in another state or territory, that DVRO will be recognised in 
Western Australia and, more importantly, enforceable across the country. This bill will form part of a national 
framework. 

The rates of family and domestic violence in the community are too high. The flow-on effects of DVROs on 
individuals and their families are wideranging, from a need for a roof over their head, financial support, legal 
advice, health appointments and counselling—I could go on. 

The bill is the result of an agreement by all leaders at the Council of Australian Governments meeting in late 2015. 
Following that agreement, a National Domestic Violence Order Scheme was developed. The scheme recognises 
this matter at a national level and is due to be implemented nationally on 25 November this year to coincide with 
White Ribbon Day. It is a shame that WA lags behind the rest of the country in its legislative preparedness. WA is, 
in fact, the only jurisdiction yet to implement this enacting legislation. We need to pass this bill as a matter of 
priority. It should have already been passed. The previous government could have done all things necessary to 
bring on this legislation in this place post the COAG decision in late 2015 if had deemed it a matter of priority that 
needed attention. That did not occur. This government is bringing it forward as one of its first priorities in office. 
It acknowledges that domestic and family violence is at alarming levels and is not an issue that can be ignored. 
Last financial year, the police received nearly 51 000 domestic violence incident reports in Western Australia and 
that in 2016, 19 people lost their lives as a result of domestic homicide. The McGowan Labor government is 
committed to dealing with this significant issue and has appointed Simone McGurk as Minister for Prevention of 
Family and Domestic Violence, which shows just how serious the government is. It makes sense that we start to 
deal with legislative changes that can ensure victims are adequately protected. Although WA is a few steps behind 
other Australian states, our relevant agencies are preparing to implement the National Domestic Violence Order 
Scheme “on the ground”. In WA now a victim of family and domestic violence is able to apply for a violence 
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restraining order via the Magistrates Court. An interim order is able to be made by a magistrate. The respondent 
is given leave to appeal and a hearing is set for the final application. The magistrate then has the ability to make 
or withdraw a VRO, or an undertaking between parties can be signed. But this VRO is only valid in the state of 
WA. If a person from WA moves interstate, under the new legislation the government has introduced the VRO 
will still be valid and enforceable; and likewise for people who have been granted a VRO in a different state but 
who choose to move to WA, there will no longer be a problem. 

Family and domestic violence is not discriminatory. It reaches all corners of our community, across all ages, races 
and professions. I refer to an article in The West Australian titled “Domestic violence at record high”, that states 
we need a much stronger, coordinated policy framework and response to family and domestic violence. Another 
article stated that three out of every five assault victims in the state were women. Members have spoken about the 
overrepresentation of women as victims of domestic violence, but we need to acknowledge that men, too, need 
support. We also need to keep an eye out for children who are often victims of family and domestic violence. 

Anglicare statistics suggest that 34 per cent of homeless people in WA are escaping domestic violence. On any 
given night, about 9 600 people in the state face homelessness, with another 7 070 living in caravan parks or 
crowded dwellings. People fleeing violent situations often leave with nothing. Their lives are turned completely 
upside down and they need support in every aspect of their lives. Those who are able to make it to a local refuge 
will be provided crisis accommodation and all the things needed to support those first few days and weeks. As 
I said, women are over-represented in the incidence of domestic violence and it is a sad and sorry truth that children 
are involved in these cases. 

The government has given this bill urgent status. I refer to just one of the many reasons for this—the assault 
statistics contained in Australian Bureau of Statistics 2016 data. From 2015 to 2016, the victimisation rate for 
FDV-related assault rose in the Australian Capital Territory, Tasmania and WA. In the ACT it rose 33 per cent to 
240 victims per 100 000 people. In Tasmania it rose 10 per cent to 255 victims per 100 000 people. In 
Western Australia it rose by 12 per cent, which meant there were 792 victims per 100 000 people. The numbers 
are recorded, and the problem is very prevalent. 

Many not-for-profit organisations do great work supporting victims of family and domestic violence in this space; 
the work they do is second to none. The women and children who present to refuges have often had terrible 
experiences, and it is in those initial days that they will start to get their lives back to normal. Joondalup is lucky 
to have the Patricia Giles Centre, a local women’s refuge, and through Labor’s Local Jobs, Local Projects initiative 
I presented a cheque for $40 000 as a small acknowledgement of the work the centre does for our community. 
These funds will provide a family holiday camp for women and children escaping family and domestic violence; 
it will be a safe environment in which these families can reconnect and receive support from counsellors. There 
will also be funding for new mattresses to replace old and worn ones, and for new bedlinen, pillows and covers, 
crockery, pots and pans, DVD players, and vacuum cleaners and cleaning products; they seem like trivial items to 
you and me, but it is very important for a refuge to provide them to people who do not have much at all. 

I do not think that anyone disagrees that we, as members of Parliament and more widely community members, 
have a duty to address this issue. The number of people experiencing family and domestic violence need to start 
to turn around. We have to consider that family and domestic violence issues are in the worst place right now, 
because the truth is that the statistics are terrible. We need to ensure that legislation is going to be relevant and that 
we provide the necessary framework for the legal system. More importantly, we need to ensure that we continue 
to educate our young people of today about this issue. Our ultimate goal is to prevent this behaviour. 

I would like to take a moment to reflect on the work that my colleague in this place Tony Buti does in this space, 
which was mentioned earlier this evening. I attended a very well-supported high tea yesterday afternoon to support 
the Ride Against Domestic Violence, a charity ride from Busselton to Perth, that raised much-needed funds for 
organisations supporting victims of domestic and family violence. It was a great afternoon, with a heartfelt 
contribution from a strong woman, Judith, who spoke firsthand of her experience at the hands of her ex-husband. 
More importantly, there was a great turnout and lots of money raised for a very worthwhile cause. 

In 2015, a report was released by the Ombudsman titled “Investigation into issues associated with violence 
restraining orders and their relationship with family and domestic violence fatalities”. The report refers to the 
national plan to reduce violence against women and their children for 2010–2022. It points out that by the end of 
2015, the Council of Australian Governments will agree on a national domestic violence order scheme that will 
be automatically recognised and enforceable in any state or territory of Australia. This legislation will enable that. 
The plan will develop national standards for how we intervene against perpetrators and hold them accountable. It 
will enact a national approach to dealing with online safety and the misuse of technology so that we can protect 
women against newer forms of abuse. 

The bill we are debating this evening came about from conversations at COAG and it sends a clear message to the 
community that the Western Australian Parliament takes the issue of family and domestic violence seriously. It 
will also potentially increase understanding around the issue and allow for a system that will support victims and 
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their children and families when they move around the country. As a local MP, I will not be alone in saying that 
all sorts of people contact our office, by walking through our doors or phoning, about a variety of issues. I also 
know that many of us have heard from local constituents who are struggling or are faced with family and/or 
domestic violence. They may have called for details of support organisations, where to get a food parcel, or how 
to access a financial support. These conversations are real; they are happening now with people who are contacting 
our offices as we speak. 

I am looking forward to the implementation of the national database across the country by the end of 2019. The 
mandatory sharing of information in these matters will only add to ensuring that victims are adequately protected, 
and that perpetrators are held to account. This government is committed to addressing family and domestic 
violence. It has joined the national Our WATCh program, driving cultural and behavioural change in WA. It has 
introduced 10 days’ leave for public sector employees experiencing domestic violence and has funded the 
RSPCA’s Pets in Crisis program. This is just the beginning, although I feel that some work is still required to be 
done. I feel that in addressing the issue of family and domestic violence through the Magistrates Court, we also 
need to look at the Family Court system in WA and the ways in which these two courts operate. I strongly support 
this legislation and feel that it brings the system of VROs into the twenty-first century. It makes sense, with 
advances in technology, that we have a single national database and that WA is brought into line with the rest of 
the states on this issue. I look forward to further progress on this matter over the coming term. I thank members 
for their attention. 
MR T.J. HEALY (Southern River) [8.39 pm]: I rise to speak on the Domestic Violence Orders 
(National Recognition) Bill 2017. I refer to my inaugural speech earlier this year when I spoke about the pain and 
damage that domestic violence causes in my community of Southern River, within the larger city of Gosnells and 
the southeast corridor, which I note with sadness has the highest incidence of domestic violence in the metropolitan 
area. This bill supports the National Domestic Violence Order Scheme, a Council of Australian Governments 
agreement to establish a national cross-recognition scheme for restraining orders relating to family and domestic 
violence. 
The bill will enable Western Australia to be part of the national system. It is part of a suite of reforms that the 
McGowan Labor government has committed to delivering during its term, to change and save lives affected by 
domestic and family violence. The bill is based on a law framework that was developed by a national working 
group, and this bill, in conjunction with corresponding laws in other states and territories, will remove barriers to 
the operation of the scheme in areas such as information sharing. This essentially will ensure that families that are 
fleeing pain and moving interstate to escape or re-establish themselves will not need to register again and again 
with multiple courts, which furthers the pain and stress already endured. 
I have said before that one of the biggest issues in Gosnells and Southern River is reported and unreported domestic 
violence. It has been my experience that domestic violence in Gosnells and Southern River drives poverty, 
unemployment and homelessness, is a block to education and literacy, and leads to disadvantage, drug use and the 
cycles of crime that imprison my community and lock in cycles of disadvantage. It is my goal as the local member 
to do more than we do now. I mentioned before that Southern River rests within the larger City of Gosnells and 
the south-east corridor. We share postcodes and we tragically share the highest incidence of domestic violence—
there is disproportionately more family and domestic violence in our suburbs than in the rest of the community. 
When we incorporate people from culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds, the figures are even worse. 
More people die and more people are assaulted by their family members in my community. It is not good enough. 
As a teacher in the student services department in a Gosnells school I spent far too much time dealing with what 
I call the darkness—the effects of young people living in fear, experiencing the daily and nightly terror of domestic 
and family violence. It involved far too many calls to the Department for Child Protection and Family Support and 
far too many referrals to our school psychologist and health services. The tragedy of this is that not only do cycles 
unfortunately repeat themselves, but also the victims often become the next generation’s perpetrators. The tragedy 
is that when a child and their family are involved in family and domestic violence, they also fail at school. Their 
education suffers, literacy and numeracy standards get worse, drug use skyrockets, other cycles of crime and 
delinquency take hold and cycles of disadvantage are locked in. I will mention WA Labor’s commitments on this 
more broadly later, but as a teacher, I know how important early intervention and education of our young people is. 

WA Labor’s commitment and our policy was to identify evidence-based, respectful relationship programs suitable 
for delivery in schools and to provide funding for the programs to be delivered by an organisation with appropriate 
expertise. This is brilliant. The City of Gosnells has a passionate advocate in Adelle Cochran as our director of 
community engagement. When I was a Gosnells councillor, Director Cochran would speak of the positive, 
capacity-building programs that we could fund, and further fund, to engage in proactive and early intervention 
work in schools and across the community. If we can roll these programs out, we will see an effect. If we can fund 
these programs, we will see an effect. If we can support these programs, we will change and save lives. Last year, 
as a Gosnells teacher and a Gosnells councillor, I was honoured to participate in a forum in which the City of 
Gosnells, with our Gosnells Older Women’s Network (WA) and Starick, invited former Australian of the Year, 
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Rosie Batty, to speak in Gosnells to a packed Don Russell Performing Arts Centre theatre about her experiences 
and her story. This is one of the first times that Gosnells and south-east corridor police, community services, 
councillors, schools and organisations have come together to speak about what we can do to continue the 
conversation and effect real change to break the cycles of domestic and family violence in our community. We 
need more of this proactive work to change lives. I look forward to working with the member for Fremantle, our 
state’s first Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence, to help continue the work that has begun 
and will continue as part of this government. There should be more of these forums in Gosnells and more of these 
conversations, and there will be. I look forward to working with the minister, local councils, Starick and local 
representatives to again bring people together as part of an ongoing dialogue and strategy. 

I want to mention some amazing advocates in this space. The first is Nicola Coleman, whom I was able to work 
with when she was a community health nurse in Armadale and Gosnells. A domestic violence survivor herself, 
she led the way in developing a book, Broken to Brilliant, a collection of stories from domestic violence survivors. 
She had the book published and she then began the journey to have a copy placed on the beds of every domestic 
violence shelter in Western Australia. This is an incredible woman. I am happy to announce that her book has won 
a bronze award in the USA in the self-help category, and it continues to do great work. The feedback that Nicola 
gets from other survivors who have read the book while in refuges is that it helps those victims in their journey 
back to recovery, and it helps them to not feel isolated. At a recent rally Nicola Coleman spoke bravely about her 
experiences and said that domestic and family violence should be renamed domestic terror. She said — 

“When you look at global terror, everybody can relate to the potential threat,” … 

“Everybody understands that you don’t have to have experienced the physical violence to feel terrified. 
Domestic terror starts with emotional abuse.” 

When Nicola spoke to me she related emotional abuse as the first indicator of domestic violence, and that this too 
often proceeds to physical violence and then murder. The woman who helped Nicola Coleman bring this book 
together—I will not mention her name—had to flee Western Australia and move to a completely different state 
and completely change her name and that of her children to protect them. This legislation will keep her and her 
family safe. 

