
 

 

Parliamentary Debates 
(HANSARD) 

THIRTY-NINTH PARLIAMENT 
FIRST SESSION 

2013 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 

Wednesday, 7 August 2013 

 
 





 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Wednesday, 7 August 2013 

                 

THE SPEAKER (Mr M.W. Sutherland) took the chair at 12 noon, and read prayers. 

DANGEROUS DOG BREEDS 
Petition 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [12.01 pm]: I have six separate petitions that I need to read individually to the 
house. They all comply with the standing orders of the house. The first petition has 20 signatures. It is titled 
“Petition to End the Restricted Dog Breed Regulations in WA Laws” and reads as follows — 

To the Honourable Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 
We, the undersigned, respectfully oppose the ‘Breed Specific Regulations’ in any form, in the WA Dog 
Act 1976 which is currently under review. We, the undersigned, support a system to fairly deem dogs 
‘dangerous’, irrespective of the dog’s breed, in Western Australian laws. 

We, the undersigned, ask the Legislative Assembly to abolish all types of dog breed restrictions current 
and proposed for WA Dog Laws; to introduce mandatory training & socialisation, and ownership 
regulations for all domestic dogs irrespective of breed; and introduce a system whereby individual dogs 
are deemed to be ‘dangerous’ based on the behaviour and actions of that particular dog and not the 
result of the breed or parentage of that dog. 

[See petition 30.] 

Petition 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [12.02 pm]: The next petition has two signatures and reads as follows — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, respectfully oppose any Breed Specific Regulations or Legislation in the West 
Australian Dog Act. We, the undersigned, believe all dog breeds should be managed under one 
complete dog law, in WA. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly to remove all legal restrictions currently on certain breeds 
deeming them automatically “dangerous” (BSL), and replace with a system that considers all breeds of 
dog to be “not dangerous”, unless an individual investigation of the dog and owner proves the dog is a 
true “danger” to society. 

[See petition 31.] 

Petition 
MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [12.03 pm]: This petition has 438 signatures and reads as follows — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 
We, the undersigned, respectfully oppose any Breed Specific Regulations or Legislation in the West 
Australian Dog Act. We, the undersigned, believe all dog breeds should be managed under one 
complete dog law, in WA. 

We, the undersigned, ask the Legislative Assembly to abolish any Dog Breed restrictions current and 
proposed for WA Dog Laws; to introduce mandatory training, socialisation, and ownership regulations 
for all domesticated dog breeds; and introduce an accurate system to deem individual dogs “dangerous” 
where by the behaviour and actions of the dog is the result of the judgement “dangerous”, and not the 
breeding of the animal. 

[See petition 32.] 

Petition 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [12.04 pm]: This petition has 356 signatures and reads as follows — 

To the Honourable Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 
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We, the undersigned, respectfully oppose the ‘Breed Specific Regulations’ in any form, in the WA Dog 
Act 1976 which is currently under review. We, the undersigned, support a system to fairly deem dogs 
‘dangerous’, irrespective of the dog’s breed, in Western Australian laws. 

We, the undersigned, ask the Legislative Assembly to abolish all types of dog breed restrictions current 
and proposed for WA Dog Laws; to introduce mandatory training & socialisation, and ownership 
regulations for all domestic dogs irrespective of breed; and introduce a system whereby individual dogs 
are deemed to be ‘dangerous’ based on the behaviour and actions of that particular dog and not the 
result of the breed or parentage of that dog. 

[See petition 33.] 

Petition 
MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [12.05 pm]: This petition has 997 signatures and reads as follows — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

“We, the undersigned, respectfully oppose any Breed Specific Regulations or Dangerous Dog 
Legislation (Restricted Breeds) in the Western Australian Dog Act 1976. We, the undersigned, support 
a system to fairly deem dogs ‘dangerous’ based on modern veterinary and canine behaviour science, 
irrespective of the dog’s breed.” 

“We, the undersigned, ask the Legislative Assembly to abolish restrictions to any one particular breed 
or type of dog under current and proposed legislation in Western Australia; to propose training, 
socialisation and ownership regulation’s for all domestic dogs regardless of breed and introduce a 
system whereby individual dogs are deemed to be ‘dangerous’ based on the behaviour and actions of 
that particular dog and not the breed or parentage of that dog.” 

[See petition 34.] 

Dr K.D. Hames: Couldn’t you have just read one in because the petitions markedly feel the same. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, member for Albany! 

Petition 
MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [12.06 pm]: Had I been allowed to, Deputy Premier, I would have read them all 
in as one. 

This petition has 8 316 signatures. Before I read it, I just point out that that takes the total signatories for this 
petition to over 12 000 between last year and this year. Another 500 signatures will be tabled in the upper house 
today. This petition has 8 316 signatures of the more than 12 000 people who signed, and reads as follows — 

To the Honourable Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, respectfully oppose the ‘Breed Specific Regulations’ in any form, in the WA Dog 
Act 1976 which is currently under review. We, the undersigned, support a system to fairly deem dogs 
‘dangerous’ based on modern veterinary and canine behaviour science, irrespective of the dog’s breed. 

We, the undersigned, ask the Legislative Assembly to abolish all types of dog breed restrictions current 
and proposed for WA Dog Laws; to introduce training, socialisation and ownership regulations for all 
domestic dogs; and introduce a system where individual dogs are deemed ‘dangerous’ by a trained 
canine behaviour and training expert for its behaviour and temperament, and not due to the breed or 
parentage of that dog. 

I thank the breed specific legislation team who collected the petitions. 

[See petition 35.] 

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

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2013–14 BILL 2013 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2013–14 BILL 2013 

Notice of Motion to Introduce 
MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [12.13 pm]: Before I begin, I acknowledge the career firefighters 
in the gallery today. They will hear from the Minister for Emergency Services in about 10 minutes. 
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I give notice that at the next day’s sitting, I will move that a bill to grant supply and appropriate and apply out of 
the consolidated account certain sums for the capital purposes for the year ending 30 June 2014 be introduced 
and read a first time. I give notice that at the next day’s sitting, I will move that a bill to grant supply and 
appropriate and apply out of the consolidated account certain sums for the recurrent services and purposes of the 
year ending 30 June 2014 be introduced and read a first time. 

ORD WEST BANK DEVELOPMENT — DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
Statement by Minister for Regional Development 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Pilbara — Minister for Regional Development) [12.14 pm]: I wish to inform the house 
of progress on the Ord west bank development. The Department of Regional Development has recently released 
draft concept plans for an agricultural subdivision in the Ord west bank, which is located north of Kununurra, on 
the western bank of the Ord River, opposite Ivanhoe Crossing. This subdivision is providing agricultural infill in 
Ord stage 1 and will release approximately 1 000 hectares of irrigated farmland in the Ord irrigation area. There 
are two parcels of land of 59 hectares and 1 700 hectares with about 1 000 hectares of the land considered arable. 
It is expected that the subdivision will provide for up to 25 new farms run by local producers and it is hoped that 
the land will be offered for sale by tender in 2014–15. The potential of this land has been recognised for many 
years, and the outstanding soils in this area provide an opportunity to encourage high-value horticultural crops 
and diversification in the Ord system.  

Three different concept plans are available for viewing on the Department of Regional Development’s website. 
These plans were developed after widespread consultation with stakeholder groups, including the 
Ord·Community Reference Group, the Miriuwung–Gajerrong Corporation, local state government agencies and 
the Shire of Wyndham–East Kimberley. The draft plans are open for comment until 30 August 2013, and I 
encourage all interested groups to provide feedback.  
The Ord west bank development follows the announcement earlier this year that Kimberley Agricultural 
Investment Pty Ltd will develop 13 400 hectares of new irrigated land under leasehold. I recently visited 
Kununurra and can report to the house that the clearing of the Goomig area as part of this agreement is underway 
and good progress is being made on clearing that new farmland. The Liberal–National government has invested 
$311 million from royalties for regions into the Ord–East Kimberly expansion project delivering the Ord stage 2 
development, which includes new irrigation channels, new sealed roads and flood protection levees. This 
program has been transformational for the East Kimberley and the opportunities for agricultural diversification 
and investment are outstanding. I will continue to keep the house updated on the progress of this important 
project.  
Mr M.P. Murray: How much rice? 

Mr B.J. Grylls: As much as you want, member! 

Mr M.P. Murray: You couldn’t grow it before! What are you going to grow now? 

The SPEAKER: Member for member for Collie–Preston, I note your concern about rice, but we will move on. 

STATE PLANNING POLICY 2.6 — STATE COASTAL PLANNING 
Statement by Minister for Planning 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [12.16 pm]: I am pleased to provide the house with 
information on the government’s new policy to guide coastal planning and protect our state’s unique coastline. I 
was pleased to launch “State Planning Policy No. 2.6: State Coastal Planning”, last Wednesday, 31 July, at the 
2013 WA State Coastal Conference in Esperance. At the conference, representatives from state and local 
governments and private sector organisations whose work relates to coastal planning and/or management were 
briefed on the new policy. I am pleased that the new policy strikes the right balance between ensuring access to 
the coast for leisure and recreational activities; managing the need for housing and commercial development to 
accommodate our growing population; and all whilst giving due consideration to environmental protection so 
that our unique Western Australian coast, one of the state’s greatest assets, can continue to be enjoyed by future 
generations.  
The state planning policy was first adopted in 2003 to provide policy direction on land use, planning and 
development issues specifically as they relate to the WA coast, as well as to protect public foreshores and public 
access to the coast. The policy has had a number of amendments since 2003, with a full review commencing in 
2010. This resulted in a revised policy being released for public comment early last year. We received 63 written 
submissions with 481 individual comments, which were generally supportive of the revised policy. The result is 
a policy that provides for a wide variety of use and development scenarios, including the protection, 
conservation and enhancement of coastal values. The policy gives greater consideration to and recognition of the 
diverse coastal types over more than 20 000 kilometres of coastline, and allows for greater flexibility and 
innovation when managing coastal hazards. The revised policy also sees the removal of specific building height 
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limits for development, with heights to be defined in local planning schemes and strategies to better reflect the 
local context.  

In response to environmental concerns, the policy states that the width of coastal foreshore reserves must 
accommodate for physical processes over time as well as the recreational and other uses of the foreshore. In 
addition, the sea level rise value of 0.9 metres over 100 years has been included. This represents an increase 
from 0.38 metres in the previous policy based on the most up-to-date science and research in this area. The 
revised policy will provide guidance to state and local government agencies and those working in coastal 
planning and development. It will assist local governments in preparing schemes, amendments, structure plans, 
development proposals and management plans that relate to the WA coast. Underpinning the government’s 
revised policy is the need to ensure the long-term sustainability of WA’s coast and offer more robust guidance 
for land use and development.  
Balancing the impacts of our growing population with conserving our coastal environment has never been more 
important and I am pleased this revised policy demonstrates the state government’s commitment to planning 
reform and the need to protect our state’s coastline. The “State Planning Policy No. 2.6: State Coastal Planning” 
is available on the Department of Planning’s website. 

MINERAL EXPLORATON — RECORD EXPENDITURE 
Statement by Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Mines and Petroleum) [12.19 pm]: I report that mineral 
exploration expenditure in Western Australia reached a record $2 billion in 2012, accounting for 56 per cent of 
Australia’s total mineral exploration spend. Iron ore accounted for just over half of this, and with gold and nickel 
accounted for 88 per cent of the total. Exploration activity in Western Australia is still at historically high levels 
and the resources sector continues to make discoveries. Significantly, however, mineral exploration expenditure 
peaked in early 2012 and has been declining. This has been influenced by risk-averse investors reacting to global 
financial uncertainties and slowing demand.  

Deposits of iron, gold and nickel are prominent discoveries, but other base and precious metals, and a host of 
relatively minor, but nevertheless strategic, high-tech elements such as the rare earths, lithium, and graphite, to 
name a few, have also been found. Many of these are brownfield discoveries in regions already known to be 
metal-rich; there have also been notable greenfield discoveries in regions that have received little attention 
historically. Significant examples include the Nova nickel–copper deposit in the state’s south, the Browns Range 
heavy rare earth element deposits in the East Kimberley region, the Thunderbird heavy mineral sands near 
Derby, the BM7 copper and cobalt mineralisation in the east Pilbara, and the Theseus uranium deposit in the 
Great Sandy Desert near the Northern Territory border. These discoveries have generated considerable 
excitement because they reveal emerging new mineral provinces that can potentially yield other high-value 
greenfield discoveries.  