I commend the Women’s Council for Domestic and Family Violence Services in WA, in addition to the many 
incredible individuals who organise and participate in the White Ribbon rallies in WA and the rest of Australia to 
raise awareness about violence against women and to campaign for perpetrators to be held to account. The 
council’s chief executive, Angela Hartwig, tells us that every death is preventable, and that, on average, 18 to 
20 Western Australians are still being killed every year. Inadequate funding of refuges means that one in two 
women are being turned away. We can all do better than this. I also refer to an esteemed mental health professional, 
Vanessa Birkinshaw, who works within this field. Vanessa told me of the people she has worked with who have 
had to flee to different states to avoid violence. After passing this bill, things will hopefully be a little better, but 
current laws do not support the violence restraining orders being transferred from state to state. She told me that it 
might be suggested that some women go into hiding, including with their children. It might be suggested that 
children are homeschooled, which might not be the parent’s first preference for education, and that rather than run 
the risk of being discovered and subjected to further violence, the children, who are often still experiencing trauma, 
then fall under the radar to receive specialist help from health services. VROs being available and supported from 
state to state will benefit parents as well as the children who have been affected by violence, as they will therefore 
be able to access relevant services. I commend Starick in my community for the incredible work it does in saving 
and changing lives every day. Starick has led the way in providing outreach services to victims of domestic 
violence. I want to commend the work, as other members have, of Leanne Barron, the chief executive officer of 
Starick. She leads an incredible team of individuals. I look forward to supporting them and advocating for the work 
they do in my time in this role. 

WA Labor and the McGowan state government is to be commended on its work in this area. I mentioned that we 
have the state’s first Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence. Well done to the member for 
Armadale and the Deputy Premier, who are advocates for raising funds and awareness in this space. Matt Keogh, 
the federal member for Burt, is a passionate parliamentarian on this issue, along with Emma Husar, the member 
for Lindsay in our national Parliament. I hope we can get Emma to WA for an event and community conversations 
later this year. I commend the McGowan government for making commitments to address this issue when we were 
in opposition, and now, in government, we are delivering on that election commitment. 
I refer to our policy statement — 

A McGowan Labor Government will introduce the most comprehensive package of reforms … to support 
people that are victims of family and domestic violence. 

We will take a holistic multi-faceted approach to break the culture of violence in our families and 
communities including important reforms to the justice system, preventative education strategies and 
ensure a coordinated cross-government approach to the unacceptable rate of family violence in WA. 
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It is fantastic that our government has signed up to the Our Watch program—national leadership to prevent family 
and domestic violence. I also commend moves to support the animals of families experiencing domestic and family 
violence to establish an easy entry pathway for victims’ pets to be safely housed away from perpetrators of 
domestic and family violence. 

This bill is important. Raising awareness of this issue is important. Action to address family and domestic violence 
is important, and I will tell members why. I mentioned earlier the Rosie Batty forum I attended in Gosnells last 
year. I was part of the Rosie Batty forum and took with me several students from Southern River College who 
were victims of domestic and family violence. They had heard about this forum and had approached me to take 
part in it. Our school was more than happy for them to take part. The students told me afterwards that the forum 
was life changing and that they had no idea that so many others in the community were experiencing this issue just 
like they were. They found that they were not alone. At the end of the forum, one of my students approached 
Rosie Batty and gave her the biggest hug and told her how much her words had meant to her. That student now 
fights for others and is part of our cause. Know that together we can change lives. I commend the bill to the house. 

MR D.T. PUNCH (Bunbury) [8.52 pm]: I, too, rise in support of the Domestic Violence Orders 
(National Recognition) Bill 2017 and, in doing so, I think about the tragedy that we have to discuss this bill. The 
tragedy is that in 2017, victims of violence need to relocate to another jurisdiction to feel safe and that today we 
still do not have a national system that can provide for continuity of orders to assist in the protection of those 
people from the perpetrators. 

I listened with a lot of interest to the experiences of many members in this house who have spoken on the bill. 
Some of those experiences are deeply personal; other experiences relate to the lives of the people they represent. 
I was particularly fascinated by the member for Burns Beach’s discussion of his experiences in the police force, 
and the experiences of the member for Kalgoorlie, with whom I share a similar vintage. It was back in the 1980s 
when I, as a young social worker, first went out into the wheatbelt and experienced the complete lack of resources 
that existed to support people who were in tragic circumstances and the willingness and cooperation at a local level 
of people who worked in rural communities to try to achieve outcomes. Back in those days, the department 
I worked for was known as the Department for Community Welfare. It was interesting because the structure around 
what was then considered to be “domestics”, as the member for Kalgoorlie mentioned, was very much around 
traditional notions of power and control and the relationships between men and women and how they were 
exercised. It was so prevalent in the thinking of the day that, as a young social worker, I can remember receiving 
an instruction that if I was to assist a woman leaving home because of domestic violence circumstances, I was to 
advise the perpetrator first. That was essentially about safeguarding the perpetrator’s interests in property and his 
rights in that situation. For a 22 or 23-year-old social worker driving out to a lonely farm at the back of Moora in 
the depths of the wheatbelt to advise a perpetrator that I was about to assist his partner to relocate to Perth as the 
only option, it was not something to be taken lightly. In those days, it was not seen necessarily as a police 
responsibility; it was also seen as the responsibility of social workers in the bush. I confess to the sin that I totally 
disregarded that instruction. There was no way that I was going to be knocking on the door of a perpetrator to seek 
endorsement or otherwise about relocation. However, it does say a lot about the values that existed not so long ago 
around this issue, and those values are still prevalent today; we do not have to dig too hard to find them. 

Later on in the 1990s, I came across a similar incident in which a minister of the day—I think by then we had 
changed our name to the Department of Communities—decided that domestic violence as a concept was not 
relevant, that we should really be discussing family violence and that it was a relationship counselling matter, not 
a power-and-control matter. The two things in common with those perspectives were that they were both subjective 
opinions of the minister of the day, with not a lot of evidence, fact or analysis behind those views. We have come 
a long way since those days, and I am sure that the member for Kalgoorlie would agree in his own discussions on 
this bill. We now understand that, quite clearly, this is about an issue of power and control. It is about a family 
member, or a partner or an ex-partner, attempting to physically or psychologically dominate or harm in many 
forms—physical violence, sexual abuse, emotional abuse, intimidation, economic deprivation and threats. In my 
social work career, I even saw many overseas women subjected to threats about migration control and withdrawal 
of visa support. More recently, we have seen more extreme forms of violence, with the use of accelerants, murder–
suicides and the growing issue of social media abuse. 

That is a very clinical analysis of domestic violence. I was very impressed with the member for Armadale’s 
comments about injecting the notion of intimacy into this discussion. In doing so, he really went to the heart of the 
trust and familiarity in family relationships and the fundamental breach of trust that occurs in a climate of violence 
or even in a climate of the anticipation of violence. As a social worker, I know that the anticipation of what might 
happen often, in the person’s experience, far exceeded the relief felt when it had actually happened, no matter how 
difficult that was. The anticipation and fear of that door opening and the violence to come had a significant impact 
through long-term harm and damage to the victim and to the victim’s children. 

I think the contemporary view today at a policy level and across many agencies is absolutely about the 
non-acceptability of domestic violence. More and more people are drawing attention to dealing with domestic 
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violence in a totally unambiguous manner, making it clear that it is unacceptable and perpetrators have to be 
accountable. But there is still a long way to go given the rates of violence and the escalation in the forms of violence 
that we are seeing. In the 2016–17 financial year, WA Police had a total of 50 755 reports of domestic violence, 
with nine lives lost. In the south west police district in the same financial year, police received 904 reports of 
domestic violence assaults, which was 24 per cent of all offences. It is having a dramatic and continuing impact 
on our community. That is a rate over the year of around 504 assaults per 100 000 people. 
The member for Armadale also referred earlier to the 2015 Ombudsman’s report on domestic violence. In that 
report, it was stated that 72 per cent of victims in the review period were female and that 33 per cent were 
Indigenous people. As we know from all the evidence, the issue is overwhelmingly about women being subjected 
to domestic violence. As the member for Mount Lawley mentioned, there are repeated incidents of underreporting, 
and that figure could be as high as one in five. 
Since coming to office in March this year, this government has appointed the first dedicated Minister for 
Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence. I know that many members on our side have mentioned that fact, 
but it is absolutely a fundamental principle in the policy direction of this government and evidence of the 
significance with which we intend to address the matter. The state has joined the national Our Watch program, 
which aims to drive cultural and behavioural change. We have introduced 10 days’ leave for victims of family and 
domestic violence. That is pretty important from a public sector point of view because it is a leadership role that 
recognises that people who are involved in these situations have fundamental difficulties in re-establishing their 
lives and getting balance back in terms of being able to continue in their work role while minimising the damage 
that has occurred. Providing that leave gives people the space to make considered decisions, get their affairs in 
order and undertake what actions they may need to take to obtain a restraining order. 
This government awarded a grant to the Patricia Giles Centre for practical assistance to victims. It also funded the 
RSPCA’s Pets in Crisis program. It is not just about enabling pets to have a safe place to go; it is fundamental to 
preserving relationships that children in particular might have with pets. It provides longer term recovery from 
domestic violence scenarios. 
A number of government and non-government agencies provide services to help protect and support victims. In 
my electorate, I am very pleased to have worked with South West Refuge, South West Community Legal Centre, 
Waratah Sexual Assault Service, South West Women’s Health and Information Centre, Milligan Community 
Learning and Resource Centre, and Hudson Road Family Centre. Like all services in the non-government sector, 
they are overwhelmed with demand. 
The Ombudsman’s report into domestic violence identified nine principles to deal with domestic violence. I think 
it is important to again put them on the record because they go to the heart of how both government and 
non-government agencies approach and view the issue of domestic violence. The first principle is that it is 
recognised that perpetrators use family and domestic violence to exercise power and control over their victims. It 
is not just a spontaneous burst of anger and it is not because a perpetrator needs a little bit of counselling; it is 
because of a fundamental exercise of power and control in an intended manner. 
The second principle is that victims will resist violence and try to protect themselves wherever possible. The third 
principle is that victims may seek help to resist violence and protect themselves, including help from state 
government departments and authorities, and that positive and consistent responses from those authorities and 
non-government agencies can help prevent and reduce further violence. 
The fifth principle is something that I saw time and again in my early years as a social worker; that is, victims’ 
decisions may not always align with the expectations of agencies. This should not reflect on the victim. The victim 
makes decisions from their own world view, their own fears and anxieties and from their own view of what is 
possible, and the fact that that might not coincide with what an agency thinks is the best way forward is not 
something for which we should blame the victim. 
The sixth principle is that perpetrators make decisions to act violently—it is a conscious choice. It is not an 
unconscious choice; it is a conscious act. The seventh principle is that perpetrators avoid taking responsibility for 
their behaviour and being held accountable. That goes to the heart of the principle that to truly effect change, 
a person has to accept accountability and responsibility. We have often had that discussion in this house. 
The eighth principle is that perpetrators make decisions to act violently. The ninth principle relates to decisive 
responses by state agencies. Holding perpetrators to account can have a positive impact. We need to recognise that 
perpetrators can seek to manipulate agencies to maintain power and control over their victims and to avoid being 
held accountable. In her discussion, the member for Vasse highlighted the importance of dealing with perpetrators 
on the basis of acceptance of accountability. That principle is so important because too often loopholes in the court 
system have been used to inflict multiple actions, which have taken the victim back through the story of abuse 
time and again. That in itself can end up being a form of abuse. 
This bill is fundamentally important to those people who have a need to leave one jurisdiction and seek refuge in 
another. It will define those orders that are being recognised under the scheme so that there will be no ambiguity. 
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It sets out the legal consequences of that recognition. It also provides for information sharing between jurisdictions. 
It recognises cross-jurisdictional orders made by courts and police which, once recognised, can be enforced in any 
participating jurisdiction as if it were a local order. The bill allows for the prosecution of an order from another 
participating jurisdiction on the same basis as if it were a local order, which is a fundamentally important principle. 
It recognises that orders can be varied or cancelled in any jurisdiction and will have effect nationally. It goes to 
the heart of a victim not having to go through multiple processes. 

This is an important bill. I am aware of a circumstance in my electorate of a woman who came to Bunbury from 
the eastern states seeking a voluntary restraining order in WA only to have it rejected because the perpetrator was 
in another state. Again, it goes to the heart of the victim having to repeat the story. 

The National Domestic Violence Order Scheme was agreed to in principle by leaders at the Council of Australian 
Governments in 2015 and is due to commence nationally on 25 November. That date is a particularly important 
and symbolic date—it is not just a date plucked out of the air—because it is White Ribbon Day. It is an important 
day to demonstrate national unity on this issue and provide an even greater focus on the specific needs of victims 
seeking refuge. It is also the International Day for the Elimination of Violence Against Women. I think that is 
a particularly suitable target for us to join the national scheme and be part of the national agenda from that point on. 

There is a great deal of preparation for that day on the ground. The information technology platform is still under 
development. I note the member for Scarborough’s comments about that. In another life, I was involved in the 
development of the working with children employment screening program. It had similar issues in accessing the 
national database and being able to share information effectively and efficiently. There were enormous problems 
in arriving at a solution, but those problems were overcome. I have no doubt that this will be a difficult challenge, 
but I have confidence that agencies nationally can achieve the outcome, notwithstanding system differences. 

I agree with the member for Warren–Blackwood’s concerns about remote and regional areas. Implementation will 
need to take into account accessibility in remote areas, although intuitively I would expect that people who move 
here from the eastern states are likely to locate in major centres. That does not take away from the fact that at the 
broader level of responding to domestic violence adequately, services and programs in remote areas will need to 
be very specific to the circumstances of those areas and very much community based in the case of remote 
Aboriginal communities. 

This bill is a small part of our collective response to domestic violence. We all have a shared view about the 
outcome we want to achieve. It addresses a significant gap that has been recognised nationally and for which other 
jurisdictions have already taken steps to address. It is not an end in itself, but it will specifically assist victims who 
cross jurisdictions to seek safety and to start a new life. Victims seek safety in the sense of being able to go to 
sleep at night with the confidence that there will be no bang on the door, no shouting from the street and no 
telephone call. In itself, this bill is a positive and important step and it is recognised as such by the support it is 
receiving in this place. 