Four of the discoveries just mentioned were made with the assistance of new geological and geophysical 
information, and joint funding of targeted exploration drilling, through the government’s exploration incentive 
scheme. These successes affirm the government’s decision to invest directly into the state’s economic future via 
the co-funded exploration drilling program, which is delivering to industry an improved appreciation of the 
state’s mineral prospectivity within a streamlined regulatory framework. The co-funded exploration drilling 
program has offered over $40 million worth of support to over 377 projects since it commenced in 2009.  

As well as the products and services arising out of the exploration incentive scheme, the Department of Mines 
and Petroleum typically publishes about 25 geological maps, 45 reports and 15 digital geological datasets every 
year. DMP also releases about 3 000 exploration reports to industry a year and provides world-class core library 
facilities at Perth and Kalgoorlie that are used by industry, research groups and students to gain exploration 
insights that lead to new mineral and petroleum discoveries. This investment in research and direct co-funding, 
and the industry investment it attracts, should ensure Western Australia’s place as the Fraser Institute’s number 
one resource investment destination in Australia, and amongst the top 15 globally. Current and future discoveries 
of world-class mineral deposits will help support our economy, employment and enviable lifestyle in Western 
Australia.  

WORKERS’ COMPENSATION AND INJURY MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2013 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr J.M. Francis (Minister for Emergency Services), and read a first time. 
Explanatory memorandum presented by the minister. 

Second Reading 
MR J.M. FRANCIS (Jandakot — Minister for Emergency Services) [12.22 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
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The purpose of this bill is to provide a rebuttable presumption, for the purpose of facilitating access to workers’ 
compensation entitlements under the Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management Act 1981, in favour of 
firefighters who contract certain cancers. This government recognises the significant contribution that 
firefighters make in protecting life and property in Western Australia and acknowledges risks to which they are 
exposed in the course of their duties. The presumption established by this bill is in response to various scientific 
studies which indicate an increased risk to career firefighters of contracting certain cancers from their 
accumulated exposure to carcinogens in the course of their fighting structural and chemical fires. It reflects 
changes enacted by the commonwealth government in 2011 to its Safety, Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 
2008.  

Under the current law, a worker’s employment must be a significant contributing factor to the contraction of a 
disease in order for the worker to be eligible for workers’ compensation entitlements. In relation to firefighters 
who contract cancer, the requirement to prove an occupational link between exposure to carcinogens through 
firefighting duties and cancer can be difficult and costly. The bill will reverse the onus of proof in favour of 
firefighters by providing that certain specified cancers are work-related, unless the employer proves the contrary. 
This will make it easier for career firefighters to claim workers’ compensation entitlements by overcoming the 
evidentiary requirements of proving an occupational link between firefighting and the applicable cancer. It is 
important to be aware that the proposed amendments do not create a new right to claim; nor do they change the 
benefit structure under the Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management Act 1981. The bill is shifting the 
burden of proof of the cause of the cancer from the cancer sufferer to their employer or insurer. It will still be 
open to the employer or insurer to rebut the presumption if it can be proved by them that the firefighter 
contracted the cancer in some other way.  

Twelve types of primary site cancer will be covered by the presumption. Different qualifying periods will apply 
depending upon which type of cancer is contracted. The qualifying periods relate to employment as a firefighter 
and range from five years to 25 years. The 12 cancers and qualifying periods align with those enacted by the 
commonwealth government in its Safety, Rehabilitation and Compensation Amendment (Fair Protection for 
Firefighters) Act 2011. A regulation-making power will provide a mechanism to include other cancers within the 
scope of these presumptive laws if there is conclusive scientific evidence of an association between firefighting 
and the relevant cancer in the future.  

There are certain requirements relating to employment as a firefighter for the presumption to apply. The bill will 
apply to firefighters who are members or officers of a permanent fire brigade established under the Fire Brigades 
Act 1942. This is intended to apply to career firefighters employed by the Department of Fire and Emergency 
Services in circumstances where firefighting duties made up a substantial part of the worker’s duties. For the 
presumption to apply the firefighter must have been employed as a firefighter at the time of injury, but the 
legislation will take into account retrospective periods of service. It therefore applies to serving firefighters only. 
A “date of injury” is defined in the bill to provide certainty about the application of these laws and to provide a 
reference point for the qualifying employment periods for each of the 12 cancers. This is important, as the 
occurrence of an injury is sometimes difficult to ascertain with gradual onset diseases such as cancer.  

The relevant date of injury for cancers covered by these presumptive provisions will be the earlier of: the day on 
which the worker became totally or partially incapacitated for work by reason of the specified cancer; or the day 
on which the worker was first diagnosed by a medical practitioner as having contracted the specified cancer. 
This definition of the “date of injury” is to protect firefighters who may be incapacitated for work before a 
diagnosis of cancer is made, as entitlements accrue from the date of injury.  

I would like to acknowledge the work of the United Firefighters Union West Australian branch on this issue on 
behalf of its members. By introducing presumptive laws, the government will ease the burden placed on 
firefighters who perform a dangerous and life-saving role for the community. I hope this legislation goes some 
way to alleviating the stress of contracting cancer so firefighters and their families can focus on recovery.  

I commend the bill to the house.  

[Interruption from the gallery.] 

The SPEAKER: You are quite welcome to sit and listen to proceedings, but please do not make any 
interjections or clap or make any noise. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.A. Templeman. 

MEDICINES, POISONS AND THERAPEUTIC GOODS BILL 2013 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Dr K.D. Hames (Minister for Health), and read a first time. 

Explanatory memorandum presented by the minister. 
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Second Reading 
DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Health) [12.28 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
The present regulatory regime for medicines, poisons and therapeutic goods in Western Australia is the Poisons 
Act 1964 and its associated Poisons Regulations 1965. This legislation is outdated, confusing and lacks the 
flexibility to address emerging trends and issues in the regulation, control and access to medicines and related 
therapeutic agents, as well as domestic, agricultural and veterinary and some industrial poisons. For example, the 
current legislation is limited in its powers to authorise new groups of suitably qualified health professionals to 
handle medicines and improve consumer access to care in response to current health workforce issues. Similarly, 
there is inadequate regulatory support for new initiatives to reduce diversion and misuse of drugs of addiction. 
Current legislation does not allow ready alignment of controls over poisons with nationally accepted best 
practice, which results in added compliance costs to industry. It does not support the timely prohibition of 
chemicals of unacceptably high risk to the public. 
This government approved the drafting of a replacement bill in 2009. Since that time we have embarked on an 
extensive consultation process of major stakeholders, culminating in an exposure draft being circulated in 
September 2011. The stakeholders consulted included health professional registration boards, health professional 
organisations, consumer groups, other government departments, chemical and poisons industry organisations, 
and areas of the state public health system. The bill as presented today reflects that broad consultation and builds 
on the work done by the previous Minister for Health, who undertook a review of the act that made 
recommendations for achieving an important national approach to the manufacture, supply, use and prescribing 
of medicines and poisons. We believe the bill has been drafted in a way that will assist those persons handling 
medicines and poisons to better understand their rights and responsibilities. 

Part 2 of the bill sets out the offences that stakeholders need to be aware of. Parts 3, 4 and 5 provide a high-level 
framework of controls over medicines and poisons designed to protect public health and safety. The finer detail 
of the controls of the manufacture, use, sale or supply of medicines and poisons will be developed in subsidiary 
legislation. The bill retains the majority of the controls associated with the present act. Substances controlled 
through the current poisons legislation are classified into a set of nine schedules. A substance is included in a 
particular schedule based on its risk to human health and the need for expert oversight. These schedules are 
consistent with the national approach to regulating medicines and poisons under the Standard for the Uniform 
Scheduling of Medicines and Poisons, known as the SUSMP. The controls that are applied to a particular 
substance are related to the schedule it resides in. These controls vary commensurate with the risk posed. For 
example, some medicines are available over the counter at pharmacies (schedules 2 and 3), whilst other 
medicines must be prescribed (schedule 4). The new bill will retain these schedules. 

The main controls for handling medicines and poisons will continue to be through the authority afforded to 
defined groups of health practitioners, the issuing of licences and permits to supply or use, and controls on the 
labelling, package, storage and recording of such substances. The key reforms this bill will make include the 
simplification of the procedures for licences and permits; an ability to recognise new roles for a wider range of 
health professionals in handling medicines supporting a broader rollout of health programs, particularly in rural 
and remote areas; improved control of drugs of addiction, with greater transparency and protections for those 
affected by drug dependence; clarification of the rights of employers and employees who handle medicines and 
poisons, including protection for carers; and a more modern approach to the use of automated medicine systems 
that will increase the accountability, safety and efficiency of medicine supply. 
When the Poisons Act was drafted in the 1960s, it did not take into account the part that technology would play 
in the purchasing, recording, storing, monitoring and dispensing of medicines and poisons in industry and, more 
importantly, in the hospital system. The Medicines, Poisons and Therapeutic Goods Bill will accommodate and 
facilitate electronic transactions and automated dispensing systems in hospitals and other healthcare settings. 
The structure of the health workforce has changed much since the 1960s. The skills and scope of practice of 
various health practitioner groups have expanded to include many aspects of the prescribing and handling of 
medicines. The ability to provide vital medications is a key need for health professionals in providing timely 
treatment to patients. Part 3 of the bill recognises these new roles for a wider range of health professionals in 
handling medicines, which should facilitate a broader rollout of health programs, particularly in rural and remote 
areas where access to treatment is limited by workforce issues and the restrictions of the current legislation. This 
might, for example, include public health initiatives such as vaccination programs or sexual health treatment. It 
would support changes to the delivery of emergency first aid medicines or primary care in remote communities 
where medicines are necessary. The new bill will enable suitably qualified health professionals to undertake such 
work. 
Part 4 of the bill simplifies the procedures for the issuing of licences and permits to persons and businesses 
handling poisons. This includes the flexibility to procure authority for a shorter time than 12 months, with the 
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issuing of licences being spread throughout the year, instead of all falling due on a specific date. In addition, the 
bill facilitates better consistency with corresponding controls in other states and territories and the recognition of 
licences issued by other competent authorities.  

Feedback from stakeholders has led to the drafting of the bill in such a way as to clarify the rights of authorised 
employers and their employees, including the protection for carers in their handling of drugs of addiction. In the 
past, the legitimate role played by carers, aged-care workers and agents handling highly addictive substances has 
not been clearly described, leaving them in potential legal limbo. The bill will clearly regulate their authority to 
transport, administer or supply medicines and poisons. The bill will close a loophole that allows an individual to 
manufacture and supply a therapeutic good without being subject to the rigours of the scientific examination of 
an appropriate regulator. Corporations that produce therapeutic goods are subject to the controls of the 
commonwealth Therapeutic Goods Administration. At present, there is no regulatory framework preventing an 
individual from promoting an untested, ineffective or unsafe good for medical purposes within Australia. Part 6 
of the bill seeks to adopt as Western Australian law the commonwealth legislation in this area. This will ensure 
that Western Australian consumers will have protection from substandard therapeutic goods equal to that 
anywhere else in Australia. 

In the area of controlling the potential for the misuse of hard drugs, part 7 of the bill includes an Australian first 
in implementing a system to identify and regulate doctor shopping, a system whereby persons present at a 
number of different medical practitioners seeking medication for their personal addiction or for resale to others. 
The bill sets up a record of persons who are legitimately prescribed drugs of addiction—schedule 4 reportable 
poisons and schedule 8 poisons. A registered health professional will be able to check the record before 
prescribing to determine whether the patient has been recently prescribed the same or a similar substance. In 
circumstances in which Department of Health monitoring of the record identifies persons doctor shopping, there 
is a responsibility to intervene and warn those persons of the risk of such behaviour, as well as inform particular 
health practitioners when it is in the person’s best interests. 

The development of the bill has been undertaken against a background of balancing the control of medicines and 
poisons to protect the health of individuals and the role of the police service in preventing the misuse of drugs of 
addiction. 
I commend the bill to the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.A. Templeman.  

PETROLEUM AND GEOTHERMAL ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2013 
Consideration in Detail 

Resumed from 6 August. 

Clause 82: Section 70 amended —  
Debate was adjourned after clause 81 had been agreed to. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Clause 82 makes a fairly simple change; it changes the term “reservation” to 
“reservation area”. I want to check with the minister whether there are implications in broadening that term. 
Under various aspects of petroleum law, does “area” have a much broader meaning than the term “reservation”, 
which the minister seeks to delete?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: No. We discussed it in previous amendments; it was a drafting error. It makes no 
change. It is just a clearer wording which parliamentary counsel recommended.  
Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 83 to 87 put and passed.  
Clause 88: Section 91 amended —  
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If the minister does not mind, I will refer to proposed section 91A(2) of the marked-up 
bill. I am looking at the words on page 113 beginning at line 10 of the bill. I am wondering about the fact that the 
term “‘potential’ GHG storage formation” is used. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: What page?  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Page 113 of the bill, beginning at line 10, subclause (e). 