MRS L.M. O’MALLEY (Bicton) [9.09 pm]: I rise this evening to add my contribution to the second reading 
debate on the Domestic Violence Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017. I begin by acknowledging and thanking 
the members for Kalgoorlie and Burns Beach for sharing their experience of life as police officers and dealing 
with the issue of domestic violence. I also thank and acknowledge the member for Bunbury for sharing his working 
life experience as a social worker. I found his contribution particularly moving, especially the opening.  

We have come a very long way since the 1980s, but we still have a very long way to go. In speaking to this bill 
tonight, I would like to begin by addressing the issue of family and domestic violence itself. There are undeniably 
places where the statistics of the impact of family and domestic violence are higher than those in others, but it is 
an issue that in some way affects us all. Family and domestic violence is not confined to a postcode or set of 
postcodes, an income range or a level of educational attainment. On the impact of family and domestic violence 
in my electorate of Bicton, I will quote a section from my inaugural speech just a few short months ago that has 
particular relevance to this bill. I said — 

I have listened to stories of women who remain trapped in violent and chaotic homes, fearful of what may 
happen if they stay but too fearful to leave. 

In December 2015, the Council of Australian Governments agreed to establish a national cross-recognition scheme 
for restraining orders that relate to family and domestic violence. This is known as the National Domestic Violence 
Order Scheme, a national framework to tackle the unacceptably high levels of family and domestic violence. The 
expedient passing of the bill before us will enable Western Australia to participate in the national scheme. It will 
assist victims who move interstate or those who move to WA to get on with their lives secure in the knowledge 
that the existing legal protection established in their home state will travel with them into their new lives, wherever 
in Australia that may be. When women—women and their children make up the vast majority of victims of family 
and domestic violence—flee violent homes, we as legislators must ensure that protective legislation follows them 
wherever they may flee to in Australia, or conversely, if they should seek refuge in our state of Western Australia. 
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I speak to this bill tonight from a woman’s perspective. The decision to leave a violent partner is not an easy one; 
it is complicated, fraught with emotion, and feelings of guilt, fear and danger. It can be difficult to understand why 
a person would not just leave an abusive relationship. It is challenging to think that breaking up can be more 
complicated than it seems. There are many reasons why people stay in abusive relationships and it is far more 
helpful to approach this issue with compassion and understanding than with judgement and disbelief. Leaving an 
abusive relationship is the time when a woman or her children are particularly vulnerable to serious harm or murder 
by her partner. The issuing of a restraining order is critical in protecting women and children at this vulnerable 
time and the passing of this bill is vitally important in enabling the order to travel across jurisdictions—states and 
territories—without the need for a new application to be made in the new jurisdiction. The passing of this bill, 
therefore, is vital. There are huge amounts of stress, upheaval and even great danger at the time of leaving a violent 
partner. Whether a victim of domestic and family violence flees away from our state or to our state, this bill will 
be of great assistance in the continuity of protection. 

We have spoken a great deal this evening about leaving, but it is also important to understand the complex issues 
for women who stay in violent relationships. There are many reasons, including fear. A woman may be afraid of 
what will happen if she decides to leave a relationship. If she has been threatened by her partner, she may not feel 
safe leaving. She may believe that abuse is normal. If someone does not know what a healthy relationship looks 
like, perhaps from growing up in an environment where abuse was common, they may not recognize that their 
relationship is unhealthy. It could be fear of being outed. If the victim is lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender or 
intersexual and has not yet come out to everyone, their partner may threaten to reveal this secret. Being outed may 
feel especially scary for young people who are just beginning to explore their sexuality. She may feel embarrassed. 
It may be hard for a woman to admit to abuse. She may feel she has done something wrong by becoming involved 
with an abusive partner. She may also worry that her friends and family will judge her. She may have low 
self-esteem. If she is constantly being put down and her partner blames her for the abuse, it can be easy for a woman 
to believe those statements and think that the abuse is her fault. She may stay in an abusive relationship hoping 
that her abuser will change. Think about it—if a person we love tells us they will change, we want to believe them. 
She may only want the violence to stop, not for the relationship to end entirely. 

There could be social or peer pressure. If the abuser is popular, it can be hard for the woman to tell her friends for 
fear that no-one will believe her or that everyone will take the abuser’s side. There could be cultural or religious 
reasons. Traditional gender roles can make it difficult for young women of ethnicity to admit to being sexually 
active. Also, her culture or religion may influence her to stay rather than end the relationship for fear of bringing 
shame upon her family. It could be pregnancy or being a parent. She may feel pressure to raise her children with 
both parents together, even if that means staying in an abusive relationship. Also, the abusive partner may threaten 
to take or harm the children if she leaves. 

Adults often do not believe that teens can really experience love. This could be a very young woman in her first 
relationship. It is something that, as a parent of a teenager, I am becoming more familiar with. I hear stories of 
very young women in abusive, particularly sexually abusive relationships, who feel that this is normal. I think 
pornography has a great deal of responsibility for that. If something goes wrong in the relationship, a very young 
woman may feel like she has no adults to turn to, or that no-one will take her seriously. Violent relationships 
occurring in a younger age group is of great concern as there is a risk of this violent relationship pattern becoming 
accepted and entrenched. 

There could be language barriers or problems with immigration status. If her citizenship status is undocumented, 
a woman may fear that reporting the abuse will affect her immigration status. Also, if her first language is not 
English, it can be difficult for her to express the depth of her situation to others. She may have become financially 
dependent on her abusive partner. Without money, it can seem impossible for her to leave the relationship. She 
may have nowhere to go. Even if she could leave, she may think that she has nowhere to go or no-one to turn to 
once she ends the relationship. She may be disabled, and physically dependent on her abusive partner; she may 
feel that her wellbeing is connected to the relationship. This dependency could heavily influence her decision to 
stay in an abusive relationship. Leaving takes great strength, backed by support services and legislation like that 
we are debating in this house tonight. 

I would like to share with members the story of one woman who found the strength to leave. Her name is 
Roia Atmar. Around 20 years ago, Roia was hospitalised for three months after her then husband doused her in 
turpentine and set her on fire. She suffered horrific injuries, but in the hospital she realised for the first time she 
could leave her abuser, thanks to the vigilance and the support of her family. She says she received excellent 
support from police and social workers, and that it is possible to find happiness after abuse. Her family did not 
know about the abuse until she was in hospital because her ex would portray her as the best thing on the planet 
that happened to him, that he loved and adored her and that they had a perfect family, so that is what everybody 
thought. And he never left her alone with anyone, so she could not talk to them. They were married for about five 
years. Roia says that he was quite controlling from the moment they met, but the abuse really started after she had 
her first child, and it just escalated from there and got worse.  



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 15 August 2017] 2815 

 

Roia had no idea that leaving was an option. She had married at the age of 14 in Afghanistan, and later came to 
Australia. She had no family or friends here. She was not allowed to go to school and have a job. The story her 
husband was feeding her and the children was that he could do anything he wanted to them. She had no idea police 
could get involved and care, or that anybody else could care. If she had known she had the option, she would have 
left a long time ago. She had not realised that she could leave, and it was only when she was in hospital after he 
had tried to kill her that she learned this was an option. But when she did find out, she made up her mind to leave 
and never went back. 
In conclusion, I would like to acknowledge our government, as have others, for appointing the first Minister for 
Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence, the member for Fremantle; and to congratulate the member for 
Armadale for his work on raising funds and awareness of the issue of domestic and family violence. I, too, attended 
the Ride Against Domestic Violence high tea last Sunday, and was greatly moved by the bravery of the speakers 
and their ability to speak out against the terrible abuse and pain they had suffered, and their sharing of their 
experience of family and domestic violence. I have no hesitation in supporting the Domestic Violence Orders 
(National Recognition) Bill 2017. I thank the Attorney General for bringing it to the house. 
MS S.E. WINTON (Wanneroo) [9.21 pm]: I, too, rise to briefly contribute to the debate on the Domestic Violence 
Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017—a most important bill. Firstly, I would like to acknowledge the 
Attorney General for bringing this bill to this house. It is an urgent bill, and I have been privileged to listen to the 
contributions of members from both sides of the house. It is good to see the broad support for its speedy passage 
through this place. 
Members know that WA Labor took a strong platform of reforms and commitments on domestic violence to the 
election. Not even six months into our term, we have been absolutely clear about the priorities that this government 
values. Those priorities, for which we have a clear mandate, are shared and lived by our community. We are getting 
on with the job of delivering on those. Before I briefly talk about the importance of this bill, I, too, want to place 
on the record that our government is the first to have appointed a Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic 
Violence. That act will be significant for the entire life of this Parliament. Listening to the debate tonight, it is quite 
clear that domestic violence is a complicated issue in our community. It is really wonderful that we now recognise 
the importance of the issue by having a minister dedicated to that cause. 
The McGowan government has also moved to introduce family and domestic leave for public sector employees. 
I was delighted that the member for Bunbury touched on that. Members have talked lots—I will too—about victims 
having to quickly flee from violent situations. But we also need to recognise that domestic violence has 
a cumulative impact, and we need to provide every support possible to women to make long-term arrangements to 
try to get them out of those situations. The provision of and acknowledgment that they can access domestic 
violence leave in their workplace is an important support mechanism for the mainly women who are trying to 
escape and rebuild their lives with their families. 
We are also recommissioning the Western Australia Police specialist domestic violence investigation unit. We will 
be progressing a whole suite of commitments, which many members have talked about tonight. We will apply 
a multifaceted approach to the domestic violence problem in our community. We know that domestic violence 
touches us all individually and also as a community. Some of us have personal stories to tell about friends or people 
in our community whom we know who have been impacted. Many of us as members of Parliament working in our 
communities have stories to tell about people we have met with or tried to support through the process. As 
a teacher, I have seen children who are impacted and caught up in the scourge of domestic violence. Colleagues 
on both sides of this place who were police officers know too well, and have shared their stories of, the impact of 
domestic violence that they have seen in their workplaces. Nurses, doctors and health professionals also bear the 
brunt of the fallout from helping victims and trying to put their lives back together again. We have also heard about 
support agencies that are under pressure in trying to cope with the growing demands of abusive environments that 
many women and children in our community find themselves. 
I look forward to debating the various initiatives as they pass through this place, but, of course, tonight we are 
debating quite specific and important legislation. The National Domestic Violence Order Scheme was agreed to 
by all the state leaders in the Council of Australian Governments meeting back in late 2015, and rightly so. Victims 
of crime seek refuge and flee their homes, and many of them choose homelessness. Some even make the difficult 
and courageous decision to go interstate to escape the violence. Those victims who do so have to apply to the court 
in the new state to have their domestic violence orders registered. It is a stressful burden and requires the protected 
person to engage again and again with court and law enforcement processes. 
We often talk about red tape and green tape, but rarely do we talk about—I do not know what kind of tape we 
should call it—the tape that does not really support the victims. I am really happy that this Labor government is 
introducing many, many initiatives that put the victims of crime first as our priority in the legislation that we bring 
to this place. This bill seeks to change that and help with that bureaucratic tape. Once the NDVOS is established, 
we will see recognised orders become enforceable across Australia. Many women are not aware that they need to 
register when they go interstate and those that do know that may not want to bother as a result of experiences with 
the legal system or fear and trauma that comes with that. Some do not want to participate in that process for fear 
of alerting the offenders to their moving interstate. 
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This matter is urgent. Sadly, WA is lagging behind every other state on this matter. We are the only jurisdiction 
that is yet to enact enabling legislation. Not to have this legislation would cause this state great reputational risk, 
but, most importantly, it can create practical issues for victims of domestic violence. Also, it would send the wrong 
message to our community that we do not prioritise this important issue in our community. The situation we find 
ourselves in is serious. Domestic violence is not a new phenomenon and the increasing rates cause the government 
great alarm. We need to acknowledge that two-thirds of the 32 000 assaults reported last year were related to 
family and domestic violence and three in five assault victims in this state are now women. Last year, WA Police 
received 50 755 domestic violence incident reports in WA. Sadly, in 2016, 19 people lost their lives. It is interesting 
to note that in 2008 there were 31 816 domestic violence incident reports. The increase has been staggering.  

It is not surprising that in an article in The West Australian of 10 July, Anglicare stated that domestic violence 
levels in this state are at crisis point. We are in crisis, members; we know that. Figures from the Australian Bureau 
of Statistics reveal that family and domestic violence cases across Western Australia have reached their highest 
levels on record. Anglicare chief, Ian Carter, is quoted as saying that there is a connection between the end of the 
mining boom and the increase in family and domestic violence; it is at epidemic levels. Very often and through 
the stories we have heard tonight, sadly, it is related to people’s financial situation. The stress many families face 
through unemployment at the moment has a direct link to an increase in domestic violence in this state. 

I want to take a moment to highlight a couple of statistics, some of which have been highlighted by various 
members throughout the day. Those of particular interest to me are that, on average in Australia, at least one 
woman a week is killed by a partner or former partner. It is a shame that being killed by a shark seems to get more 
media attention than this sad statistic in our country. It is quite staggering when we think about it. One in three 
Australian women has experienced physical violence since the age of 15. I find that statistic frightening. I have 
three daughters and I am being told that, statistically, one of my three daughters faces the prospect of domestic 
violence in her life. Of the women who experience violence—this is another very, very frightening statistic—more 
than half the number have children in their care. I have teenage daughters and my eldest daughter is 21 years old. 
Eight out of 10 women aged 18 to 24 were harassed on the street in the past year. Domestic or family violence 
against women is the single largest driver of homelessness for women. We talk about homelessness a lot but in the 
debate about that, the link between domestic violence and homelessness is not made enough. Another interesting 
statistic is that the combined health, administration and social welfare cost of violence against women has been 
estimated to be $21.7 billion a year, with projections suggesting that if no further action is taken to prevent violence 
against women, costs will accumulate to $323 billion over 30 years. It is quite staggering. It is not only a huge 
social issue, but also it has huge economic impacts that we need to deal with. 

A number of members have talked about the trauma that results from domestic violence, particularly from a police 
officer’s view of the world. I note that my colleague the member for Southern River, a fellow teacher, highlighted 
the trauma of domestic violence for children. Although the data I have talked about suggests there were 
50 750 violent incident reports, I do not think it tells the true story of the impact on our children of domestic 
violence in our community. I am sure many members could remember being children themselves. Although they 
may not have experienced domestic violence, I am sure they all have a memory, as I do, of parents fighting. 
I remember being in a bedroom thinking that the end of the world was nigh listening to my parents fighting about 
something. Children are particularly sensitive so I cannot imagine what it is like as a child to not only hear 
squabbling or arguing—that was traumatic enough for me and has left a lasting impression I have to confess—but 
also witness violence against your mother. It is interesting that the Ombudsman’s 2015 report, which has been 
mentioned a few times tonight by members, states that during that investigation period, WA Police reported that 
it had responded to 1 055 000 for assistance from the Western Australian public. Therefore, although there were 
50 000 formal domestic violence incidents, there is an incredible number of domestic violence incidents in the 
community that those statistics do not capture. Those one million calls for assistance probably did not register as 
calls that the police attended. However, if members can remember what it was like to be a child, I would suggest 
that the impact of that kind of domestic violence on children is significant. As a former teacher, I know that 
teachers see that every day. We do not need to see bruises or physical evidence of violence. We can see the impact 
on kids who are experiencing traumatic environments at home. Children’s exposure to family violence can take 
many forms. Overhearing violence is traumatic for children and has an impact on their learning. Children might 
intervene on behalf of a parent or other person. They might experience the aftermath of violence, such as being 
cared for by a parent who is distressed or withdrawn, or helping to care for a hurt or distressed parent and having 
to become the parent themselves. They might see evidence of injuries or property damage, or have to or clean up 
the mess that is left behind. Of course, children are often asked to not tell anyone about the event. These are all 
important issues that are having a huge impact on our community. 

I have had the experience of teaching in schools around the state. I want to touch briefly on a couple of stories. 
This is a diverse range of stories but they all have to do with domestic violence. I lived and taught in a town in the 
Kimberley for three years. I have to confess that some of the things I saw and some of the violence towards women 
and children has left a long-lasting impression on me. Some of the things that happen in these communities are the 
result of the way in which people try to cope with domestic violence. There was a roadhouse at the entrance to the 
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town. The roadhouse was quite busy in the evening, because that was often when the local Aboriginal women, 
mainly elders, would buy their food for the night. Over that three-year period, I would observe these women, and 
I would have conversations with my students and say, “Why do your mums and nannas and elders go to this shop 
late at night to spend $6 on a can of baked beans when they could go to the local supermarket during the day and 
get much better value for their money?” For three years, I had been judging these people quite mistakenly, thinking 
how silly they were to make these wrong economic decisions. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Ms S.E. WINTON: One day, when I was teaching my year 7 students economics, I asked them this question, and 
they explained to me that the women had to hide their money from the men, so they would wait until the men were 
drunk and they would then take their money and go and buy food. They knew that they would not be able to get 
as much value for their money if they went to the roadhouse, but that was the only way in which they could try to 
keep their money to pay for food for their family. That was their way of overcoming the domestic violence that 
was gripping their household. I suggest that there are many stories about similar actions taken, not just in families 
in the Kimberley but also in households all over the metropolitan region, by women who are trying to do the best 
they can in the circumstances.  
I have also taught in what are called the “leafy green” suburbs. I have experienced the trauma and impact on 
children in the school setting when restraining orders have been placed by mothers on fathers. I acknowledge the 
member for Vasse’s earlier comment that domestic violence does not discriminate or seek out socioeconomic 
circumstances—it reaches all of us.  
I am delighted to support this bill and its fast passage so that WA can join the national scheme that will be launched 
on the International Day for the Elimination of Violence Against Women, or White Ribbon Day, on 25 November 
this year.  
I would like to conclude by saying that this debate today is only the first of many debates that we will have in this 
place, led by the Attorney General, on the subject of domestic violence. I commend this bill to members, but I also 
look forward to debating the further initiatives of the Mark McGowan government that will address the crisis of 
domestic violence in our community.  
MS J.M. FREEMAN (Mirrabooka) [9.41 pm]: I also rise to debate the Domestic Violence Orders 
(National Recognition) Bill 2017. I welcome the establishment of a national system that is intending to enhance 
victim safety and perpetrator accountability by providing consistent, instantaneous legal protection across 
jurisdictional boundaries. It is an important piece of legislation and will ensure the safety of people who seek 
domestic violence orders and protection.  
We know that the full potential benefits of the national domestic violence order scheme will be realised only once 
the final information-sharing system is in place. We also know that it will be pursued with vigorous accountability 
because Western Australia has the state’s first dedicated Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence. 
This side of the house is extraordinarily proud of that. We know that she and the Attorney General, who need to 
be congratulated on this legislation, will pursue that information sharing to its fruition.  
At the public hearing of the Victorian Royal Commission into Family Violence, commissioner Marcia Neave said 
in her opening statement that the causes of family violence are deeply embedded in community attitudes about 
gender and about what is and is not legitimate and appropriate between intimate partners and within families. It 
must be recognised that this debate is a debate about power and control, but it is also a debate about gender. As 
long as the status of young women is not taken into account in our communities, we will continue to struggle with 
violence against people who are held to be less in our community and who do not have equal status.  
The member for Wanneroo went through the statistics, but I want to reiterate them. According to some of the 
statistics, in 2014 one woman died every week in Australia due to domestic violence assaults. We also know that—
I think this is really interesting—in New South Wales, which has a significantly larger population than 
Western Australia, 24 women were killed in 2014 in family and domestic violence related incidents. So, it is 
particularly concerning that in 2016, 19 people in WA lost their lives through family and domestic violence. That 
illustrates what the member for Wanneroo was trying to highlight. We have an issue that needs addressing across 
a broad range of policy, legislative and community action so we can ensure that our community is safe. Not only 
did those 19 people lose their lives, the impact on their families and children is ongoing. The transfer of violence 
restraining orders over state borders needs to be taken very seriously. It needs to be ensured that if a woman comes 
from another state to seek protection, having left the home of the perpetrator, that there are services and protections 
for them when they arrive here. Our refuges are probably overtaxed already and many do great work to assist 
people to stay in their homes. That is very important for children, because, as we know, if they can be kept at 
school and there is some normality, it helps the family cope with such an upheaval. 
I want to share an example of something that happened in my office about three years ago. A woman turned up 
with her two children. She had been put on a plane from Sydney by the department because she said she could flee 
a violent relationship and stay with her daughter in Perth. She told me she was in my office because she had 
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nowhere to go. On arriving and going to what she thought was her daughter’s address, her daughter no longer 
resided there. No-one in the department phoned to check that the woman could connect and have secure 
accommodation. There she was from Sydney with her two children in my office desperate for accommodation. 
Can I say, thank goodness for our refuges. I was able to ring up and speak to a number of the providers of the great 
services offered in our women’s refuges. I was particularly assisted by the Patricia Giles Centre. 

That brings me to one of the reasons I want to talk this evening on this bill. I want to talk about a woman who was 
a champion in this area—championing social justice and championing human rights. I believe that domestic 
violence is a human rights issue and that this woman is at the heart of some of the labour movement’s commitment 
to these areas—that is, Pat Giles. Patricia Jessie Giles, better known to us all as Pat Giles, died last week. She was 
88 years of age. I had the great privilege of visiting her a number of times in her nursing home. I know she died 
peacefully, but she also struggled in the later stages of her life as she lost her strength through the debilitating 
illnesses of Alzheimer’s disease and dementia. As we know, Pat was an activist and a former Australian senator. 
She was the president of the International Alliance for Women for three terms, ending in 2004. The reason that we 
in the labour movement loved Pat is that we had lots to do with her and she was always a great mentor and sponsor. 
She would find opportunities for women and promote them. She would not just encourage them; she would 
promote and sponsor them into areas. Many women in this place and in others had that encouragement, 
sponsorship, warmth and capacity-building from Pat. What is really recognised is what she did throughout the 
community. Pat was the founder of the Patricia Giles Centre. I found out that it originally opened in Marangaroo. 
The centre was established in 1989 to provide accommodation and counselling services for women and children 
affected by domestic violence. It later got its permanent home in Joondalup. The service now includes culturally 
specific services and support groups. After a number of years of operation, it was named after Pat to recognise the 
strong work she did. 

Pat had a working career has a qualified nurse. She was a great mother and grandmother. She was an organiser for 
the Hospital Employees’ Industrial Union of Western Australia. She was absolutely integral in changing the way 
nursing homes operate in Western Australia. I always remember that when I was on the Health Employees 
Superannuation Trust Australia board, one of the other trustees was from St John of God Health Care. We used to 
have a few blues with St John of God in our time, and I am certain in Pat’s time too. Almost on meeting me and 
finding out the union that I came from, a very senior member of the St John of God board said to me, “Do you 
know Pat Giles?” and I said that I did. He said that she was an amazing woman to work with because she knew 
how to make people understand an issue so they knew it was important to argue for change in their organisations. 
That is pretty amazing coming from an employer. I think that is testament to her. 

We all know that Pat founded the Women’s Electoral Lobby in Perth. She was an inaugural member of the 
Women’s Liberation Movement, which was pretty cool. It was a precursor to the Women’s Electoral Lobby. She 
returned to study her bachelor of arts and graduated in 1974. It would have been pretty challenging at the time. 
She told great stories of how, as a mature-aged student, she was embraced by the younger students. She was elected 
as the Australian Labor Party senator for Western Australia in 1981. She also led the delegation to the 
United Nations Decade for Women’s meetings in the 1980s. 

I want to talk about one of the things I love about Pat’s story. Even in her retirement from politics, she continued 
to be active in women’s rights issues and she pursued equality and increasing the status of women in our society. 
She served three terms as president of the International Alliance of Women. I want to tell members a story about 
Pat. Her commitment to combating domestic violence was evident not only in the Pat Giles centre, but also her 
international advocacy for the issue. One great demonstration of this was in 2003 when Pat went to the 
Dominican Republic to discuss this issue, despite having had major surgery and being in a wheelchair. At the time, 
I remember when she was at Osborne Park Hospital and I went to visit her a couple of times. It had been a pretty 
harrowing surgery; she had a spinal fusion. However, she had made a commitment that as the president of the 
International Alliance of Women she was going to go to debate and discuss violence against women. Pat, in her 
style—in the way she always did things—went there not only to talk about the issue, but she also took documents 
to help people set up refuges based on the Pat Giles centre. The documents included constitutions and staffing 
requirements—all those sorts of things. It was her manual on how to set up a refuge for women escaping violence. 
That drew directly from her experience establishing the Pat Giles centre, with others. That is the sort of person Pat 
was. She did the work on the ground as well as the policy framework. We are here today debating this sort of 
legislation because of people like Pat Giles. I wanted to take this opportunity to remember her. Helen Creed is also 
a bit of a legend for me and a fantastic role model for women. She was a secretary of the miscellaneous workers’ 
union, now United Voice, a president of UnionsWA and a senior official in the Australian Council of Trade Unions 
in her time. She described Pat in the book Among the Chosen: The life story of Pat Giles, as — 

…‘almost like the mother of the modern labour movement’ — 

The labour movement is proud to stand at the forefront of the issue of family and domestic violence and the 
response to it in that practical, on-the-ground way in which one can actually make a difference to people’s lives 
around what is such a serious issue. We do not just want to stand up and say that it is wrong and that it is not 
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something we like in our society—we want to do stuff that makes practical sense to how people can address these 
things in our community. We have done that in the labour movement through the introduction of paid domestic 
violence leave provisions. It is a particularly proud thing to know that this government has also introduced 10 days 
of family and domestic violence leave for public sector employees. A recent paper published in December 2016, 
headed “Economic Aspects of Paid Domestic Violence Leave Provisions”, by the Australia Institute’s Centre for 
Future Work states — 

When we consider data regarding the incidence of domestic violence, the likely utilisation of leave, and 
the benefits to employers of pro-actively supporting employees to escape and prevent it, it is clear that 
the extension of this provision will impose negligible costs on employers—and more likely will result in 
cost savings, not to mention safer, more humane workplaces. 