Mr W.R. Marmion: I am now trying to find that.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I have just done the same myself, minister. I think it is on page 194 of the marked-up 
bill. My apologies; I am wrong on that. It is actually on page 192 of the marked-up bill. It is proposed 
paragraph (e) in the middle of the page.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: I have it.  
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I think I am right, too.  

I am reading now from the marked-up bill. Proposed paragraph (e) states — 

prevent water or any other matter entering any petroleum pool, geothermal resources area, potential 
GHG storage formation or potential GHG injection site through wells in the permit area, drilling 
reservation area, lease area or licence area except when required by, and in accordance with, good oil-
field practice.  

The question that I have is it only refers to “potential GHG storage formation or potential GHG injection site”. 
Why are we excluding sites that are not just potential but known to be suitable as GHG?  

Mr W.R. Marmion: I will just confirm what I think the answer is.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That will be great. Thank you, minister. I will happily await the answer.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I have just been proven right: when exploration is carried out, it is still only a potential 
GHG storage site until it is confirmed. This actual work practice covers it. It is still only a potential. When it 
becomes a proven GHG storage formation, I understand there is another work practice that deals with that.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: Could you direct me to that other clause? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I will have to find it.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Thank you very much, minister. We understand that a petroleum pool or a geothermal 
resource area includes operations as well as potential operations.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: Yes.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: In respect of the GHG we are now only saying “potential” GHG. I wonder if the 
minister could refer me to the section that deals with GHG opportunity—once it is proved up, it is more than 
potential. I cannot remember but I can look it up about the permanent GHG formation.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: I will get the answer.  
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Thank you. Again, I will stand until the minister is ready.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: This is work practices of developing and proving up. It obviously covers petroleum, 
geothermal and now greenhouse gases. This is good work practices. They do not want water running while that 
is done. That is what that is about. Once it is proven up, a site plan will have to be done. All the information will 
be provided to get signed off before injecting can start. That will be covered by the program of works and site 
plan; the usual material provided to the Department of Mines and Petroleum.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Is the minister saying that it will not be covered by the legislation itself but rather by the 
licence conditions that are attached to the licence for the injection?  

Mr W.R. Marmion: I am just checking the clause in which the site plan is referred to. It is actually covered.  
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That would be great. Thank you very much, minister.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: There are quite a few clauses in this.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Absolutely. It is not the easiest bill to read.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: It is covered under 69I, “Approved site plans”. Well picked up, member.  

Clause put and passed.  
Clause 89: Section 91A amended —  
Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Section 91A is headed “Conditions relating to insurance”. Much of this amendment 
bill brings greenhouse gas storage into line with issues to do with petroleum and geothermal energy resources. I 
wonder, though, what the nature of the process would be by which the minister could direct a proponent to take 
out insurance. I note that the amended bill will state that the minister can from time to time direct a permit holder 
to take out insurance. I will directly quote from the legislation — 

… including expenses of complying with directions with respect to the clean-up or other remedying of 
the effects of the escape of petroleum, geothermal energy resources or greenhouse gas substances …  

Therefore, we are dealing with insurance around potential escape. How do we go about calculating that level of 
insurance and what would we do if there was not an insurer available willing to take on the insurance 
responsibility?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: Putting it in context, under the proposed amendment to section 91A we are actually 
expanding the normal insurance provisions for petroleum and geothermal energy to greenhouse gas. The member 
for Gosnells asked the question: who would calculate that? Insurance would have to be taken to cover whatever 
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might go wrong. The insurance company would calculate the premium that the proponent would have to pay for 
coverage. As we know with insurance policies, whatever liability is worked out—$2 million, $20 million or 
$100 million—is the premium paid. I understand there are two insurers that insure in this area, but if it 
eventuated that insurance could not be obtained, then a permit to operate would not be granted.  
Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Further to the response from the minister, my understanding is that the insurance 
industry works on a precedent. The minister indicated there are a couple of insurers around working in this 
space, but is he then suggesting that one of the geosequestration projects already in existence somewhere around 
the world is using those insurers? Is the Sleipner project offshore from Norway using one of these insurers?  
I want to be absolutely sure that there is an insurer with expertise in this area; that the process that it uses for 
determining the level of risk and therefore the premium to be charged to a permit holder is a robust system; and 
that it would be accurate and would not put an overly onerous premium on a permit holder such that suddenly 
the project could become non-viable. It would be terrible if we had gone to all this trouble to find and develop 
these locations, gone through the process of putting in place very well thought-through sections in the main 
legislation only to find that insurers make the whole operation impossible. We really must be sure about the 
actual cost. The best way would be to look at international examples and know the rate of insurance premium 
charged elsewhere.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: This insurance is about insurance around the operating of the well, doing the well, doing 
all the work. Just putting the framework in place means they have to have insurance. It is not for the state 
government to actually be involved in that commercial transaction. I am going outside my area of expertise, but 
the member for Gosnells talked about how the insurance system works. The premium is related to risk. There 
may be a different risk profile with different operators with experience in the area. If they do not have 
experience, they might put a buffer; but that is how it works in the real world.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Again just to remind the minister, although this clause states that we are not dealing 
only with the operational side of things, it does say that we are looking at insurance that would relate to the 
escape of greenhouse gas substances. To me, that means that this is the insurance policy that would come into 
play if we were to find that, despite our best efforts, the area was to leak. Already we have touched on how we 
could be talking about hundreds of millions of tonnes of CO2 leaking.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: This is during operations. It is actually drilling the hole and injecting. It is not — 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Sealed off in the future insurance. This is insurance around the actual working on the 
site; that is, drilling a hole and then injecting. Although there could be leakages at that stage that could involve 
many millions of tonnes of CO2; correct?  

Mr W.R. Marmion: Correct. They would have insurance for that, but that is what it says.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: That is why I want to be sure. We must have the right mechanisms in place to take out 
that insurance. I understand this is not an insurance bill and the minister is not an insurance expert, but I would 
have thought there would have been some reference about how we would go about determining what a 
reasonable insurance premium rate would be.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: There must be insurance so the risk is covered by an insurance policy; that is the normal 
business. That is why we have the clause in the bill; risk is covered. If the company does not have insurance, I 
can actually direct them to get it. If they cannot get it, then obviously we would not have confidence in letting 
them go ahead with the drilling. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I have two questions on this clause. I might ask one, sit down and then ask the second 
one separately. The first question is very simple: does the minister ever approve of self-insurance for companies 
involved in accordance with this clause? Could a company, like what the government does for workers’ 
compensation, obtain self-insurance? Is that satisfactory under this clause?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: My advice is that in the past—obviously not in relation to greenhouse gases, but in 
terms of petroleum—the large major companies like Chevron and Shell had insurance. It is because of their 
overall insurance and capabilities that they have been able to progress with a program without having specific 
insurance written into that particular project.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I thank the minister for that answer. In respect of this clause, is there anything that 
would prevent the minister specifying that the insurance has to include a period after the injection? This seems to 
be quite a broad arrangement and, although the minister has, in his comments to the member for Gosnells, 
directed his mind to the process of the injection, I am wondering whether this clause authorises the requirement 
for insurance that relates to a period after the actual process of injection—if the minister is happy with that 
description? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Obviously, they retain the risk until we sign off in 15 years, et cetera. Whether they 
carry on with the same insurance or other insurance, they have to have that insurance covered. After they have 
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done the operations this insurance could be rolled over to the same company or another company. They need to 
have it because they have the liability until the state takes over, which could be many years away, yes. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The minister does not seem to have answered the question I asked. I understand that 
they have liability under the act, but liability is a different issue from insurance. What I am asking is: can the 
conditions imposed by the minister include a requirement that they have insurance that goes up to that limit of 
their liability? I cannot imagine them insuring against a liability that they do not have. Therefore, once the 
closure certificate is issued and the state becomes liable for those liabilities, then they would not be insuring 
because they are not liable for that. I asked the question because it goes to the question my colleague and good 
friend the member for Gosnells asked—that the minister was minded to the actual operation of the injection, the 
drilling and the operation. But what I am asking is whether the minister could make it a condition for that 
insurance to be for the totality of the liability that it has in this process? 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes. I can do that.  
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Let me ask, unless my colleague has more questions: has the government given any 
consideration to using this as a mechanism to ensure small-cap operators insure their risk? On the first occasion 
the chamber dealt with this bill I raised the question about what liability a $2 company would have. Of course, 
the problem is that effectively there is no liability because it is only a $2 company. Has the minister and the 
department given policy consideration to this provision to ensure that small-cap companies that get involved in 
this practice would then insure themselves for the total liability so that the state government does not end up, in 
the period before the state government accepts the liability, being left with it anyway because the company is too 
small to deal with the liability that is left over from the greenhouse gas injection?  
Mr W.R. MARMION: The department requires all operation people to be covered by insurance, except those 
that are big enough, such as Chevron and Shell, to self-insure. The direct answer is that everyone would have to 
have insurance. Indeed, in this case it would be difficult for a $2 company, with that amount of capitalisation, to 
get the requisite insurance required for a major project like greenhouse gas. That would be one way to exclude a 
$2 company from even entering the market.  
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am glad to hear the minister say that because I did make comments about shelf 
companies. It is one thing for their involvement in the oil and gas sector, and it is one thing for their involvement 
in the geothermal sector, but in this particular issue of long-term, future liability, it is not clear that these small-
cap companies are suitable. The issues that my colleague the member for Murray–Wellington raises highlights 
the risks and issues we are all trying to confront. That is a good thing if the government is going to use this 
clause as an opportunity to impose a more rigorous obligation on those people coming forward with proposals 
for GHG injection, and the opposition would support that.  

The discussion here has made it clear that a future minister—you, or the member for Murray–Wellington, when 
he is rotated back into cabinet, or the member for Southern River, Mr Acting Chairman, whoever gets rotated 
back into the job—will have that power, and that will give members of the opposition security, because it knows 
that the government has thought about this important issue, that companies are made to insure themselves against 
what would be an extraordinary liability for the period prior to that liability moving to the state, because we do 
not want them running away from their obligations. I am pleased to hear that the minister and the department 
have already considered that as an opportunity.  

The member for Murray–Wellington is somewhat right when he says it is difficult to graft the greenhouse 
storage issues onto a petroleum and geothermal energy resources bill. The member for Gosnells has highlighted 
a number of those issues in his contribution to the debate. Although the Labor Party is not opposed to what is 
being done here, it has been harder for the Labor Party because the bill is not stand-alone legislation. The Labor 
Party is somewhat reassured by the fact that the insurance obligations can be extended not only to the drilling 
problems, such as those that occurred in the Gulf of Mexico with Deepwater Horizon or the problems with 
Montara in the Timor Sea—that is, something going wrong with the integrity of the well while it was being 
drilled—but also those long-term obligations, such as what happens to the GHG material once injected. It will be 
interesting to see what the first experience is, and it could be quite some time, because, as we understand, the 
costs are enormous.  

The department advised the opposition in the briefings that it expects the costs for transport and injection to be 
about $70 a tonne. My research shows that it will cost about $70 a tonne for the post-combustion capture of 
GHG. On Barrow Island they have to remove the carbon dioxide from gas anyway to get it to specification for 
export, so they are already doing it as part of the process, whereas the post-combustion capture, or the pre-
combustion for capture with Perdaman, either way, is very different from what is being done up there. The 
opposition is pleased that this matter has been considered, and it would be a useful way of insuring against the 
incredible risks that we are not able to look at yet.  