That is the sort of thing the labour movement does. That is why Pat was proud to have been a contributor to the 
labour movement and to the betterment of women in our community.  
I want to briefly talk about domestic violence and multicultural communities. I want to make sure that we do not 
make any assumptions that it is any worse in diverse communities. As we have all highlighted in this place, it can 
happen to any woman. A study titled “Evaluation of the Preventing Violence Against Women and Their Children” 
by the Centre for Social Impact, released in February 2016, stated that there are no indicators and there is no 
research to say that there is any more domestic violence in multicultural communities, but there are greater 
complexities. I want to talk about the submission by inTouch Multicultural Centre Against Family Violence to 
a Senate inquiry. It relied on its 30 years of experience in working with culturally and linguistically diverse 
communities and women who are victims of family violence to argue that the current models of practice do not 
work for all of their CALD clients. It went on to talk about CALD clients experiencing unique barriers and 
disadvantages, with the compounded impact of so many factors placing them in really high-risk groups. In the 
submission it listed the barriers that prevent women from CALD backgrounds from accessing services or 
assistance relating to family and domestic violence. Some of those barriers include the traditional gender roles that 
occur in some communities, the stigma of blame and a lack of financial independence. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Another barrier is a lack of knowledge of Australian law. The member for Bicton pointed 
that out in her telling of the story of the Afghani woman who came here when she was very young on an arranged 
marriage. There is a lack of knowledge of the services available, and even when there is knowledge of the services, 
they may not be suitable, given language differences. CALD women can also be at greater risk due to loneliness 
and isolation or threat of isolation from family or the community and, most of all, the stigma of being shamed and 
dishonoured by family, coupled with a view that domestic violence or violence in relationships is a family issue 
and should be kept behind closed doors.  
I was recently visited by a Somali who had left her relationship. She was totally ostracised from her community 
because of that. I have also been approached by service providers in the community when they have been dealing 
with people from the Iraqi community, including a woman who had left her relationship. There was pressure from 
others in the community for her to return to her violent relationship. The whole view that it is a family and a cultural 
issue and it has to be dealt with in that closed community harks back to the issues that the member for Bunbury 
raised when he said that he was sent out as a young social worker or the issues raised by the member for Kalgoorlie 
about what occurred all those years ago. We have to ensure that our services embrace all those different community 
and cultural differences that occur.  
One of the biggest issues is the threat to withdraw people’s visas. Threatening to use someone’s visa to withdraw 
the right to live in Australia if that person retaliates against domestic violence or leaves or threatening to remove 
children from that person is quite acute and does occur. When people have come into my office to talk about their 
concerns about these situations, I can tell members of Parliament that we can assist them to apply for permanency 
under the family violence provisions. The Australian government provides assistance for people concerned about 
their visas. We also have to be aware that if people are New Zealand citizens on a working visa, on a skilled 
migration visa or on an international student visa whereby they have come in on their partner’s visa and are victims 
of domestic violence, those visas can be removed from them. That is an inequity because it means that they are 
often trapped in violent relationships because to leave means that they can lose their right to stay in Australia. That 
is wrong and needs to be fixed. 
A recent report about Australian CALD communities and frontline workers referred to the impact on frontline 
workers who are dealing with domestic violence in CALD communities. The research noted that because of a clash 
in emerging cultural understandings, many frontline workers or practitioners reported not knowing how to respond 
to women from CALD communities who are victims or survivors of domestic violence. These practitioners found 
it very difficult. They were fearful of offending the client and maintaining cultural sensitivity. It is really vital that 
our frontline workers—our police and our service providers—reflect the communities they have to deal with, 
particularly given the importance of this issue. I congratulate those frontline workers for all the work they do. They 
do amazing work when dealing with issues that we can stand here and talk about. It must be really challenging to 
be confronted with people in great need. 
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I also note that two community projects were recently conducted—Strengthening Healthier Indian Families 
Together and the Hamdel project with the Iranian community. They both had the aim of developing a primary 
prevention model for CALD communities.  

The independent evaluation done by Swinburne University recommended that great care needs to be taken to 
ensure that strategies do not put people at increased risk of harm. It is pretty interesting that an evaluation of 
a community project recommended that those working in CALD communities ensure that the strategies do not 
increase the risk. We need to ensure that we work with our communities but that we do not make assumptions. It 
went on to state that strong community development principles of empowerment and a strengths-based approach 
need to be followed and that a flexible approach that acknowledges variation both within and between culturally 
and linguistically diverse communities is essential. 

I congratulate the government on bringing forward this piece of legislation. I congratulate the government on 
having our first Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence. I congratulate it on joining the national 
Our Watch program. I have talked about the family and domestic violence leave. I particularly congratulate it on 
the RSPCA Pets in Crisis program. Most of all, I congratulate it for acknowledging the great work that the 
Patricia Giles Centre does by awarding it a grant to provide practical assistance. I commend this bill to the house 
and I wish it a speedy way forward. 

MR M. HUGHES (Kalamunda) [10.06 pm]: I, too, rise to make a relatively brief contribution to the discussion 
of the Domestic Violence Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017, given the lateness of the hour. We have 
established that domestic and family violence is a significant problem in this state and across Australia. It behoves 
this house, as a Legislative Assembly, to engage in whatever way it can with the processes that are being put in 
place at the instigation of the Council of Australian Governments to ensure that we tackle this problem from as 
many different angles as we possibly can.  

I want to reminisce a little bit by wondering what produces a change in a son who is born into a family and who is 
doted on and nurtured and encouraged to become an adult to be one of the males in our society who are the 
instigators of domestic violence against women and children. It is well documented in many reports that have 
come before many Legislative Assemblies across this nation of ours. There is no doubt that the vast majority of 
dangerous, abusive and violent behaviour that occurs in the privacy of homes is committed by men against women 
and that children, too, are either victims of physical and emotional abuse by the perpetrator or witnesses to that 
kind of abuse being handed down—I have probably used the wrong term—to the mother in the family. As a justice 
of the peace, I had an opportunity to sit for a period on the violence restraining order court at the Central Law 
Courts. The documents I have before me are full of statistics and I will refer to some of them a little later during 
my speech. As a justice sitting with another justice in the Magistrates Court, I was appalled at the extent to which 
women came tentatively to the court, often having paid a visit to the emergency department of a hospital. The 
physical evidence of the abuse was there for all to see—blackened eyes, broken teeth and broken arms. The tragedy 
is that they came to that court seeking a violence restraining order when, in fact, the restraint had not been given 
to them. They were there because they had been beaten up by their partner. 
As we have heard this evening, the Ombudsman has gone through the process of looking at 30 family and domestic 
violence fatalities notified to him, and the report is there for us to read, “A report on giving effect to the 
recommendations arising from the Investigation into issues associated with violence restraining orders and their 
relationship with family and domestic violence fatalities”. The report is 279 pages long and has 54 recommendations. 
We heard from the member for Bunbury about the nine principles that ought to invest in the ways in which we 
deal with issues of family domestic violence. Given that reports by the Ombudsman can often be buried on library 
shelves, we might just hear what he has to say, because we are talking about the implementation of an instrument 
that we are saying is good and sufficient in this state and ought to be good and sufficient in other states without 
the necessity for the victim of violence in the family to have to re-state why they are in harm’s way and need to be 
protected by the instruments that the state can provide, and violence restraining orders are one of those instruments. 
In the foreword to his extensive report—which I urge members to read, along with its 54 recommendations, if they 
find time during the next major recess—the Ombudsman states — 

As Western Australian Ombudsman, I undertake an important responsibility to review family and 
domestic violence fatalities. Arising from this work, I identified the need to undertake a major own 
motion investigation … 

So it is something that he has instigated. In respect of the investigation, he states — 

Through that investigation, I found that a range of work had been undertaken by state government 
departments and authorities to administer their relevant legislative responsibilities, including their 
responsibilities arising from the Restraining Orders Act 1997. I also found, however, that there is 
important further work that should be done. This work, detailed in the findings of the FDV Investigation 
Report, includes a range of important opportunities for improvement for state government departments 
and authorities, working individually and collectively, across all stages of the VRO process. 
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The issuing of a violence restraining order is one aspect of this process. There is much that precedes it in respect 
of how we get people into courts to seek violence restraining orders. There are many examples of women who are 
in receipt of restraining orders cancelling them because their partners plead with them that things have changed 
and they are often concerned that they are denying their children an opportunity to have the presence of a father. 
I will not stray into the debate about marriage equality, the sanctity of marriage and what that does to children; 
gay people are apparently not in a position to look after children in a nurturing way. I can tell members, from my 
experience, that there are many, many heterosexual couples who do not know what love is. It is not so much the 
power of love but the love of power in a power relationship in which the odds are always stacked in favour of the 
man, the abuser—and it is men. The men in this Assembly need to recognise that and we need to do something 
about it in our interactions with our sons and our grandsons. 
With regard to the debate about the attitude of males to women, we all can recall the sign behind Tony Abbott—
and thank goodness for Amanda Vanstone—that read, “Ditch the Witch”. That said it all. I think the attitude 
towards women is at the base of the problems we face. The way in which our boys become men in an environment 
like that creates the problems. That is my view. As a 29-year-old coming to this state and driving down 
Greenmount Hill past the tavern that is now the subject of a debate about whether it should be demolished or not, 
I saw a sign saying “Skimpies”. People could come in and see naked women while they drank their beer. I can still 
go past that same tavern today and see the same message. What does that say, apart from objectifying women? That 
is at the base of the problem we have in the way we engage with domestic and family violence. “Ditch the Witch” 
and skimpy barmaids are closely connected in this swirling world of misogyny, and we have to do something about it. 
The Human Rights Commission produced a report in January 2017 and provided it to the United Nations 
rapporteur. We need to understand that the work we are doing this evening in passing this legislation is in effect 
part of a national plan to reduce violence against women and their children. The national plan to reduce violence 
against women and children is a 12-year plan, from 2010 to 2022, which aims to coordinate across Australia’s 
jurisdictions. The plan seeks to achieve six national outcomes. I am not so bothered with the question of whether 
we have the resources for the delivery of the effects of this bill so that we can join in the national approach. If we 
pass this legislation, the government will make sure that the technology will be there to put these things in place. 
According to the Human Rights Commission report published in January 2017, the six national outcomes are — 

1. Communities are safe and free from violence 
2. Relationships are respectful 
3. Indigenous communities are strengthened 
4. Services meet the needs of women and their children experiencing violence 
5. Justice responses are effective 

This is what we are trying to do with this bill — 
6. Perpetrators stop the violence and are held to account 

The foreword to the Ombudsman’s report states — 
I have also found that Aboriginal Western Australians are significantly overrepresented as victims of 
family violence, yet underrepresented in the use of VROs. Following from this, I have identified that 
a separate strategy, specifically tailored to preventing and reducing Aboriginal family violence, should 
be developed. This strategy should actively invite and encourage the full involvement of Aboriginal 
people in its development and be comprehensively informed by Aboriginal culture. 

That was part of the briefing we received at lunchtime today. The extent of child abuse in Aboriginal communities 
is something that this Parliament needs to address squarely as part and parcel of the whole issue of family and 
domestic violence. I would like to turn to the words of a woman, who remains anonymous. It is in the second part 
of the Ombudsman’s report. This is the voice of a victim. She said — 

“… the police encouraged me to get a VRO so they could help me. 
The involvement of the police in assisting victims is important. The document continues — 

Without it, it was hard for them to keep him away from me and the abuse would continue. They also 
advised me it could escalate matters, which in my case it did, the VRO and going to the police was 
a betrayal for my ex-husband. From my ex-husband’s view “police are dogs and you don’t go to the cops”. 

The work we are doing today in making sure that violence restraining orders can be applied from one jurisdiction 
to another is only part of the process. Women place themselves at risk even seeking a violence restraining order. 
The report continues —  

The rage started with him threatening my workplace — that he would burn the building down. Then he 
smashed through the glass door at my rental, to gain entry as I hadn’t arrived home yet. I was reporting 
that first breach at the police station. But my ex was looking for me … I had so many missed calls from 
family, trying to warn me that he was looking for me. 
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Women are pursued and harassed. A violence restraining order is a piece of paper, though it provides police with 
an instrument for an arrest or breaches, and it is not going to save women from a person determined to find them. 
Escape to another jurisdiction is probably essential. The ability for there to be inter-jurisdictional recognition of 
perpetrators is an important aspect of this bill. 
I hope I am making a little sense, but the statistics are alarming. Let us just remind ourselves of some we have 
already heard this evening. On average, one woman a week is killed by her partner or a former partner. We have 
heard this previously this evening. One in three Australian women have experienced physical violence since the 
age of 15. One in five Australian women have experienced sexual violence. One in four Australian women has 
experienced physical or sexual violence by an intimate partner. Women are at least three times more likely than 
men to experience violence with an intimate partner. Women are five times more likely than men to require medical 
attention or hospitalisation as a result of intimate partner violence, and five times more likely to report fearing for 
their lives, as this woman has. Of women who experience violence, more than half have children in their care. 
Violence against women is not limited to the home or intimate relationships. Every year in Australia over 
300 000 women experience violence—often sexual violence—from someone other than a partner. From a recent 
report we also know that women in our places of learning are subject to violent sexual harassment. It is a disgrace. 
It is to do with the education of boys and the signals we give them for the kind of language we use to describe 
women and our relationships with them. Every time we denigrate women—this so often happens in the political 
process—we give people licence to do the same in their immediate environment. 

Young women aged 18 to 24 years of age experience significantly higher rates of physical and sexual violence 
than women in older age groups. There is growing evidence that women with disabilities are more likely to 
experience violence. We know Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander women experience far higher rates and more 
severe forms of violence compared with other women. 

We are here to do something we could have done earlier. The previous government had the opportunity. We may 
not have been debating this this evening. It is urgent. We want to be partnered with the rest of Australia in this 
process. The Domestic Violence Orders (National Recognition) Bill 2017 provides three main outcomes: it defines 
the orders recognised under the National Domestic Violence Order Scheme; it sets out the legal consequence of 
that recognition; and it provides for information sharing between jurisdictions. We will get the technology right, 
do not worry about that. The national scheme will recognise orders made by courts and police that relate only to 
family and domestic violence. Once recognised, an order will become enforceable in each participating 
jurisdiction, as if it were had been locally made. Let us get behind this. The International Day for the Elimination 
of Violence Against Women—White Ribbon Day—is on the horizon. Typically, I have learnt, Western Australia 
is lagging behind the rest of Australia. We will fix that by ensuring the passage of this legislation as a matter of 
urgency. Members, I commend the bill to the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.A. Templeman (Leader of the House). 

MISUSE OF DRUGS AMENDMENT (METHYLAMPHETAMINE OFFENCES) BILL 2017 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council without amendment. 

House adjourned at 10.25 pm 
__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — DOMAIN NAMES 

709. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
(1) In relation to your portfolio areas, how many “.com.au” domains have been purchased, as at 7 June 2017: 

(a) what is the domain; 

(b) who was it purchased through; 

(c) when was it purchased; 

(d) what was the upfront cost of purchase; and 

(e) what is the annual recurrent cost of purchase? 