Clause put and passed.  
Clauses 90 and 91 put and passed.  
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Clause 92: Section 95 amended — 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Clause 92 will enable the minister to direct not only the permit holder, the instrument 
holder, but also people who might be described as subcontractors, consultants, advisors, or other hired people 
who are not the direct subject of an instrument the minister may have served on the permit holder. That raises 
some interesting issues. Members have just discussed insurance and liability, and the fact that $2 shelf 
companies would be unlikely to be accepted in the space of greenhouse gas storage at all because of long-term 
liability problems. However, when it comes to arrangements a major company may have with consultancies, and 
the responsibilities of those consultancies, or outside contractors—it might be the firm that is responsible for the 
drilling work, that that is not the headline company at all, but it is some subsidiary or a contractor—this clause is 
saying that the minister can direct that company in certain ways. I think it was suggested that that direction can 
be down to a level of detail. I am concerned this could be a way to circumvent the liability and insurance issues 
that the chamber just discussed. The main company may be held responsible or liable for a particular way of 
proceeding, and if there were a leak, that company would pick up the tab for that; but if that work is 
subcontracted out, where does that liability go? Does it get handed on? What would happen if a rigorous process 
had been gone through to make sure that those companies were major players that could be held liable for an 
extended period and would have the financial reserves to meet any liability, only to find that the minister had 
directed some smaller subcontractor who did not have the capacity to deliver on those responsibilities? I know 
that the short answer to this might be that this is a practice that is commonly used in the petroleum exploration 
field or in the emerging geothermal energy resource sector, but again we get to the issue of how we translate 
those things across to the issue of greenhouse gas storage—an area in which there are any number of other 
technical aspects not normally considered in the petroleum or geothermal sectors that we have to face here in the 
greenhouse gas storage area. 

I put to the minister that there is reason for concern here about the use of subcontractors. With the best of 
intentions, the minister may want to direct those subcontractors, but will they have the means to fulfil those 
obligations? What sorts of tests will be applied? Would the minister even know about some of these 
subcontractors until a problem emerges? We heard of that in the Gulf of Mexico case. BP was the headline 
company there, but my recollection is that it was subcontractors who really let BP down, and from there we saw 
a whole host of problems. Obviously, our legislation is different from whatever applied in the Gulf of Mexico, 
but I suppose the same principles apply. There is always that risk when subcontractors are being used and a 
system is being set up that allows for the direction of those subcontractors without checking their suitability and 
their capability to honour the commitments that may be expected through the direction that comes through in 
clause 92, which will be section 95 of the amended act. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Clause 92 of the amendment bill that we are putting forward, which will be inserted into 
section 95 of the amended act, is a very powerful clause. It gives me the power to, I guess, intervene. However, it 
was perhaps used more before the development of good regulations and safety cases. Basically, everything 
should operate. The operator will have its program of works, its safety cases and everything else that it has to 
do—all the commitments required under the regulations. This clause provides the opportunity for me or my 
delegates to direct in a situation in which direction might be required, and to do so quickly, which sometimes is 
necessary on petroleum, geothermal and greenhouse gas sites. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I thank the minister for that. I think there is some detail that the minister may yet want 
to come to with that response. But I will turn to another aspect of this, and that is the penalties outlined in section 
95 of the main act. I realise that this amendment bill does not go to those penalties; nevertheless, the provision 
that we are inserting into section 95 places that responsibility on those subcontractors, so I was inclined to look 
to see what the penalties are for any deficiency. I found that the penalties are very minor. There is a fine of 
$5 000. How does that correlate with the sorts of problems that we could have if there were a deficient 
subcontractor? Is a $5 000 penalty still relevant in these cases? Perhaps in amending the Petroleum and 
Geothermal Energy Resources Act we should have also considered amending the penalties, especially in the 
section of the act that we are amending right now. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: These penalties are for individuals, so they relate to a direction. The penalty for an 
organisation would be five times that amount. That is what the penalties are now. We periodically review 
penalties in all our legislation and regulations. That will happen, and when that happens, these penalties may be 
reviewed. At the moment, as the member quite correctly said, this bill is about making sure that we have a 
framework in place for greenhouse gases. We are making sure that a direction can be given, as it can already for 
petroleum and geothermal operations. Under this legislation, I can, or my delegate can, give a direction in 
relation to work being conducted in the GHG space. The penalties are $5 000, but they will be reviewed in the 
normal course of business from time to time. When we do that, we will do it right across the board so that there 
are relativities right across the board, rather than doing it in a piecemeal way, one at a time, when we might be 
lucky enough to get an act through Parliament in one, two or three terms. It is better if we deal with the fines all 
in one go. It is outside what we are talking about now, but members can understand the benefit of that; otherwise 
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someone would say, “Why did you put the fine up to just $5 000?” A person would put forward another bill, 
saying that that penalty seemed to be pretty light compared with what we did previously. Those penalties are 
reviewed right across the board, and I think that is a very good process. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 93 to 99 put and passed.  
Clause 100: Section 117A amended — 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Clause 100 is on page 122 of the bill, and it starts at the first line. It seeks to amend 
section 117A of the act. In the marked-up copy of the act it starts at the top of page 231. What we are seeking to 
do here is to include GHG operations in this clause. What this clause does in the act is provide a penalty of 10 
years’ imprisonment for people who engage in certain activities. I will read out what the marked-up act with the 
proposed amendments says. It states — 

A person must not intentionally or recklessly — 

(a) cause damage to, or interfere with, a well or any structure or vessel in the State that is, or is to 
be, used in a petroleum operation, geothermal energy operation or GHG operation; or 

(b) interfere with any petroleum operation, geothermal energy operation or GHG operation. 

Penalty: imprisonment for 10 years. 

We are extending an existing provision that applies to geothermal and petroleum operations to GHG, so we are 
intending to provide a penalty for people protesting against GHG operations. I am wondering whether there has 
been any consideration of issues related to that, because obviously these GHG operations are of some great 
controversy even in this chamber and even in the Liberal Party. Whilst we have an understanding of the effect of 
petroleum activities, they are not intended to be within the proximity of the built-up residential parts of Western 
Australia. Indeed, geothermal operations, whilst they need to be close to the metropolitan area, tend to be outside 
built-up areas. But here we have this GHG operation which is targeting the farms, families, businesses and 
homes of people in the electorate of the member for Murray–Wellington. I am wondering whether we will see 
the sorts of protests that have happened in respect of petroleum and geothermal operations, which are pretty 
small, being lumped together with the ongoing protest movement of the good people of the electorates of 
Murray–Wellington and Bunbury. What happens if they interfere with any GHG operations? Will they be 
subject to 10 years’ imprisonment if, for example, they move a surveyor’s mark involved with a GHG operation? 
Will they be interfering with a GHG operation by laying down in front of a departmental vehicle at the 
government’s Bunbury office? If they let down the tyres of a Department of Mines and Petroleum vehicle, will 
they be subject to a 10-year penalty? Would it be fair and reasonable for the good people of Murray–Wellington 
to be exposed to such large penalties for protesting what they see as being a very important issue? Is this a 
situation in which we are bringing GHG operations into a bill that is primarily about other matters? Is this 
another situation in which we will end up doing something that we really did not want to do, because of that 
decision?  
Mr W.R. MARMION: There are no examples for why we should not be bringing these together. The member 
has drawn a long bow to read into “intentionally and recklessly cause damage to” a structure or vessel, and then 
talk about a survey peg on the road. This clause is specifically about people doing wilful damage to the actual 
structure, or the vessel carrying the gas or GHG. It is not about peaceful protests, as long as they are not 
damaging the pipeline, as happened in Nigeria; they damaged the pipeline in Nigeria. In another example, 
although it was not a mining project, the person who blew up a woodchip terminal in Bunbury, right across the 
road from where I lived, spraying metal around, ended up going to jail. This is about wilful damage and 
sabotage, and I think it is a reasonable clause to have. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I am interested in the minister’s response. Would that not be covered under section 444 of 
the Criminal Code in respect of wilful damage? Why is it included here, given that there are already provisions 
under the Criminal Code to deal with such matters? 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Although I am not a legal expert at referring across different acts, it is in this legislation 
to make it quite clear that it is a serious offence. Given the member’s previous experience, he would probably 
know more about this than I do, and about what may take precedence, but this provision is included to make it 
clear that it is a serious offence with a penalty of imprisonment for 10 years. It is already there for petroleum and 
geothermal, and there are similar risks in respect of what happens when we are drilling. That is why we have 
included greenhouse gas operations in this particular clause. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I appreciate the minister’s answer to my previous question, but I am not sure that he 
actually directed himself to the issue I raised with him. I understand paragraph (a) of the existing section 117A, 
which is what clause 100 seeks to amend. I was actually referring to paragraph (b). The clause is designed to 
amend both (a) and (b). Paragraph (b) reads — 
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interfere with any petroleum operation or geothermal energy operation. 

The word “interfere” appears to be very broad; I am sure members can understand the issue I am raising here. I 
understand that we do not want people running around and blowing up woodchip mills or interfering with 
pipelines. If ever there is to be a pipeline built for GHG injection, I would not want it to be interfered with—
apart from any other reason, because of the likelihood that GHG substances would leak. That is perfectly 
understandable, in the same way that it is understandable in the example the minister referred to in Nigeria. 
Cases of deaths occurring as a result of interference with pipelines are well known and well understood; we do 
not want to have that. But paragraph (b) uses the word “interfere”. If the Department of Mines and Petroleum is 
currently involved in a GHG operation in the Murray–Wellington electorate, it appears that we are saying that 
we do not want any interference with that. If someone lets down the tyres of a Department of Mines and 
Petroleum car while it is being used to carry out duties involved with GHG operations, it appears that we are 
proposing a 10-year imprisonment penalty. It also appears that a person who goes out and moves a surveyor’s 
peg would clearly be interfering with GHG operations, which means that the good burghers of Murray–
Wellington would be exposing themselves to 10 years’ imprisonment just for removing a surveyor’s peg that is 
involved in a project that will probably never actually come to pass. I do not support the current section 117A(b). 
As the member for Murray–Wellington said, if someone interferes with an operation on a small scale, the 
criminal law is already in place to deal with that.  

It seems excessive to have a penalty of 10 years’ imprisonment for people protesting in a peaceful way about 
something that they feel very strongly about. There are many examples of peaceful protests that could be seen as 
interference; indeed, is it interference to lobby the minister against the proposal? Is that interfering with the 
operation? Is it interference in the GHG operation to buy one share in the company and attend the annual general 
meeting just to protest? Is that interfering with the operation? I am no lawyer; as the minister says, there are 
people who provide this advice and help him with these things, but I question whether that is a sufficient 
standard for the protection of the people of Murray–Wellington. I am sure there are going to be protests as this 
policy is rolled out. I understand that the department is even bringing people in from interstate to lobby people in 
that area, and meetings will be held at which the people from another state will tell the good burghers of 
Murray–Wellington that these proposals are not bad; if those meetings are disrupted, will that be regarded as 
interference with the GHG operation? This could be quite broad, and we would like to know why these penalties 
are appropriate.  
Mr W.R. MARMION: There is a definition of what constitutes operation and the operation is quite specific. It 
refers to drilling, petroleum, drilling recovery and injection.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: Where is that?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I am looking at the definition in section 5 of the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy 
Resources Act 1967. That is what it means. I have been advised by my legal counsel that if it is a minor 
interference, the judge would probably not sentence the offender to 10 years’ imprisonment. Under the act there 
is a possibility of 10 years’ imprisonment if the interference is dangerous or a serious sabotage of an operation 
which might constitute risk to the community and individuals. There has to be a penalty. That is how it works.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I thank the minister for directing me to that definition, but I do not think that that helps 
us, because, firstly, the definition of a GHG operation includes the necessary technical work to support that. For 
example, surveying the country clearly falls within the definition the minister directed me to.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: That is not the advice. No, it does not.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I do not see how it could be excluded. It would be interesting to have that one tested. 
The minister has directed me to paragraph (d) of the definition on page 7 of the act, which reads — 

(d) any other kind of operation that is prescribed by the regulations to be a geothermal energy 
operation for the purposes of this definition, 

The definition that the minister has directed me to is a definition that could change on the day after the 
enactment of the legislation because the minister can prescribe anything for the purposes of this definition.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: But one would assume it would be associated with drilling.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, I know, but I cannot see how the process of defining the location of the lease and 
GHG formation is not part of the operation. The first paragraph to which the minister referred me, paragraph (a), 
refers to a GHG exploration operation. Clearly, finding the location of the GHG formation cannot be anything 
but part of that operation. Therefore, that would include the necessary surveying and groundwork et cetera. I 
accept what the minister said; a judge would be unlikely to put somebody from Harvey into jail for 10 years 
because they moved a surveyor’s mark, but clearly that is what is contemplated by the legislation. If that is what 
the government wants, the government will get it. We are not divided on this clause and we do not oppose the 
legislation. Of course, we again point out that if we were to be successful in forming a government, we would 
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come back and look at this legislation because we think it could be improved in a range of ways. I am flagging 
that this is one of those things that we should consider in more detail.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: I appreciate the point that the member for Cannington made, but I am not sure that I 
entirely agree with everything he said. It raises some interesting questions around the purpose of this. In my 
view, it highlights one of the issues about grafting this greenhouse gas legislation to the petroleum and 
geothermal legislation. That marriage creates the same penalties for interfering with operations. Of course, 
petroleum and geothermal pipelines carry energy sources that are vital to the greater good of Western 
Australians, Australians and people across the world. I do not believe that greenhouse gases, on the other hand, 
are of the same ilk. Petroleum and geothermal energy are extracted from the ground while extracting greenhouse 
gases involves an injection of waste CO2, basically. This clause highlights that there are some difficulties in 
dealing with this issue across the various pieces of legislation. If an exploration group, for example, wished to go 
on to Mr Paravicini’s property on Riverdale Road to conduct some seismic work and Mr Paravicini was not 
inclined to allow access, the minister, as we know from clause 11, can through a process of some negotiation 
after 90 days make application to a court to allow his workmen or an agent on that property. If Mr Paravicini was 
to be somewhat belligerent in protecting his own likelihood, there could be a confrontation.  

My experience in these matters goes back to my time as a police officer in Denmark where I ran the forest 
protesters down at Sharp block and Rocky block at Walpole back in the days of the old-growth forest debate. I 
have some experience in dealing with confrontation in somewhat controversial situations. I assure members that 
the police officers will not look at this section as their first port of call in dealing with the operations. They 
would declare a certain area as a premise, as we did down in North Walpole, and they would make an exclusion 
area by way of gazettal. Under the former Police Act, now the Criminal Code, there would be an offence of 
remaining on premises when it is unlawful to do so. When dealing with interferences with the operations of 
greenhouse gas operations, I suggest the police will not look at this bill to apply a relevant law. I think they 
would simply use the Criminal Code or more commonly used legislation that operates from day to day. I do not 
really think this clause is that obnoxious, to be honest. It is more an outcome of trying to graft GHG to petroleum 
and geothermal energy. I know that this is not a question for the minister, but I wanted to put on record my 
interpretation of this clause.  

Clause put and passed.  
Clause 101: Section 119 amended — 
Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Clause 101 seeks to amend section 119 of the act, which refers to the powers of 
inspectors. I understand that the powers of inspectors as they relate to the petroleum and the geothermal industry 
are fairly well documented. Inspectors can arrive on site armed with clipboards and checklists. An adopted 
understood set of procedures enables an inspector to check that all the obligations and commitments made by a 
proponent are all being adhered to; that those processes are being respected; and that the proponent is doing 
exactly what was said in its initial approval documentation. Here we have new technology. Straightaway we are 
talking about all kinds of new technology that may be associated with intellectual property. I acknowledge that 
could exist as well in the petroleum and geothermal sectors, but when intellectual property is associated with 
something as new as greenhouse gas storage, there is every likelihood that someone who has the licence to that 
intellectual property would guard it preciously. I am therefore concerned that, having made amendments to bring 
in powers for inspectors to look at GHG operations, we have made no provision in this clause to ensure that an 
inspector would not be thwarted by a proponent, the owner of a GHG operation, suggesting that they had some 
sort of intellectual property right that would prevent the inspector going further in an investigation. Some 
provisions of the bill provide for an inspector to enter any structure, vehicle, aircraft, building or place in the 
state. I note the desire for non–gender specific language but the assumption seems to have been made that the 
inspector would be male, curious as that is. The provisions go on to state that access to documents will be made 
available with the opportunity to take extracts and to make copies of documents, but there is no information 
about how to deal with a proponent who claims the right to intellectual property. That leads me to another stage 
of this bill that is of real concern; that is, for the work of inspectors to have credibility, there must be 
transparency. Really the work of an inspector should be openly available to members of the public and perhaps 
to people on neighbouring properties who may have concerns. There is no point in those people alerting 
inspectors to a concern only to be told that there is an investigation going on, inspectors are on site, but they do 
not have the right to know about any of the information that has been revealed. We must make sure than an 
inspection can be done without any obstacle at all and that the information found through that work of the 
inspector is freely available to people and that people can be a part of that investigation. 
Again I come back to the concern I have with intellectual property or some sort of commercial-in-confidence 
claim held up to obstruct the powers of inspectors. Companies involved may say they have a competitive edge 
because of the way they are proceeding, the techniques they are using and the technology they have a licence for, 
and that they deserve to protect their competitive edge. But when we are talking about maintaining public 
confidence and about ensuring the public is a part of this whole process, we must make sure that the public has 
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the right to be involved in the inspection and not held at bay not only by the proponent, but also as often seems 
to happen now, by those who have that inspecting authority. I seek the minister’s comments on that issue. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The member is seeking my comment. This proposed subsection gives the inspector the 
power to be involved in inspecting GHG operations as they can inspect petroleum and geothermal operations. 
The member is saying that he is concerned that a proponent with intellectual property will not let them inspect a 
certain part of the operations. Further on, the bill states that the proponent cannot obstruct an inspector without a 
reasonable excuse to do that. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: Can commercial in confidence be a reasonable excuse? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: No. We are talking about safety. We are not there yet, but when we get to it the member 
will see that schedule 1 goes into more detail about what inspectors will do in terms of occupational health and 
safety. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 102 to 109 put and passed. 
Clause 110: Section 153 amended — 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: This is the regulation-making power and I can see there is a broad power here. I would 
not mind having some comment from the minister about proposed subsection 153(2)(g) of the marked-up bill on 
page 259. It is equivalent to subclause 110(1)(f) on page 126 at line 1. I would also like commentary on the fees 
expected to be charged in accordance with paragraph (l) of the marked-up bill on page 260, which is 
subclause (j) on page 126. I would not mind commentary on the first one and an indication of what the fees are 
expected  to be on the second one. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Do you have any particular comment on paragraph (g)? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Clearly the issue of damage to the petroleum-bearing strata is well understood. 
Although geothermal energy is at an earlier stage of development, there is some understanding of the 
implications there. I am just wondering what we are expecting in respect of GHG storage areas. This goes 
particularly to the questions we talked about. I do not know whether I raised them in the chamber but I certainly 
had a discussion with the minister’s advisers in the briefing about—what is the proper word? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Inadvertent! 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No. It is seismic activity. There is an argument from England, of which the minister 
would be well aware, about seismic activity having been caused by fracking in the United Kingdom. What are 
we expecting? One of the dangers of GHG that I have been advised about is that when the substance is injected, 
it then reacts with the rock, and as it moves through the aquifer it has been injected into, it reacts with the 
environment and turns from one substance to another compound. Then if it is continued to be injected, it 
continues to react. It is fine as long as there is a sealed geological formation because the end of the injection will 
be the end of the reaction. But I am advised that if there is a failure to properly see a flaw in the rock or if the 
action taken damages the rock, then some of the GHG substance, which would be in liquid form where it was 
injected, would move up through the rock formations and return to a gassy state because it will go to the path of 
least resistance.  That is why I am looking for some commentary about what is expected in respect of proposed 
section 153(2)(g), when as I understand it, there are many more unknowns on that issue. I also have a pretty 
simple question about proposed section 153(2)(l); namely, what fees are expected to be charged for these 
activities? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Just answering one question at a time, proposed section 153(2)(g) is about putting in 
regulations to make that sure that during operations no damage is done to the greenhouse gas formation. 
Someone else might have a lease on some other aspect of the formation and so proponents have to make sure 
their operations are confined to their areas. There are also regulations about how drilling is conducted, ensuring 
the integrity of the well, how the casing is put and that everything is satisfactory. It basically gives the 
department the opportunity to put regulations on how things will operate to make sure that no damage is done, as 
it says in the legislation, in respect to a permit in our state or outside that area. We are putting in regulations to 
make sure that in any operations there is no damage done to the formation, even inadvertently. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I wonder whether the minister has some drafts in mind for those regulations. I will take 
the minister’s answer by interjection if he prefers. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Yes, we are currently working on the regulations specifically in this area. The regulations 
for petroleum will be extended to cover greenhouse gas. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: So the minister does not expect new regulations just to extend the existing ones. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Yes. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is fine, thank you very much, minister. Could the minister let us know what fees he 
expects to be charged for these operations? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I have a sheet in front of me with fees. As for petroleum fees, these will be extended in a 
similar manner. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Do you have in mind what sort of money you are talking about or not yet? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I will just see whether we have got any aspects of it. When the regulations are amended, 
the fees will be there so there is opportunity for both houses of Parliament to look at them. I would imagine they 
would be commenced at — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: But you don’t currently have them? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: No. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): The member for — 

Mr R.S. LOVE: Moore.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: The member for Moore! 

Mr R.S. LOVE: I do not speak very often, so I understand! 

As the minister will know, I have concerns about land access in this legislation and I take the opportunity to flag 
with the minister that I feel that the regulations, when adopted, may need to include some provisions about better 
codes of access around some of the procedures for granting land access. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I will make sure that when the regulations are drafted there is some clarity and when 
they come through members will be given an opportunity to look at them. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clause 111 put and passed. 
Clause 112: Act amended — 
Mr M.J. COWPER: The reason I have cast a very close eye across this piece of legislation is, as I have 
mentioned before, the relation to the impact it has on the rights of property owners. One of the things that many 
people in my electorate find invasive to their operations are the corridors that cut through valuable farming land 
in the form of powerlines, gas pipelines, water pipelines, roads and the like—although some are unavoidable. 
There just seems to be a never-ending stream of workers who enter farmers’ properties. I was out at Doug and 
Gordon McLarty’s farm in East Pinjarra the other day and while we were standing there, a group of Western 
Power workers were just coming down McLarty Road, virtually straight past the house, without any manners 
really. They went straight past the house through a gate and followed the powerlines down, obviously doing 
some sort of maintenance, checking or whatever they do. Gordon explained to me that this was a very common 
occurrence. When that is compiled with all the other activities of utility companies, it almost becomes a 
procession. This clause deals with the amendment of the Petroleum Pipelines Act. It highlights a situation in 
which greenhouse gas is afforded the same level of support, if you like, as petroleum. As I say, I struggle with 
that and that is probably the crux of my stance on this matter on behalf of my constituents. I understand that the 
notion of storing greenhouse gases is agreeable.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, I am not sure that that is relevant to the clause we are dealing with. It just 
deals with the amendment of the Petroleum Pipelines Act 1969. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: Correct, and I am talking about these very pipelines that will potentially traverse the lands 
of constituents. The way I look at things, this pipeline is not an essential service. It is carrying CO2; it is not 
carrying oil, gas or power, and it is not a road or any other thing that may be regarded as a priority for the people 
of Western Australia. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, can you please refrain from talking. The member is on his feet and has 
the floor. 
Mr M.J. COWPER: However, it still has the same capacity to impact on landowners. The notion is that CO2 
needs to be transmitted from point A to point B and of course the South West Hub project deals with the capture 
of carbon from the Alcoa refineries in Kwinana, Collie and the like. I understand there will be significant cost 
involved with the transmission of CO2 via pipeline. For a start, why do we need a pipeline to transmit CO2 given 
that it is omnipresent? We know CO2 is everywhere. Why not just have a capture? It could be anywhere; it could 
be in Harvey, Kununurra or Outer Mongolia. The fact is that CO2 is omnipresent. Why do we need a pipeline in 
the first instance? Why do we not just capture the carbon and store it in the ground? In fact, that is exactly what 
trees do. I want to clarify the need for a pipeline to transmit CO2. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, I ask for silence; the minister is on his feet. 
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Mr W.R. MARMION: I thank the member for the question. The simple case is that if we want to geosequester 
CO2 in the ground, we have to get it there from somewhere, and the only way to get it there—the way we are 
doing it—is through a pipeline. That is why we are amending the Petroleum Pipelines Act. Therefore, it relates 
to not only petroleum and geothermal but also transmission of greenhouse gases. We are amending the pipelines 
act so we can transmit CO2 via a pipe into the ground.  
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 2869.] 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
STATE BUDGET 2013–14 — REVENUE 

375. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 
I refer to the fact that over the term of his government the Premier has received a 30 per cent increase in revenue, 
including increases to payroll tax revenue of 60 per cent, increases to royalty revenue of 80 per cent and a 
180 per cent increase in capital grants from the commonwealth compared to the situation with the former state 
Labor government.  
(1) Can the Premier confirm to the Parliament what he told the media earlier today when he said that 

tomorrow’s budget will contain tax increases?  
(2) How does the Premier reconcile this with his promise in his policy document before the election that he 

is “committed to lifting the tax burden on Western Australian businesses”? 
Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
(1)–(2) One more sleep and the Treasurer will detail all the provisions of the budget. Most budgets are difficult. 