(2) how many “.com” domains have been purchased: 

(a) what is the domain; 

(b) who was it purchased through; 

(c) when was it purchased; 

(d) what was the upfront cost of purchase; and 

(e) what is the annual recurrent cost of purchase? 

(3) Is the Minister aware that the Auditor General recommends the consistency of “.wa.gov.au” domains for 
all government agencies and if so, why was it considered necessary to purchase each “.com.au” and 
“.com” domain? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
The WA Police advise the following: 

(1) Two “.com.au” domains have been purchased as at 7 June 2017. 

(a) The domains are www.wapol.com.au and www.leaverswa.com.au. 

(b) www.wapol.com.au was purchased through Web Address Registration Crazy Domains 
(Western Australia police Pipe Band Supporters Association). 

www.leaverswa.com.au was purchased through NetRegistry AdCorp (Western Australia 
Police Service) 

(c) The domain www.wapol.com.au was purchased in May 2000. 

There is no record of when the domain www.leavers.com.au was first purchased. However, last 
renewal was at 29 March 2017. 

(d) The upfront cost of purchase of the domain www.wapol.com.au is unknown due to being such 
a long time ago and the people involved have now left the agency. 
The domain www.leaverswa.com.au was purchased at a cost of $30. 

(e) The annual recurrent cost of purchase for the domain www.wapol.com.au is $200. 

The annual recurrent cost of purchase for the domain www.leaverswa.com.au is $12. 

(2) Western Australia Police has not purchased any “.com” domains. 

 (a)–(e) Not applicable. 

(3) The domain www.wapol.com.au was considered necessary due to The Pipe Band Supporters’ Association 
not being part of any Government agency; therefore it technically has no legal requirement for its domain 
name to have “.wa.gov.au” in its title. It is paid for and owned by the Supporters’ Association, not the 
Western Australia Police. It is also understood that the Supporters’ Association website and domain name 
was established long before this new domain name requirement was made and was never required to be 
changed, as it is not a Government Department.    

The domain www.leaverswa.com.au was considered necessary at the time of creation for the website not 
to be affiliated with Western Australia Police or any other government department. It was to encourage 
leavers to use the website without thinking enquires were being overlooked by Western Australia Police 
or the Western Australia Government. 

about:blank%22http:/www.wapol.com.au/%22
about:blank%22http:/www.leaverswa.com.au/%22
about:blank%22http:/www.wapol.com.au/%22
about:blank%22http:/www.leaverswa.com.au/%22
about:blank%22http:/www.wapol.com.au/%22
http://www.leavers.com.au/
about:blank%22http:/www.wapol.com.au/%22
about:blank%22http:/www.leaverswa.com.au/%22
about:blank%22http:/www.wapol.com.au/%22
about:blank%22http:/www.leaverswa.com.au/%22
about:blank%22http:/www.wapol.com.au/%22
about:blank%22http:/www.leaverswa.com.au/%22
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The Office of Road Safety advise the following; 

(1) 6 

 (a)–(e) As follows: 

(2) 4 

 (a)–(e) As follows: 

  1 2 3 4 

(a) Drinkstupiddrivestupid.
com 

Mystandarddrinks.c
om 

officeofthecommissionerforroadsafety.
com 

ocrs.com 

(b) Netregistry Netregistry Netregistry Netregistry 

(c) 30th July 2015 27th July 2015 16th March 2015 Informatio
n not 
available 

(d) $53.90 $53.90 $199.50 Informatio
n not 
available 

(e) $21.95 per year $21.95 per year $19.95 per year $19.95 per 
year 

(3) Yes. Domain names were purchased to prevent creation of ghost sites. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — CABINET HANDBOOK 

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

(1) Is the Minister aware of 2017 Cabinet Handbook guidelines with respect to the handling of Cabinet in 
Confidence (CiC) information? 

(2) Since 17 March 2017 has the Minister or their staff transmitted CiC information via text message, 
iMessage or WhatsApp, and if yes: 

(a) what service was used and to whom was that information conveyed; 

(b) as per the Cabinet handbook was the information marked “Not to be Copied”; 

(c) can the Minister rule out that CiC information was not stored on a third party server; and 

(d) has the Minister sought approval for use of this service by the Cabinet Secretariat? 

(3) Since 17 March 2017 has the Minister or their staff transmitted CiC information via fax, and if yes: 

(a) to whom was that information conveyed; and 

(b) as per the Cabinet Handbook was the document destroyed after it’s use? 

  1 2 3 4 5   

(a) towardszero
.com.au 

Drinkstupid 
drivestupid 
.com.au 

Mystandard 
drinks.com.au 

Officeofthe 
commissioner 
forroadsafety 
.com.au  

ocrs.com.au Roadsafety 
commission 
.com.au 

(b) Melbourne 
IT 

Netregistry Netregistry Netregistry Netregistry Netregistry 

(c) 2008 

  

31st July 2017 20th July 2017 16th 
March 2015 

Information 
not available 

10th June 2015 

(d) Information 
not 
available 

$23.90 $23.90 $59.95 Information 
not available 

$53.90 

(e) $136.36 for 
two years 

$38.95 for two 
years 

$21.95 per 
year 

$19.95 per 
year 

Domain name 
currently on 
hold 

$15 per year 
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Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
It is longstanding practice that the Department of the Premier and Cabinet does not disclose Cabinet in Confidence 
information. Ministers have been informed on the requirements of the Cabinet Handbook and their responsibilities 
concerning Cabinet in Confidence material and as per the Ministerial Code of Conduct they are expected to observe 
those requirements. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTRAIT 
743. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
I refer to recent portrait photos taken of Minister in March: 
(a) what date(s) was the Ministers portrait photo taken; 
(b) what was the cost of the photo shoot; 
(c) who was the photographer; 
(d) will these photos be digitally enhanced or edited in any way: 

(i) if so, what is the cost of that editing; 
(e) who or what agency is the ultimate owner of the photo; 
(f) what copyright will be attached to the photo (Creative Commons etc.); and 
(g) can the photo be used for any political campaign purposes? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
(a)–(g) No portrait photos have been taken. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — ELECTRONIC MEDIA SUBSCRIPTION SERVICES 
861. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
I refer to Ministerial office expenditure and ask, since 17 March 2017 has any money been spent on the purchase 
of electronic media subscription services: 
(a) If yes, what service or outlet has been subscribed to; 
(b) How many subscriptions have been purchased; 
(c) How much does each subscription cost; and 
(d) How long is that subscription valid for? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
No. 
(a)–(d) Not applicable. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — TWITTER 
949. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities since 17 March 2017 for departments, agencies, boards or 
publicly owned corporations, does the agency operate any Twitter account and, if so: 
(a) What is the Twitter account handle; and 
(b) Are there any ‘tailored audiences’ attached to that Twitter account: 

(i) Will the Minister table an export of the Twitter handles contained within these tailored audiences 
or if not, why not? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
The WA Police advise the following: 
(a) The main corporate account handle for WA Police is @WA_Police. Other twitter accounts include: 

@WAPoliceTraffic @dcops @WapolEBP 

@acr_WA @SuptMWG @SuptCentral 

@SuptGS @cedpolice @ArmadalePolice 

@BelmontPol @CanningValePol @CanningtonPol 

@GosnellsPol @KensingtonPol @MundijongPol 
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@ClarksonPolice @CottesloePol @HillarysPolice 

@JoondalupPolice @MirrabookaPol @MorleyPol 

@ScarboroughPol @WannerooPolice @WarwickPol 

@Yanchep_Police @BayswaterPol @EllenbrookPol 

@ForrestfieldPol @KiaraPol @MidlandPol 

@MundaringPol @PerthPol @BallajuraPol 

@WembleyPol @CockburnPol @DwellingupPol 

@FremantlePol @KwinanaPol @MandurahPol 

@MurdochPol @PalmyraPol @PinjarraPol 

@RockinghamPol @RottnestPol @BarrowIslandPol 

@DampierPol @ExmouthPol @JigalongPol 

@KarrathaPol @MarbBarPol @NewmanPolice 

@NullaginePol @OnslowPol @PannaPol 

@ParaburdooPol @PortHedlandPol @RoebournePol 

@SouthHedlandPol @TomPricePol @AlbanyPol 

@BoddingtonPol @BrooktonPol @CorriginPol 

@CranbrookPol @DenmarkPol @DumbleyungPol 

@GnowangerupPol @HopetounPol @JerramungupPol 

@KatanningPol @KojonupPol @KondininPol 

@KulinPol @LakeGracePol @MtBarkerPol 

@NarroginPol @PingellyPol @RavensthorpePol 

@TambellupPol @WaginPol @WalpolePol 

@WickepinPol @WilliamsPol @BurrinPol 

@CarnamahPol @CarnarvonPol @Cue_Pol 

@DongaraPol @GeraldtonPol @JurienBayPol 

@KalbarriPol @LeemanPol @MeekaPol 

@MingenewPol @MorawaPol @MtMagnetPol 

@MullewaPol @NorthamptonPol @PerenjoriPol 

@SharkBayPol @ThreeSpringsPol @YalgooPol 

@Augusta_Pol @AustralindPol @BoyupBrookPol 

@BridgetownPol @BunburyPolice @BusseltonPolice 

@ColliePol @DonnybrookPol @DunsboroughPol 

@HarveyPolice @ManjimupPol @MargRiverPol 

@NannupPol @PembertonPol @WaroonaPol 

@YarloopPol @BencubbinPol @BeverleyPol 

@BruceRockPol @CunderdinPol @DalwallinuPol 

@DowerinPol @GinginPol @GoomallingPol 

@KellerberrinPol @KoordaPol @LancelinPol 

@MerredinPol @MooraPol @MukinbudinPol 

@NarembeenPol @NorthamPol @QuairadingPol 

@SthnCrossPol @ToodyayPol @WonganPol 
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@WundowiePol @WyalkatchemPol @York_Police 

@CoolgardiePol @EsperancePol @EuclaPol 

@KalgoorliePol @KambaldaPol @KintorePol 

@LavertonPol @LeinsterPol @LeonoraPolice 

@NGLandsPol @NorsemanPol @WilunaPol 

@BalgoPol @BidyadangaPol @BroomePol 

@DerbyPol @FitzroyPol @HallsCreekPol 

@KalumburuPol @KununurraPol @LoomaPol 

@WarmunPol @WyndhamPol  

(b) WA Police advise that there are no ‘tailored audiences’ attached to any of these accounts.  

(i) N/A 

The Office of Road Safety advise the following: 

Yes. 

(a) @RoadSafetyWA (Verified account) 

(b) Yes. 

(i) As follows: 

 Police: 

@BallajuraPol @NGLandsPol @KintorePol 

@KoordaPol @EuclaPol @WonganPol 

@WarmunPol @LoomaPol @KalumburuPol 

@HallsCreekPol @BidyadangaPol @BalgoPol 

@LeinsterPol @WyalkatchemPol @BoyupBrookPol 

@Augusta_Pol @KununurraPol @DalwallinuPol 

@BeverleyPol @GoomallingPol @WapolEBP 

@DowerinPol @PembertonPol @MukinbudinPol 

@GinginPol @LancelinPol @BencubbinPol 

@KalgoorliePol @NarembeenPol @LeonoraPolice 

@WilunaPol @BruceRockPol @YarloopPol 

@CunderdinPol @NorsemanPol @KulinPol 

@WickepinPol @WaginPol @WalpolePol 

@TambellupPol @RavensthorpePol @KondininPol 

@LakeGracePol @HopetounPol @JerramungupPol 

@CranbrookPol @KojonupPol @GnowangerupPol 

@BoddingtonPol @ManjimupPol @WaroonaPol 

@FitzroyPol @DumbleyungPol @ThreeSpringsPol 

@PerenjoriPol @SharkBayPol @TomPricePol 

@MorawaPol @MullewaPol @YalgooPol 

@Cue_Pol @MingenewPol @BurrinPol 

@CarnamahPol @MeekaPol @ParaburdooPol 

@OnslowPol @NullaginePol @PannaPol 

@ExmouthPol @JigalongPol @NewmanPolice 
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@MarbBarPol @DampierPol @WyndhamPol 

@PingellyPol @DonnybrookPol @HarveyPolice 

@DunsboroughPol @WilliamsPol @SthnCrossPol 

@JurienBayPol @KalbarriPol @BroomePol 

@BrooktonPol @CorriginPol @KambaldaPol 

@ToodyayPol @QuairadingPol @KellerberrinPol 

@RoebournePol @WAPoliceTraffic @KarrathaPol 

@LavertonPol @NannupPol @MooraPol 

@NorthamptonPol @EllenbrookPol @MtBarkerPo 

@CoolgardiePol @SouthHedlandPol @MerredinPol 

@PerthPol @MundaringPol @KiaraPol 

@WembleyPol @MidlandPol @ForrestfieldPol 

@ScarboroughPol @MorleyPol @MirrabookaPol 

@BunburyPolice @MtMagnetPol @EsperancePol 

@CottesloePol @RottnestPol @DwellingupPol 

@PinjarraPol @RockinghamPol @MandurahPol 

@KwinanaPol @CockburnPol @MurdochPol 

@PalmyraPol @FremantlePol @DerbyPol 

@WundowiePol @ColliePol @PortHedlandPol 

@BayswaterPol @DongaraPol @CarnarvonPol 

@GeraldtonPol @LeemanPol @MargRiverPol 

@NarroginPol @KatanningPol @DenmarkPol 

@AlbanyPol @York_Police @NorthamPol 

@BarrowIslandPol @KensingtonPol @GosnellsPol 

@BelmontPol @CanningValePol @CanningtonPol 

@Yanchep_Police @AusFedPolice @ArmadalePolice 

@BusseltonPolice @AustralindPol @WarwickPol 

@HillarysPolice @WannerooPolice @JoondalupPolice 

@ClarksonPolice @SuptGS @WA_Police 

Road Safety: 