This one has been particularly difficult because we have declining growth in revenue and, in the case of 
GST, it is down by $400 million. It is not a slower rate of increase; it is actually decreasing by 
$400 million. Mr Speaker, you may have noticed that there has been a 14 per cent drop in commodity 
prices. That affects royalties, and royalties have become less stable. There are impacts. At the same 
time, and probably more importantly, the demands in population growth, enrolments at schools and 
admissions to public hospitals are growing very, very rapidly. It is difficult. Tomorrow’s budget will 
include both expenditure and revenue measures, and they will be detailed tomorrow.  

STATE BUDGET 2013–14 — REVENUE 

376. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 
I ask a supplementary question. Considering that before the state election just four and a half months ago the 
Premier knew the state of the state’s finances and he committed to lifting the tax burden on Western Australian 
businesses, is this not just further evidence that the policies he launched were not fully funded and not fully 
costed as he promised?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
I certainly cannot remember committing to an increase on business in the election campaign, as the Leader of the 
Opposition said. 
Mr M. McGowan: I said “lifting the burden”, quote unquote from your policy document.  
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! Member for Butler, I call you to order for the first time.  
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker — 
Ms M.M. Quirk: You have less credibility than your forward estimates. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: How does the member reckon her credibility would measure up?  
There are revenue and expenditure measures. They will be announced by the Treasurer tomorrow. 
Mr M. McGowan: So you tell the press but not the Parliament. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition should come to my press conferences. He is welcome.  
Our objective is to maintain budget surpluses. We have said that repeatedly. Tomorrow, members will see the 
result.  

BANKSIA HILL DETENTION CENTRE RIOT — INSPECTOR OF CUSTODIAL SERVICES REPORT 

377. Mr P. ABETZ to the Minister for Corrective Services: 
I would like to acknowledge the students from Whitford Catholic Primary School from the member for 
Joondalup’s electorate who are in the Speaker’s gallery.  
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Can the minister please advise the house of the state government’s initial response to the report of the Office of 
the Inspector of Custodial Services that was tabled today on the circumstances surrounding the Banksia Hill 
Detention Centre riot on 20 January this year? 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS replied: 
I thank the member for Southern River for that question. I know that this facility lies in his electorate and I know 
that he has a keen interest in what is happening in the Department of Corrective Services and in juvenile 
corrections. For members who may be interested, three main findings were ascertained from this report: firstly, 
the Inspector of Custodial Services found that given the risk factors present at Banksia Hill, a major security 
incident was entirely foreseeable; secondly, that the Department of Corrective Services failed to take sufficient 
action to mitigate the security risks at Banksia Hill; and, thirdly, that the riot was the result of a number of 
factors, including staffing and management issues and ineffective security arrangements. 
The Inspector of Custodial Services also made 35 wideranging recommendations in this report. The state 
government will fully consider every single recommendation in this report and respond to them in the coming 
weeks. I have said previously that the government is exploring ways and methods to review the structure, the 
procedures and the culture within the Department of Corrective Services. I will be having a conversation with 
the Premier in the coming days to work out a way forward — 

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: That is an interesting question. I would be happy to have that conversation. 

We will be making some kind of headway on that in the coming days.  

For the benefit of members, as the minister, I intend to provide the house with regular updates on the progress of 
the Department of Corrective Services in implementing recommendations that are contained within this report. 
The inspector’s report reinforces concerns and issues that the government and I have raised in the past few 
months about the structure, procedures and culture within the Department of Corrective Services. However, we 
are also getting on with the job. The government is already acting to address those issues and reforms within the 
department, and these recommendations have included many aspects of that. The crucial driver of that reform 
will be to find a new Commissioner of Corrective Services. The Public Sector Commissioner is well underway 
in progressing that task. Interestingly, the report also recommends establishing a commissioner for youth justice 
and the government considering a contestability model in the delivery of youth custodial services, opening up to 
a tender process across the private and public sectors. The government will consider that recommendation.  

In closing, I want to place on record my appreciation of the work done by the Inspector of Custodial Services. 
This was a government-directed report by the previous Minister for Corrective Services. All credit is due to the 
Inspector of Custodial Services for professionally undertaking this report. The government will take all the 
recommendations on board.  

FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL — COMMISSIONING DELAY 

378. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health:  

Yesterday in this house the minister continued to claim that he first learnt about the delay to Fiona Stanley 
Hospital only in March this year, despite revelations that senior bureaucrats in his department knew at least last 
November. I refer to his two meetings with the ex-director general of Health, Kim Snowball, in November last 
year, a further meeting with Mr Snowball in December and another meeting in January with the health area chief 
executives.  

(1) How can we be expected to believe that at not one of these meetings was the minister alerted to the 
delay of the biggest health capital works project in this state?  

(2) Is this not just another example of the cover-ups and dishonesty that became a hallmark of this 
government in the lead-up to the last election?  

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(1)–(2) Members clearly did not listen to the answers I gave when I was here before. I did not say, as the 
member said, that we knew in November that it would be delayed. 

Mr R.H. Cook: Your department already admitted that. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: No, it has not admitted that. 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana, I call you to order for the first time. If you ask a question, allow the 
person to whom you asked the question to answer the question.  



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 7 August 2013] 2915 

 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The member needs to go back and read the transcript of what he was asked and what he said. 
That officer was of the view — 

Mr R.H. Cook: So you’ve seen the transcript? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I told the member that yesterday. He should go and look in Hansard. The transcript of the 
interview that the committee had with that member is available. I did not sneak it away; I must have been given 
it and I have read the transcript. There were two sections, one in-camera, which obviously we do not get to see, 
and one direct interview. Read the words he said in that direct interview. In his view it was going to be delayed. 
Other senior executives—in fact, executives who are more senior than he is—did not agree with him.  

Mr R.H. Cook: So he was right and other senior executives were wrong?  

Dr K.D. HAMES: As it turned out, he was right.  

Mr R.H. Cook: Is that why the director general had to leave his office?  
Dr K.D. HAMES: It has nothing to do with me that it turned out he was correct; he was the one in charge. He 
formed the view — 

Mr R.H. Cook: Are you sure you’re not misleading the house?  

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am absolutely confident. Not only am I confident, but I have seen the actual date sequence 
of events and I have spoken to the member who gave evidence and he said to me just today, “Yes, it was my 
view and, yes, the director general didn’t agree with me.” The member, himself, should ask him.  

FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL — COMMISSIONING DELAY 

379. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health: 
I have a supplementary question. Who is at fault here: the minister’s department for providing the minister with 
false and misleading information or the minister for his dishonesty in misleading the WA public prior to the 
election?  

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 
I know that probably is not correct but I am still happy to answer it. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana, I want you to withdraw your imputation that the minister is deliberately 
misleading the house.  
Mr R.H. COOK: I will withdraw deliberately, Mr Speaker.  

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Dr K.D. HAMES: I am happy. We know what he thinks and how they operate on that side of the house. The 
reality is — 
Mr R.H. Cook: We know how you act. You acted one way before the election and another after the election.  
The SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana, I call to you order for the second time.  
Dr K.D. HAMES: I am telling the truth. The Labor Party will easily discover that that is the case. The reality is 
that we are out there building a massive facility—a $2 billion hospital—that will enormously benefit the people 
of Western Australia. As it turns out, because of the complexity of the computer contract — 
Mr D.J. Kelly: Who paid for it? It was this side of the house. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: The taxpayers.  
Dr K.D. HAMES: Yes, the taxpayers are paying for it; that is who. It is not the member’s taxpayers; his 
taxpayers’ dollars come from the poor little people who are his members, while he wastes money on election 
campaigns that did absolutely nothing. The biggest swing to our side was in the areas where the Labor Party 
campaigned the hardest. How good was that?  
The SPEAKER: Minister. 
Dr K.D. HAMES: We are building a massive new facility in the new Fiona Stanley Hospital. It will be state of 
the art. There have been some difficulties getting the information and communications technology done because 
it is extremely complex, but we will be opening it in 2014.  

POLICE — OFFICER NUMBERS 

380. MR N.W. MORTON to the Minister for Police: 
In the lead-up to the 2013 election, the government made a commitment to grow the WA police force by an 
additional 550 officers. Can the minister please inform the house how that commitment will be implemented?  
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Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied: 
I am very pleased to take this question on this law and order issue from the member for Forrestfield because I 
know that policing is a very important issue in his electorate. In the interests of those wonderful children in the 
gallery from Whitford Catholic Primary School, I think this will work better if I answer a question after it has 
been asked.  
Several members interjected.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: They are getting a good lesson on how not to behave.  

I was really pleased in the 2013 election campaign to be in the community talking to people about police 
numbers. This government has a very strong record on expanding the size of the police service. We have 
committed to a significant growth program over the entire period of the previous government and indeed a 
growth program that members will see in tomorrow’s budget will be fully funded.  
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I call you to order for the first time.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Our commitment will be fully funded and costed to ensure that we expand the size of our 
police service in this state by a further 550 police and police auxiliary officers over the next four years. This 
commitment comprises $215 million, which covers the cost of the marketing campaign to recruit and get these 
potential officers’ résumés through the door. It will encompass both the training and the salaries component for 
the officers, and this will cover 150 auxiliary officers and 400 police officers.  

We have also included in this costing the salaries and training for 200 additional detectives. Once we have 
recruited those officers through the academy, they will backfill positions at stations as the detectives are trained. 
They will form local policing crime teams to break the back of volume crime in our communities.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: This commitment also comes with a capital works program of $67 million to provide the 
accommodation for those police officers in our suburban police stations.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: What about Ballajura?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I can hear members asking about the Ballajura Police Station. We have already said that 
that police station will be funded through the $67 million capital works program. I was really pleased to give 
people a sneak preview of a budget measure for tomorrow’s budget that this government — 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  
The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I call you to order for the second time.  
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Thank you, Mr Speaker.  
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I call you to order for the third time.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I do enjoy the high interest in the growth program for our WA 
Police. These 550 additional police and police auxiliary officers will complement the additional 500 police and 
police auxiliary officers we committed to in the 2008 election campaign.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: We funded that campaign in the 2009–10 budget.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland!  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: We have 100 police officers from that commitment to deliver by June 2014. We have all 
the processes in place to ensure that we will achieve that.  
Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! I call you to order for the first time. Can you wind this up minister; have 
you finished?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I have one more thing to say. To ensure that we can meet our commitments for our 
growth program we have put additional funding into a marketing campaign and, as a result of that campaign, our 
recruitment drive for WA Police has resulted in an expansion of the number of applications received for 
positions in the academy from 70 to 100 per month to 200 per month. We are very well positioned to achieve the 
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targets we have set for police and we look forward to seeing that expansion of WA Police and police auxiliary 
officers through our community to improve community safety for the people of Western Australia.  

JUVENILE DETAINEES — RANGEVIEW REMAND CENTRE 

381. Mr P. PAPALIA to the Minister for Corrective Services: 
I refer to today’s reports by both the Inspector of Custodial Services and the Auditor General and his 
government’s decision to break a 2008 election promise to build a new young men’s prison and, instead, to shut 
Rangeview Juvenile Remand Centre and cram all juvenile offenders into one facility at Banksia Hill.  
Did his government conduct a risk analysis before making the decision in 2009 to shut the Rangeview remanned 
centre?  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS replied: 
I thank the member very much for his question. I will say that I believe to this day there was merit in changing 
the purpose of Rangeview to a correctional facility for young males —  
Mr P. Papalia: Did you do a risk analysis?  
Mr J.M. FRANCIS: There were two parts to the question.  
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected.  
The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the first time.  
Mr J.M. FRANCIS: — aged 18 to 24 years old who could be ostracised from the mainstream prison population, 
and those who have been sentenced for short periods, so they would have the best chance of rehabilitation and 
less chance of reoffending. The government was then and is now very committed to breaking the cycle of 
reoffending, especially those we say are the most decent. In this particular circumstance, when it comes to 
Rangeview, as I said, we are obviously talking about the young males who have the best chance of rehabilitation.  

As far as the risk assessment on the process of moving juveniles is concerned — 

Mr P. Papalia: No; in 2009, when the decision was made.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I am not too sure what happened in 2009; I was not part of cabinet in 2009; I was not the 
minister in 2009. I can tell members that a number of concerns were raised by the Inspector of Custodial 
Services and by the union that represents youth custodial workers about the procedure to move juveniles from 
their previous facility into Banksia Hill Detention Centre. I can also tell the member for Warnbro that the 
minister at that time raised those issues and concerns with the Commissioner for Corrective Services. In advice 
to the then Minister for Corrective Services, the Commissioner for Corrective Services made a number of 
undertakings. Clearly, the department did not follow through on those undertakings. If members are interested, I 
refer them to page 23 of the report, “Directed Review into an Incident at Banksia Hill Detention Centre on 
20 January 2013”, which was tabled today by the Inspector of Custodial Services.  
Mr W.J. Johnston: You are too scared to answer the question!  
Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The member is a good argument for breed-specific legislation! You just never shut up!  
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the second time.  
Minister, can you wind this up, please?  
Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The Inspector of Custodial Services made perfectly clear in his report that the minister at 
that time had concerns about the transfer of juveniles and also the advice that was given by the then 
Commissioner of Corrective Services to the then minister. I direct members to three key points in the report of 
the Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services. In paragraph 2.23 the inspector states — 

It is of grave concern that, at around the same time, the Department did not follow through on 
commitments that it had given to the then Minister.  

Paragraph 2.25 reads — 
Although the Department took some steps on some of these strategies, the actions and outcomes fell far 
short of what would reasonably have been expected by the Minister or, indeed, by Banksia Hill staff. 
This placed the site and the Minister at further risk. The Inquiry also sighted other examples of poor 
follow through on Ministerial advice.  

Lastly, paragraph 2.26 reads — 

It is not the job of Ministers to run departments or to constantly follow up on assurances they have been 
given. The political accountability of Ministers is dependent on departments providing them with 
accurate, balanced advice, including the risks, and following through on commitments. 
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JUVENILE DETAINEES — RANGEVIEW REMAND CENTRE 

382. Mr P. PAPALIA to the Minister for Corrective Services: 
I have a supplementary question. Did the government conduct a risk analysis before making the decision in 2009 
to shut Rangeview Remand Centre; and, if so, will the minister table it? 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS replied: 
I was not the minister at the time. It was four years ago—put the question on notice!  

EDUCATION — PILBARA 

383. Mr V.A. CATANIA to the Minister for Regional Development: 
I understand a number of new and upgraded schools in the Pilbara have recently been opened. Can the minister 
please update the house on the exciting new developments in education in the Pilbara? 

Several members interjected. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
Thank you, member for North West. The member still engenders a great deal of support from members opposite 
whenever he asks a question!  

I acknowledge students from Narrogin Primary School who have travelled down to Parliament today. It is great 
to have you here, and I hope you can take some of this good rain back to the wheatbelt!  

The member for North West has provided me with a good opportunity to talk about what is happening in 
education in the Pilbara at the moment. When we announced the Pilbara Cities program we hoped to address the 
issues associated with unprecedented population growth in the Pilbara over the last decade, not just when the 
Liberal–National government was in power but also the previous Labor government. There has now been record 
investment in a range of areas, including housing, infrastructure upgrades, health and education, and business 
development. We are starting to see some changes in these areas, which are benefiting from increased 
government investment and focus.  

The Minister for Education recently opened upgrades at Hedland Senior High School, including a new 
administration block, two new classroom blocks and the refurbished Hardie House, a learning centre for senior 
school students. Royalties for regions contributed $7.3 million to this upgrade with $4 million from BHP Billiton 
Iron Ore. Importantly, the principal of Hedland Senior High School has reported a massive 31 per cent increase 
in the number of students staying enrolled at the school from year 8 to year 12. In 2009, 28 per cent of students 
who came to school stayed until year 12. That figure has now jumped to 59 per cent. I quote an article by Alex 
Massey in the North West Telegraph, which reads — 

Hedland parents are re-enrolling their kids in local schools in record numbers as huge public and private 
sector investment shortens the education divide between Perth and the Pilbara.  

In 2012 Hedland Senior High School was the joint top vocation and education training school in the state, and 
our Liberal–National government’s investment into quality education can be seen throughout the Pilbara.  

Karratha Senior High School’s new campus is expected to open in the coming months giving students access to 
the outstanding facilities provided by the new Karratha Leisureplex. This follows the opening this year of the 
new $20 million Baynton West Primary School in Karratha, which is already catering for 373 students from 
kindergarten to year 7. The $50 million Pilbara education fund is improving the quality of education and training 
services across the Pilbara. This funding is assisting with the rollout of e-learning and putting more infrastructure 
into Pilbara schools.  

I finish by saying that education is a key part of driving regional development. It is absolutely important that 
families see a pathway for education for their children into the future, and off the back of these figures 
investments by the Liberal–National government in education in the Pilbara are clearly showing a turnaround. It 
also shows the missed opportunities — 

Mr M.P. Murray: It’s pork-barrelling!  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: The member for Collie–Preston calls investing in education in the Pilbara pork-barrelling! 
That is why the Labor Party’s attitude of abandoning the Pilbara reflects so badly on education figures, and is 
probably why the Pilbara supported the Liberals and Nationals in this year’s election!  

OPHTHALMIC SURGERY — WAIT LIST 

384. Dr A.D. BUTI to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the over 3 200 people on the state’s wait list for ophthalmic surgery and the almost 200 people who 
received this operation at the Armadale–Kelmscott Memorial Hospital in the last three months.  
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(1) Can the minister confirm that the government intends to cut ophthalmology services at the Armadale–
Kelmscott hospital? 

(2) Can the minister confirm that no ophthalmology operations will be undertaken at Fiona Stanley 
Hospital?  

(3) Can the minister also confirm that ophthalmologists previously working at the Armadale–Kelmscott 
hospital have been told to find theatre time at Bentley Hospital, which is already struggling to cope with 
demand for its theatres? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 
(1)–(3) I thank the member for the question. I am well across this issue, because I have received a number of 

letters about it and made my own inquiries. I can confirm, not that the government has done those 
things, but the government—as in me as minister—has allowed those things that were put forward by 
the South Metropolitan Health Service. The reason given to me by the managers of that system is that 
we had a significant problem in Armadale–Kelmscott Memorial Hospital for other surgery—critical 
surgery to people who were on a long waiting list and who were desperately waiting for surgery in the 
member’s electorate but which was not able to be done because of a lack of theatre space. Whereas 
Bentley Hospital—often those same ophthalmic surgeons were operating in both hospitals—had the 
capacity to do that same surgery without affecting the waiting time. Bentley Hospital would be able to 
expand its theatre and keep up the workload so that patients from Armadale would not be 
disadvantaged. They have reassured me that they will not be disadvantaged; in fact, I have sought 
further reassurance that that is the case. On a particular case that has come before me—the specialist 
himself is waiting for surgery—I have asked the health service to make sure that there will be no 
additional delay for patients on that waiting list. The member for Armadale should welcome the fact 
that many of his constituents who were waiting for theatre space for other procedures at Armadale–
Kelmscott hospital will now have more surgical time.  

Dr A.D. Buti: You should be increasing the capacity, not decreasing it and taking one from the other! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The hospital has a set number of theatres and they can only work a certain amount of time. 
The reality is that Bentley Hospital has the space and there is demand at Armadale–Kelmscott hospital for other 
things. We are ensuring that those other procedures can be done at Armadale–Kelmscott hospital, because that is 
a better hospital to do them in, and some of the other stuff can be done at Bentley.  

Dr A.D. Buti: Bentley can’t cope!  

Dr K.D. HAMES: That is not the advice I have got. Just because someone writes a letter about what is 
happening, it does not mean that the answer is that they will be delayed. It may well be that the answer that 
comes back to me is that the particular person we are talking about will not be delayed and there is capacity to do 
it within the Bentley system. Of course, I rely on my staff to do what is right. I reiterate to them that I do not 
want people to be disadvantaged. They reassure me that they will not be, and I take their word on that. 

OPHTHALMIC SURGERY — WAITLIST 

385. Dr A.D. BUTI to the Minister for Health: 
I have a supplementary question. In addition to the question about Fiona Stanley Hospital, can the minister 
guarantee that no patient or their specialist will be inconvenienced as a result of his harsh health cuts at 
Armadale–Kelmscott Memorial Hospital? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 
The second part of the supplementary question is not correct; there are no harsh cuts. It is being done to 
maximise the efficient use of our hospital theatres. Heaven forbid that a government might want to make the 
staff at its hospitals efficient! 
With regard to Fiona Stanley Hospital, I have always been under the impression that some of that surgery would 
be done there, providing that it is required. I will make inquiries and double-check and get back to the member 
on that. 

RANGELANDS RESTORATION — LORNA GLEN STATION 

386. Ms W.M. DUNCAN to the Minister for Environment: 
Can the minister please update the house on the groundbreaking rangelands restoration project being conducted 
at Lorna Glen in the state’s goldfields? 

Mr A.P. JACOB replied: 
I thank the member for Kalgoorlie for the question. For members who may not be familiar with where Lorna 
Glen is—indeed, I was not at first—Lorna Glen station is at the geographical centre of Western Australia. Lorna 
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Glen and its neighbouring station, Earaheedy, are two former pastoral leases purchased by the state government 
in 1999 and 2000. They form a 600 000-hectare estate that is one of the largest and most extensive science-based 
adaptive management wildlife reconstruction projects in the world. It is the biggest in Australia. It is jointly 
managed by the Department of Parks and Wildlife and the local traditional owners through Martu rangers at 
Wiluna. 

At Lorna Glen we are introducing 11 mostly rare and endangered mammals. Indeed, some of the mammals that 
have recently been reintroduced at Lorna Glen had become extinct on the mainland. They have been rescued 
from the Pilbara islands, and I will go into that a little more. We are reintroducing onto the Western Australian 
mainland mammals that have not been here possibly for decades, if not longer. The cornerstone of this project is 
1 100 hectares within the Lorna Glen estate. This is a staging area. In the centre of this 600 000-hectare estate is 
an area of 1 100 hectares that is fenced off with a predator-proof fence to keep out feral cats and foxes, creating 
what I think of as an inland island that is a staging area for these populations. The area is large enough that they 
can sustain their own stable population, and from within the area we can repopulate the rangeland areas. There 
are a few of these areas dotted across the state, but this particular one is one of our largest. Mammals such as 
malas, golden bandicoots, boodies, brush-tailed possums and bilbies have already been released into the wider 
estates, and the populations within these fenced areas are absolutely booming. I had the privilege of being there a 
couple of weeks ago and I almost could not move for all the boodies! 

Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr A.P. JACOB: This project is being done in partnership with not only the traditional owners, the Martu 
people, but also industry. This project has been supported through a $10 million offset program that has been 
managed by the Department of Parks and Wildlife. This offset program has been funded by Chevron as part of 
its Gorgon environmental approvals. This is a fantastic opportunity in which industry and resource development 
in the state is funding significant environmental outcomes. 
Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington! 

Mr A.P. JACOB: This is actually quite serious, member for Albany. 
With the Gorgon island approvals for an area of 300 hectares or so, there was an immediate offset and animals 
were translocated from there to a 1 100-hectare enclosure at Lorna Glen from which the entire rangelands area 
can be repopulated. We are also seeing the re-establishment of mammal and bird populations on the Montebello 
Islands. Hopefully, this offset program will continue to repopulate other Pilbara islands. We are taking ground 
again. That is a significant part of this project. We are not losing ground in the fight for endangered mammals; 
we are starting to take ground. These islands and enclosures give us staging areas from which we can start to 
take more ground. 
I would like to place on record my thanks to all the very committed staff from the Department of Parks and 
Wildlife and the Martu rangers for what they are doing on this project. We have a range of traditional owner 
ranger groups from across the state in the Department of Parks and Wildlife. We are seeing fantastic outcomes in 
partnership. 

WA ENVIRONMENT AWARDS — CANCELLATION 

387. Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to the cancellation of this year’s WA environment awards, for which the minister personally called for 
submissions when he launched the awards on World Environment Day on 5 June, and the subsequent review of 
these awards that he has put in place. 

(1) Why did the minister personally open the nominations for these awards when he had every intention of 
cancelling them even before nominations were to close? 

(2) Why have these awards been placed under review using the justification of the splitting of the 
Department of Environment and Conservation into two new departments when he knew at the election 
that he would split the department? 

Mr A.P. JACOB replied: 
(1)–(2) I might send the member for Gosnells a copy of the release that the Department of Environment 

Regulation put out about that. 
Mr C.J. Tallentire: About cancelling the awards? 