@TowardsZeroFdn @WAPoliceTraffic @ItCanWait 

@RoadTraumaWA @JoinTheDrive @wesavelives_ 

@AusRoadSafety @roadtozero @eie_wa 

@StoptheTexts @bicyclingwa @end_dd 

@Brakecharity @UNRSC @DriveSober 

@LizaHarveyMLA @WA_Roads @NHTSAgov 

@ZeroFatalities @saveMOlives @TACVictoria 

checkeveryday: 

@EagleRiderSyd @WaroonaPol @WilliamsPol 

@mwlampard @ToodyayPol @WAPoliceTraffic 

@NorthamptonPol @polscotrpu @SouthHedlandPol 
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@MerredinPol @MidlandPol @MorleyPol 

@EsperancePol @RottnestPol @KwinanaPol 

@DerbyPol @ColliePol @PortHedlandPol 

@WheatbeltDevCom @GeraldtonPol @MargRiverPol 

@York_Police @JoinTheDrive @KensingtonPol 

@Yanchep_Police @ArmadalePolice @JoondalupPolice 

@THINKgovuk @ProfRayWills @RoadSafetyScot 

@HighwayCodeGB @bicyclingwa @TeensDriverSeat 

@ABCemergency @Brakecharity @Tyresafe 

@MarkHinchliffe @fietsprofessor @DriveSober 

@WA_Police @Ride2WorkAust @Road_Safety_GB 

@YOURS_YforRS @oconnorshane @ANCAPsafety 

@OperationSLives @KidspotSocial @saveMOlives 

@TACVictoria @bicycle_network @roadsafety 

@VicTraffic @livingstreets @NRMA 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — REQUEST TO ATTEND EVENT FORMS 

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

As at 20 June 2017 have any “Request to Attend Event” forms been submitted by Ministerial staff (at or above 
PSGA Level 5 or equivalent) and if so: 

(a) Have these forms been submitted to the DPC Integrity Unit: 

(i) If not, why not; 

(b) What was the event the staffer attended; 

(c) What date was the event held; and 

(d) When was the “Request to Attend Event” form submitted to the DPC Integrity Unit? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

Yes, one. 

(a) Yes. 

(i) Not applicable. 

(b) Working/briefing lunch. 

(c) 4 May 2017 

(d) 3 May 2017 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — PRIVATE DINING ROOM HIRE 

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

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities since 17 March 2017 for departments, agencies, boards or 
publicly owned corporations, has any money been spent on the hire or usage of private dining rooms, and if so: 

(a) What date was the room hired or used; 

(b) At what facility or restaurant was the private dining room hired or used; 

(c) How much money was spent in the hire or usage of the private dining room; 

(d) What was the occasion that warranted the hire or usage of the private dining room; 

(e) What individuals and / or organisations were present in the private dining room; and 

(f) Was any alcohol consumed and if so, how much was spent on alcohol? 
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Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

Western Australia Police accounting systems do not record this level of information. 

The Road Safety Commission advised the following; 

(a)–(f) N/A. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — GIFTS 

1002. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 

In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities since 17 March 2017 for departments, agencies, boards or 
publicly owned corporations: 

(a) How many gifts have been received by officers at or above PSGA level 9 (or equivalent); 

(b) What was the gift and what is it’s estimated value; and 

(c) What individual or organisation provided the gifts and on what date was the gift provided? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

The Road Safety Commission advise the following; 

(a) Two. 

(b) (i) Event ticket, estimated value $19.50. 

(ii) Evening ball, estimated value $290. 

(c) (i) Caravan & Camping Show (gift offered 14th February 2017; event occurred 22nd April 2017). 

(ii) Clubs WA (gift offered 23rd February 2017; event occurred 22nd March 2017). 

The WA Police advise the following; 

(a) Two. 

(b) Two tickets to the Fremantle Dockers football game on 3 May 2017 in the Presidential Suite, valued at 
$240.  

 Two tickets to the West Coast Eagles football game on 9 July 2017 in a Corporate Box valued at $500.  

(c) The Fremantle Dockers game tickets were provided by the Fremantle Dockers Football Club on 
3 May 2017.  

 The West Coast Eagles game tickets were provided by Mr Joe Ferrante from Australia Post on 
29 June 2017. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — CONFLICT OF INTEREST – GIFT FORMS 

1019. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 

(1) As at 20 June 2017 have any “Conflict of Interest – Gift” forms been submitted by Ministerial staff: 

(a) Have these forms been submitted to the DPC Integrity Unit: 

(i) If not, why not; 

(b) How many gifts have been recieved; 

(c) What is the total estimated overall value of those gifts; and 

(d) Who provided the gifts? 

(2) As at 20 June 2017 how many gifts have been received by the Minister: 

(a) How many gifts have been received; 

(b) What is the total estimated overall value of those gifts; and 

(c) Who provided the gifts? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

(1) No. 

 (a)–(d) Not applicable. 

(2) No. 

 (a)–(c) Not applicable. 
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MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — MEDIA MONITORING SERVICES 

1036. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 

I refer to media monitoring services engaged by the Minister’s departments, agencies, boards or publicly owned 
corporations and ask: 

(a) What company is engaged to provide the service; 

(b) Is the service engaged on an ad-hoc (keyword, topic etc.) basis or on continual subscription: 

(i) If engaged on an ad-hoc basis, what are the keywords or topics which are monitored by the 
service; 

(c) What media outlets are monitored; and 

(d) What officers receive the media monitoring results and on what frequency? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

Police 

(a)–(d) Western Australia Police utilise the services of the Media Monitoring Unit provided by Department of 
the Premier and Cabinet. 

Road Safety 

(a)–(d) Meltweather was engaged by the RSC during the term of the former government. I will be seeking further 
advice as to why it was engaged and what facilities are provided. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — AGENCY — MASTERS OF CEREMONIES 

1056. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 

For events, meetings, conferences and seminars held by the agency since 1 January 2017, have any Master of 
Ceremonies been engaged: 

(a) If yes, what was the event, meeting, conference or seminar; 

(b) If yes, where was the event, meeting, conference or seminar held; and 

(c) If yes, what organisation was engaged and how much was that organisation paid? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

On June 15, the Attorney General raised concerns about the frivolous nature of many of the questions the 
Member for Dawesville had lodged and the impact it was having on the resources of his departments and agencies. 

In response the Member boasted; “he (the Attorney General) has signed himself up to another 50 questions over 
the weekend; I look forward to that!”  

The Member has now made it clear many of his questions are not serious and appear to be lodged purely out of 
spite and designed to waste the time of public servants. 

As such, I am not willing to continue to devote valuable Government resources entertaining this behaviour. 

The Member has the opportunity to interrogate the budgets of agencies and departments through the normal budget 
estimates process. 

TREASURER — DAWSON HARRIS PTY LTD — CONTACT 

1104. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Treasurer; Minister for Finance; Energy; Aboriginal Affairs: 

Has the Minister or Ministerial staff met or had any contact with any representative of Dawson Harris Pty Ltd, and 
if so: 

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

(b) Who was contacted; 

(c) Who made the contact; 

(d) What was the nature of the contact; 

(e) Where was each meeting held; 

(f) Who was present at each meeting; and 

(g) What was discussed at each meeting? 
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Mr B.S. Wyatt replied: 

Between 17 March 2017 and 22 June 2017 the Treasurer and his current Ministerial staff have had no contact or 
meetings with representatives of Dawson Harris Pty Ltd related to government business. The Treasurer and his 
current Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of Dawson Harris Pty Ltd for administrative 
purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not listed. 

(a)–(g) Not applicable. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — AGENCY — WELCOME TO COUNTRY CEREMONIES 

1196. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 

For events, meetings, conferences and seminars held by the agency since 1 January 2017, have there been any 
“Welcome to Country” ceremony or acknowledgements paid for by the agency: 

(a) If yes, what was the event, meeting, conference or seminar; 

(b) If yes, where was the event, meeting, conference or seminar held; and 

(c) If yes, what organisation conducted the Welcome to Country and how much was that organisation paid? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

On June 15, the Attorney General raised concerns about the frivolous nature of many of the questions the 
Member for Dawesville had lodged and the impact it was having on the resources of his departments and agencies. 

In response the Member boasted; “he (the Attorney General) has signed himself up to another 50 questions over 
the weekend; I look forward to that!”  

The Member has now made it clear many of his questions are not serious and appear to be lodged purely out of 
spite and designed to waste the time of public servants. 

As such, I am not willing to continue to devote valuable Government resources entertaining this behaviour. 

The Member has the opportunity to interrogate the budgets of agencies and departments through the normal budget 
estimates process. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — ONLINE PAYMENT SYSTEMS 

1205. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 

Do any of the Minister’s portfolio responsibility Departments, Boards, Agencies or corporations operate an online 
payment system, and if so: 

(a) What is the URL used to access this payment system; 

(b) What is the system used for; 

(c) Since 1 January 2017 have there been any reported online attacks or breaches of these systems; 

(d) Does the online payment system store any personal data of those who use it: 

(i) If so, what data is stored and for how long; and 

(ii) If so, is that data encrypted; 

(e) Are there any maintenance costs associated with the online payment system: 

(i) if so, what is the annual maintenance cost; 

(f) Are there any people dedicated to the administration of the online payment system: 

(i) If so, what is the job title of those people and their associated salary and entitlements; and 

(g) How many people have used the system since 1 January 2017? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

The WA Police use the Commonwealth Bank (CBA) BPoint system and Australia Post (Secure Pay) service for 
electronic transactions directly from members of the public. 

(a) CBA https://www.bpoint.com.au/payments/westernaustraliapolice and Secure Pay 
https://www.police.wa.gov.au/Police-Direct 

(b) Payment of Infringements, Firearm permits, several license types and Information applications are made 
through the CBA and the Secure Pay system is used for the processing of National Police Certificates. 

(c) Both the CBA and Secure Pay have confirmed no reported attacks or breaches of the system.  

https://www.bpoint.com.au/payments/westernaustraliapolice
https://www.police.wa.gov.au/Police-Direct
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(d) The CBA system stores credit card numbers in a Payment Card Industry – Data Security Standard 
compliant environment. No other personal data is stored. 

(i) The credit card numbers are stored for seven (7) years. A reference number for expected 
payments such as infringements and renewals along with the expiry date for payment 
(where applicable) and amount due is sent by WA Police to CBA. 

(ii) Yes. 

(e) Yes. 

(i) Online transactions using the CBA system incur a cost of $0.15 per transaction. Online 
transactions using the Secure Pay system incur a cost of $0.1764 per transaction. 

(f) Administration of the online payment systems are part of the services provided. CBA conducts its own 
and Secure Pay has a support arrangement with Decipha. 

(i) Not applicable. 

(g) There were 5 987 (includes 276 refunds) transactions in the period 1 January to 30 June 2017 
(monthly reporting for July will not be available until August) through the CBA system 
and 94 233 applications processed in the period 1 January to 30 June 2017 through the Secure Pay system. 

The Road Safety Commission advise the following; 

No. 

(a)–(g) N/A 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — ONLINE MERCHANDISE STORES 

1222. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 

Do any of the Minister’s portfolio responsibility Departments, Boards, Agencies or corporations operate an online 
merchandise store, and if so: 

(a) What is the URL used to access this store; 

(b) What products are sold on the store; 

(c) Since 1 January 2017 have there been any reported online attacks or breaches of these systems; 

(d) For customers who use the system, is any personal data stored: 

(i) If so, what data is stored and for how long; and 

(ii) If so, is that data encrypted; 

(e) Are there any maintenance costs associated with the online store: 

(i) if so, what is the annual maintenance cost; 

(f) Are there any people dedicated to the administration of the online store: 

(i) If so, what is the job title of those people and their associated salary and entitlements; and 

(g) How many people have used the store since 1 January 2017? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

The Road Safety Commission and WA Police does not operate an online merchandise store’s. 

(a)–(g) Not applicable. 

ROAD SAFETY — NATIONAL TOURISM SIGNAGE REFERENCE GROUP 

1254. Mr P.A. Katsambanis to the Minister for Road Safety: 

(1) When is the National Tourism Signage Reference Group (NTSRG) expected to adopt a nationally 
consistent standard for tourist road signage? 

(2) In the absence of an existing national approach to tourist road signage, what initiatives are currently being 
undertaken by the Road Safety Commission to reduce the number of vehicle crashes that have resulted 
from drivers driving or swerving on the wrong side of the road? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

(1)–(2) The National Tourism Signage Reference Group (NTSRG) is maintained by Main Roads WA. 
Accordingly, the question should be directed to the Minister for Transport. 
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MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — CARBON EMISSIONS OFFSET 
1267. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio departments, agencies, boards or publicly owned corporations, since 
1 January 2017 has any money been spent to offset carbon emissions, and if so: 
(a) How much money has been spent; 
(b) What organisations have been engaged to offset carbon emissions; and 
(c) What is the total number of carbon emissions which have been offset? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
On June 15, the Attorney General raised concerns about the frivolous nature of many of the questions the 
Member for Dawesville had lodged and the impact it was having on the resources of his departments and agencies. 
In response the Member boasted; “he (the Attorney General) has signed himself up to another 50 questions over 
the weekend; I look forward to that!”  
The Member has now made it clear many of his questions are not serious and appear to be lodged purely out of 
spite and designed to waste the time of public servants. 
As such, I am not willing to continue to devote valuable Government resources entertaining this behaviour. 
The Member has the opportunity to interrogate the budgets of agencies and departments through the normal budget 
estimates process. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — PODCAST ADVERTISING 
1284. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities since 1 January 2017 for departments, agencies, boards or 
publicly owned corporations: 
(a) Has any advertising campaigns taken place on a podcast, and if so: 

(i) How much money has been spent on podcast adverting; 
(ii) On what podcast (outlet and episode) did the advertising take place; 
(iii) What advertising campaign was published on the podcast; and 
(iv) Has any review been undertaken as to the effectiveness of podcast advertising: 

(A) If so, will the Minister table that review? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
On June 15, the Attorney General raised concerns about the frivolous nature of many of the questions the 
Member for Dawesville had lodged and the impact it was having on the resources of his departments and agencies. 
In response the Member boasted; “he (the Attorney General) has signed himself up to another 50 questions over 
the weekend; I look forward to that!”  
The Member has now made it clear many of his questions are not serious and appear to be lodged purely out of 
spite and designed to waste the time of public servants. 
As such, I am not willing to continue to devote valuable Government resources entertaining this behaviour. 
The Member has the opportunity to interrogate the budgets of agencies and departments through the normal budget 
estimates process. 

PLAN FOR PEEL — MANDURAH WAR MEMORIAL — SECURITY 
1309. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police: 
I refer to the Labor “Plan for Peel” and ask: 
(a) Does the Government still intend to invest “an additional $350,000 to fund and install additional CCTV 

cameras in and around the Mandurah’s War Memorial to deter antisocial behaviour.”: 
(i) If yes, when will the funds be released to the City of Mandurah and via what agency; 
(ii) If yes, how many additional CCTV cameras are expected to be installed; 
(iii) If yes, has the Minister, or any representatives of the Minister’s office, agencies or departments 

met with the City of Mandurah to discuss the rollout of this commitment: 
(A) If so, on what date did the meeting occur, with whom and where; and 
(iv) If no, why not? 
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Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
The McGowan Labor Government made a strong commitment to the Peel region during the election campaign and 
released the comprehensive Plan for Peel. The Government looks forward to progressing and delivering its 
commitments and is currently working through the budget process to do so. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — UBER 
1378. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, do they currently operate an Uber account, and if so: 
(a) Since 1 January 2017 how much money has been charged to the account; 
(b) Since 1 January 2017 how many trips have been charged to the account; and 
(c) Since 1 January 2017 what is the most expensive trip which has been charged to the account? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
On June 15, the Attorney General raised concerns about the frivolous nature of many of the questions the 
Member for Dawesville had lodged and the impact it was having on the resources of his departments and agencies. 
In response the Member boasted; “he (the Attorney General) has signed himself up to another 50 questions over 
the weekend; I look forward to that!”  
The Member has now made it clear many of his questions are not serious and appear to be lodged purely out of 
spite and designed to waste the time of public servants. 
As such, I am not willing to continue to devote valuable Government resources entertaining this behaviour. 
The Member has the opportunity to interrogate the budgets of agencies and departments through the normal budget 
estimates process. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — CAB CHARGE 
1395. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, do they currently operate a Cab Charge account, 
and if so: 
(a) Since 1 January 2017 how much money has been charged to the account; 
(b) Since 1 January 2017 how many trips have been charged to the account; and 
(c) Since 1 January 2017 what is the most expensive trip which has been charged to the account? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
On June 15, the Attorney General raised concerns about the frivolous nature of many of the questions the 
Member for Dawesville had lodged and the impact it was having on the resources of his departments and agencies. 
In response the Member boasted; “he (the Attorney General) has signed himself up to another 50 questions over 
the weekend; I look forward to that!”  
The Member has now made it clear many of his questions are not serious and appear to be lodged purely out of 
spite and designed to waste the time of public servants. 
As such, I am not willing to continue to devote valuable Government resources entertaining this behaviour. 
The Member has the opportunity to interrogate the budgets of agencies and departments through the normal budget 
estimates process. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF — WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 
1412. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office as at 21 June 2017, 
how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent, are currently on workers compensation as a result of 
a workplace injury? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
The WA Police advised the following: 
As at 21 June 2017, the number of Western Australia Police employees on workers’ compensation as a result of 
a workplace injury was 70. This includes police staff and police auxiliary officers. It does not include police 
officers as they are not covered by the Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management Act (1981). 
The Road Safety Commission advised the following: 
None. 
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MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — CREDITORS 

1429. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
For each Department and Agency within the Minister’s portfolio, are there any creditors which have been 
outstanding for greater than 120 days as at 21 June 2017, and if so: 

(a) What is the number of creditors outstanding; and 

(b) What is the total amount owed to those creditors? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
The WA Police advise the following: 

(a) 26 

(b) $35 658.47 

The Road Safety Commission advise the following: 

(a) Nil. 

(b) N/A 

POLICE — RESPONSE TIMES — PEEL REGION 

1434. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police: 
I refer to WA Police response times in the Peel Region and ask: 

(a) What was the average response time between 1 January 2017 to 21 June 2017; 

(b) What was the average response time for the same time period as (a) in 2016; and 

(c) What was the average response time for the same time period as (a) in 2015? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
(a) Priority 1 tasks – 5:47 minutes 

Priority 2 tasks –  9:25 minutes 

Priority 3 tasks –  48:20 minutes 

(b) Priority 1 tasks – 8:26 minutes 

Priority 2 tasks – 0:31 minutes 

Priority 3 tasks – 44:26 minutes 

(c) Priority 1 tasks – 3:30 minutes 

Priority 2 tasks – 12:22 minutes 

Priority 3 tasks – 46:24 minutes 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PROJECTS —  
MANDURAH, MURRAY–WELLINGTON AND DAWESVILLE 

1447. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
Can the Minister advise what funds have been specifically allocated to be spent by the Minister’s 
portfolio departments and agencies on projects and works since 1 January 2017 in the electorates of Mandurah, 
Murray–Wellington and Dawesville? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
It is impossible to provide an accurate answer for what funds, projects and works across Government have occurred 
in specific electorates. While some projects are location specific, many are not, let alone that departmental 
reporting systems are not designed to provide electorate level breakdowns. 

That being said, the McGowan Labor Government took to the 2017 Election a comprehensive Plan for Peel. 
A range of commitments from that plan have already been implement and the Government looks forward to 
delivering the rest. 

I also note than under the previous Barnett Liberal Government for which the member for Dawesville was a staff 
member, the Peel region was consistently disadvantaged by the distribution of Royalties for Regions funding, 
a breakdown of which can be found below. The McGowan Labor Government will work towards a fairer allocation 
of Royalties for Regions as it re-prioritises the program towards job-creating programs, to boost employment 
throughout the Peel and the rest of Western Australia. 
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Region Total Reported Expenditure 2008–09 to 2015–16 $/Person 

Gascoyne $342,521,809 $34,584 

Goldfields–Esperance $423,112,270 $6,990 

Great Southern $351,541,991 $5,843 

Kimberley $962,225,805 $24,799 

MidWest $423,490,801 $7,305 

Peel $152,060,321 $1,153 

Pilbara $1,690,951,598 $25,675 

South West $532,729,375 $3,028 

Wheatbelt $594,375,098 $7,981 

POLICE — DISTRICT SUPPORT TEAMS 

1452. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police: 

I refer to the statements made in the Legislative Assembly by the Minister in relation to “District Support Teams” 
and ask: 

(a) Is there any “District Support Team” dedicated to the Mandurah Police Station or any stations in the 
Peel region: 

(i) If no, why not; and 

(ii) If yes, when did the training take place for this team? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

(a) No. All District Support Teams are located in Regional WA. Mandurah Police Station is located within 
the South Metropolitan District. 

(i) The Metropolitan Operating Model provides support for local police stations. Support services which 
complement Mandurah Police include: 

Response Team – to provide tasking support.  

Traffic Enforcement Team – to provide traffic management support.  

Regional Operations Group South – to provide general support to stations in the Peel region.  

District Control Centre – to provide 24hour resource management to the South Metropolitan 
District.  

(ii) Not applicable. 

POLICE — PEEL SUBDISTRICT 

1453. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police: 

I refer to the Labor Party commitment to create a WA Police Peel sub-district: 

(a) Is it still the Government’s intent to create a Peel sub-district of WA Police: 

(i) If so, when will the sub-district be created; 

(ii) If so, where will the sub-district geographically exist; 

(iii) If so, as at 21 June 2017 has the Minister or Minister’s office met with any representative of 
WA Police to discuss the creation of the sub-district: 

(A) If no, why not; and 

(iv) If no, why not? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 

There was no election commitment by WA Labor to re-establish the Peel Police District after the Barnett Liberal 
Government amalgamated it into the South Metropolitan Police District. The Member for Mandurah 
David Templeman will continue to be a loud and persistent advocate for Peel. 
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MINISTER FOR POLICE — SHAREHOLDING DIVESTMENT 
1478. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
As a requirement of the McGowan State Government’s Ministerial Code of Conduct has the Minister divested or 
are they in the process of divesting any shareholdings in any company and interests in partnerships and trusts, by 
virtue of which a conflict exists, or could reasonably be expected to exist, with their portfolio responsibilities: 
(a) If yes, what was divested or is in the process of being divested; 
(b) If yes, on what date was the divestment initiated; and 
(c) If yes, on what date was the divestment completed? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
(a)–(c) In accordance with the Ministerial Code of Conduct all Ministers and Parliamentary Secretaries are 

required to make declarations concerning these matters should they arise, in addition to any potential, 
perceived or actual conflicts of interest. As was the case under the previous Government, these 
declarations remain Cabinet-in-Confidence. Under the Members of Parliament (Financial Interests) 
Act 1992, however, primary and annual returns for all members are made public and are tabled in the 
relevant House of Parliament. 
MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — SWIMMING POOLS, SPAS AND SAUNAS 

1495. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for any of their departments, agencies, government trading 
enterprises or boards I ask: 
(a) Do any of these entities operate a swimming pool, spa or sauna? and if so: 

(i) How much does it cost per financial year to operate the swimming pool, spa or sauna; 
(ii) How many people have access to the swimming pool, spa or sauna; 
(iii) What does it cost an individual to use the swimming pool, spa or sauna; and 
(iv) How many people have used theswimming pool, spa or sauna in the last financial year; and 

(b) Do any of the entities have a financial relationship with a third party swimming pool, spa or sauna 
provider: 
(i) If so, what is the nature of that financial relationship (cost to the taxpayer, number of entity 

memberships etc); and 
(ii) If so, when did the entity enter into this relationship? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
(a) Swimming pools, spa and sauna’s may exist across the public sector for a variety of purposes, commercial 

or otherwise. They range from the pools operated by Venues West in their management of facilities, 
Education Department with school swimming pools, WA Health with recovery pools for rehabilitation to 
other varieties not listed. Not all pools cost money to attend, nor may count attendance. I request that the 
member be more specific with his question. 

(b) The scope of this question is too broad as it may range from private gym facilities, local governments that 
operate swimming pools or building companies that construct swimming pools. I ask that the member be 
more specific with his question. 

MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — GYMS 
1512. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
In respect of the Minister’s portfolio responsibilities for any of their departments, agencies, government trading 
enterprises or boards I ask: 
(a) Do any of these entities operate a gym? and if so: 

(i) How much does it cost per financial year to operate the gym; 
(ii) How many people have access to the gym; 
(iii) What does it cost an individual to use the gym; and 
(iv) How many people have used the gym in the last financial year; and 

(b) Do any of the entities have a financial relationship with a third party gym or health club provider: 
(i) If so, what is the nature of that financial relationship (cost to the taxpayer, number of entity 

memberships etc); and 
(ii) If so, when did the entity enter into this relationship? 



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 15 August 2017] 2839 

 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
(a) Swimming pools, spa and sauna’s may exist across the public sector for a variety of purposes, commercial 

or otherwise. They range from the pools operated by Venues West in their management of facilities, 
Education Department with school swimming pools, WA Health with recovery pools for rehabilitation to 
other varieties not listed. Not all pools cost money to attend, nor may count attendance. I request that the 
member be more specific with his question. 

(b) The scope of this question is too broad as it may range from private gym facilities, local governments that 
operate swimming pools or building companies that construct swimming pools. I ask that the member be 
more specific with his question. 

POLICE — SHARK SIGHTINGS 

1565. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Police: 
Since 1 January 2017 how many shark sightings were reported to Water Police on the 9442 8600 number, and: 

(a) how many of those reports were forwarded to Surf Life Saving Western Australia; and 

(b) how many of those reports originated from residents in the district of Mandurah and Dawesville? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
All reports received by Police are entered on the Shark Alert System (Redcoal) managed by the Department of 
Primary Industry and Regional Development. The system automatically sends a text message to all registered 
recipients which includes Surf Life Saving Western Australia. 
(a) 336 

(b) 26 

OUTDOOR ADVERTISEMENTS — ROAD SAFETY COMMISSION 

1593. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Minister for Road Safety: 
How many “Out-of-Home” advertisements were approved for display on the Road Safety Commission’s property 
for the calendar month of April 2017: 

(a) Will you table a copy of each advertisement: 

(i) If yes, when; and 

(ii) If no, why not? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
Out-of-Home (outdoor) advertising can include billboards, street, roads, highways, transit, and alternative 
advertising, for example: 

Wall and stand-alone advertising boards/displays in shopping centres;  
Transit advertising on back of taxis, buses, ferries and the like;  

Digital advertising on freeways;  

Advertising on bus shelters and train stations;  

Roadside advertising on public, private;  

Doctors surgery or other in-situ posters.  

To source and provide the level of campaign advertising data requested for the near comprehensive range of 
government departments and agencies [including public non-financial corporations (PNFCs), formerly 
Government Trading Enterprises (GTEs)] for each advertisement would be a major task, and the allocation of the 
significant resources required could not be justified. 
I note a similar question was asked in the other place regarding all advertising approved on Government property. 
Asking approximately 70 agencies individually does not significantly change the resources required to answer the 
questions. 

__________ 
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