Mr A.P. JACOB: Exactly—about what the member has termed “cancelling the awards”. The awards have not 
been cancelled; the awards have in fact been postponed. 
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Several members interjected. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: Everybody wants to have a really good laugh about it. Yes, we did open the awards. As was 
stated first and foremost in that release, we have postponed the awards. I believe that we need to look at what we 
are doing with the environmental awards program. Indeed, I have had letters from very significant, respected 
organisations representing environmental groups in this state that found that the previous environmental awards 
were increasingly out of their reach. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr A.P. JACOB: The awards were run effectively as a five star–type program. As has been indicated, private 
sector sponsors subsequently fell through, so we looked at the internal budgets of the Department of 
Environment Regulation and the Department of Parks and Wildlife. This event was going to cost taxpayers 
around $100 000 for one dinner. Does the member think that $100 000 for one dinner is a justified use of 
taxpayers’ money in the environment portfolio? 
Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! Minister, can you answer the question, or I will allow a 
supplementary? 

Mr A.P. JACOB: I will take a supplementary, Mr Speaker. 

ENVIRONMENT AWARDS WA — CANCELLATION 

388. Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE to the Minister for Environment: 
As a supplementary question, is this not just another example of this government’s denial of the importance of 
community effort in environmental conservation? 

Mr A.P. JACOB replied: 
Not at all. I think this is another example of the opposition struggling to realise economic realities and the fact 
that money does not grow on trees. 
Mr B.S. Wyatt: Did Dixie put that out? 
The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, I call you to order for the first time. Nobody has a hope of hearing 
the minister and Hansard has to record it. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: I have not for a second said that these awards have been cancelled. The member said that. I 
reiterate that they have been postponed for the time being. We will relook at the format and do it in a more 
appropriate and affordable manner. I want to place on the record my appreciation for the significant work done 
by people in the environmental area within both industry and the community. We are dealing particularly with 
volunteers. I do not think that the government spending $100 000 on one dinner is a good use of money in this 
area. That is why we are going to review it and we will find a better way to do it. I think the member will find 
that the community will support that. 

MAJORITY RULES EXHIBITION 

389. Mr R.S. LOVE to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
I was pleased to recently attend the opening of Majority Rules, an exhibition about Australia’s political history. 
Can the minister please provide the house with some information about this exhibition?  

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 
The member for Moore was present at the opening of this significant exhibition, as was the member for 
West Swan and, if I recall correctly, a few other members of Parliament. It is certainly timely given that a 
national election is underway. As mentioned, the exhibition is Majority Rules. It provides members of the 
community with a range of information about the political process in Western Australia and Australia, and 
highlights various elements of election campaigns including the campaigning culture, political cartoons and 
information about compulsory voting. There are very significant events in Australia’s history, of course, in the 
development of democracy and the Australian political landscape and Constitution. One very significant event of 
course, which is reflected in this exhibition, was the referendum in 1967 in which Australian voters were asked 
whether Aboriginal people should be included in the census and whether to authorise the federal Parliament to 
pass legislation specific to Aboriginal people. I think it is well known that the yes vote was outstandingly high in 
that referendum, with 90.77 per cent of Australians voting in favour of the change. I understand that the State 
Library of Western Australia holds the oldest collection of election-related material in the country, with items 
dating back to 1880.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Including John Day?  
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Mr J.H.D. DAY: None of us go back quite that far, member for Victoria Park. Member for Victoria Park and 
other members of Parliament, there is the opportunity to contribute election material. The State Library is in fact 
interested in collecting additional election material from — 
Several members interjected.  
Mr J.H.D. DAY: Some members of Parliament may claim some posterity and record in history only by actually 
contributing some of their election material to the State Library in this way. If members have interesting 
material, whether posters, how-to-vote cards, flyers, stickers, mail-outs or other material, the State Library is 
interested in collecting more. There is obviously a limit to how much it can maintain in its collection but I think 
it is better for the library to have access to a wide range of material to be able to make decisions about what is 
important to preserve for posterity. This exhibition, amongst other things, demonstrates the importance of the 
State Library and also the State Records Office in preserving cultural material in Western Australia.  

TABLE GRAPES — IMPORTATION 

390. Ms R. SAFFIOTI to the Minister for Regional Development: 
I refer to the National Party’s $300 million vision for agriculture policy commitment made at the state election, 
including the Leader of the National Party’s commitment to boost the state’s biosecurity measures to bolster 
quarantine.  
(1) Can the minister confirm that the government has reversed its position in relation to the biosecurity 

threat of table grapes from California? 
(2) Can the minister explain why the government has changed its position just one month after his 

colleague the member for Warren–Blackwood said in this place that there is legislation to prevent this 
and that he would take this issue to the World Trade Organization?  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
(1)–(2) I appreciate the opportunity to answer questions on such a wide range of topics. I am especially excited 

to talk about the Seizing the Opportunity agriculture policy.  
Several members interjected. 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I was asked a question about the National Party’s $300 million Seizing the Opportunity 
agriculture policy. I will take every opportunity in the time afforded to me to talk about that. I might go through 
it line by line. I will beg your indulgence, Mr Speaker.  
The agriculture policy is a very important policy. Agriculture is an important driver of the Western Australian 
economy. There is a unique opportunity — 
Dr A.D. Buti: Your minister doesn’t have the portfolio anymore, does he?  
The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I call you to order for the first time.  
Mr B.J. GRYLLS: If I do not have the portfolio, I do not know why I was asked the question. I am happy to 
talk about agriculture. There is a unique opportunity to really focus on agriculture. As we are seeing the end of 
the construction period in the mining sector, it is good to look at diversification opportunities for the Western 
Australian economy. Tomorrow, the Treasurer will announce the Liberal–National government’s — 
Mrs M.H. Roberts: Answer the question!  
Mr B.J. GRYLLS: This was the question. The Treasurer will announce the Liberal–National government’s 
response to agriculture. In that policy that the member opposite asked me about there is a focus on the 
infrastructure of agriculture, marketing, attracting international investment, working with grower groups and 
research and development to make sure agricultural education is a focus. It is a very good policy, member for 
West Swan. I am glad the member spent a lot of time focusing on that during the election campaign and that she 
has given me, as the Leader of the Nationals, the opportunity in question time to answer it.  
The specific answer to the member’s question about biosecurity is that I recall the commitment from both the 
Liberal Party and the Nationals was to put extra money into biosecurity. It is an important part of managing and 
protecting biosecurity in this state. With regard to the member for West Swan’s particular question about table 
grapes, I understand the Minister for Agriculture and Food from the other place has recently made a decision on 
that. There will be a debate on that issue in the chamber later this afternoon because it is listed under private 
members’ business. I will let that debate provide the information because I do not have that to hand at the 
moment.  

TABLE GRAPES — IMPORTATION 

391. Ms R. SAFFIOTI to the Minister for Regional Development: 
I have a supplementary question. The National Party’s commitment was to bolster biosecurity in the state. Why 
has it changed its position about biosecurity risk in relation to table grapes from California?  
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Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
It is because the Minister for Agriculture and Food obviously assessed the information available to him and 
made that decision. That will be debated in depth, with the information, this afternoon.  

FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL — COMMISSIONING DELAY 
Question without Notice — Supplementary Information 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Health) [2.46 pm]: I rise pursuant to standing order 82A. The 
member for Kwinana made some suggestion that I might have stolen or otherwise obtained in an inappropriate 
manner a transcript of the Education and Health Standing Committee. In the meantime, my staff have 
downloaded that information from the website. I would be pleased to provide it to the opposition.  
Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: That can be passed over to the opposition if and when the minister has a minute.  

ENERGY SECTOR — INCREMENTAL CHANGES 
Question on Notice 1 — Answer Advice 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [2.47 pm]: Under standing order 80(2) I rise to seek the answer to why 
the Minister for Energy has not answered question on notice 1 asked on 16 April 2013.  

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Minister for Energy) [2:48 pm]: I assure the member the answer is in the 
mail. It is on its way.  

Point of Order 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: In respect of the minister’s comments, under standing order 80(2) my question was why 
the question has not been answered, not when will it be answered. I would appreciate if Mr Speaker could assist 
me in directing the Minister for Energy to answer why the question has not been answered. I am still not sure 
why the question has not been answered.  

The SPEAKER: The member for Cannington has risen on a point of order. It is up to the minister to give an 
explanation. His explanation is the explanation.  

Debate Resumed 
DR M.D. NAHAN: I will look into it and get back to the member for Cannington later this afternoon.  

SYNERGY AND VERVE ENERGY — RE-MERGER 
Question on Notice 7 — Answer Advice 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [2.49 pm]: Under standing order 80(2) I rise to request an answer to the 
reason question on notice 7 asked on 17 April 2013 has not yet been answered.  
DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Minister for Energy) [2:49 pm]: I will look into it and get back to the 
member later today.  

Question on Notice 12 — Answer Advice 
MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [2:49 pm]: Under standing order 80(2) I rise to request the reason there 
has not been an answer to question on notice 12 asked on 17 April 2013.  
DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Minister for Energy) [2:49 pm]: The member has asked me over 
200 individual questions. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Let us try to move on now.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The member has asked me over 200 questions with 1 000 subsidiary questions. I will give 
the member the same answer: I will get back to him on these as soon as I can.   

Question on Notice 72 — Answer Advice 
MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [2.50 pm]: I rise under standing order 80(2) to ask why the minister has 
not answered question 72, which was asked of him on 17 April 2013? 
DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Minister for Energy) [2.50 pm]: Same answer. 

The SPEAKER: I do not see a question 72. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, I asked about 72. 

The SPEAKER: I do not have a question 72 on my list. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Question 72 is on the Hansard website. It does not show an answer — 

The SPEAKER: I have a question 76. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Question 76 is indeed why I was rising! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Can we have some clarity, member for Cannington? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I rise under standing order 80(2) to ask why the minister has not been capable of 
answering question 72, asked of him on 17 April 2013—question 76; my apologies. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Could I ask for some clarity? Is it question 72 or 76? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, I call you to order for the first time. Whether it is question 72 or 76, we 
can check; is the minister’s answer the same? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes. 

Question on Notice 85 — Answer Advice 
MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [2.51 pm]: I ask for what reason the minister has not been capable of 
answering question 85, asked on 17 April 2013? 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Minister for Energy) [2.52 pm]: The same question will be — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Member for West Swan and member for Warnbro, we are getting nowhere. I call 
you both to order for the first time. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I will reveal all outstanding questions and get back to the member as soon as I can. 

VERVE ENERGY — SOLVENCY 
Question on Notice 203 — Answer Advice 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [2.53 pm]: I rise under standing order 80(2) to request a reason for the 
minister having failed to answer question on notice 203 of 9 May 2013? 

Point of Order 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Mr Speaker, I think it is entirely reasonable for the member for Cannington to ask why a series 
of questions have not been answered within the prescribed time; however, I think it is a time-wasting exercise to 
go through them one by one like this, and I submit that it would be reasonable to ask the member for Cannington 
to ask his questions about a follow-up en bloc rather than continuing this time-wasting exercise. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, when somebody raises a point of order, the point of order is supposed 
to be heard in silence. Member for Albany, we really are not making any progress here. We have had a list of 
these questions; I believe there are another two, if I am not mistaken, member for Cannington. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: On the point of order, I draw the Speaker’s attention to the fact that I have actually 
asked these questions as a job lot in the past, and the minister ignored my request for answers and provided no 
information at all. Given that the minister was not prepared to do his job, I saw that I had no alternative but to 
bring each one to his attention individually. 

The SPEAKER: We have now moved down the list and we are at question 203—am I correct? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes. 

Answer Advice Resumed 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Again, as with the other ones, I will get back to the member as soon as I can with that 
answer. 

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 246, 247, 253 AND 794 
Answer Advice 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [2.54 pm]: In the spirit of cooperation, I point out that I do not have 
answers to questions 246, 247 and 253, asked on 22 May 2013; and question 794, asked on 26 May 2013. Will 
the minister provide answers to those questions? 
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DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Minister for Energy) [2.55 pm]: In the spirit of cooperation that the member 
has shown, I will get back to him as soon as I can. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Minister, are you wanting to speak? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I’m just leaving very slowly, Mr Speaker! 

PETROLEUM AND GEOTHERMAL ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2013 
Consideration in Detail 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

Clause 112: Act amended — 
Debate was interrupted after the clause had been partly considered. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: Prior to the break we were discussing the issue of pipelines under clause 112. I have a 
question for the minister; I may have to break it down for him so that he can better grasp what I am trying to 
arrive at. There is a cost associated with transferring carbon dioxide in liquid form from point A to point B; I 
think we all agree that that is the case. Obviously, that cost goes to the total cost of capturing, transmitting and 
pumping it underground. My question to the minister relates to the need to actually have a pipeline at all for CO2, 
given that it is omnipresent in the atmosphere. Whilst I acknowledge that there may be concentrates of CO2 
being emitted from a refinery, for instance, the cost of transmission from point A to point B will impact on the 
overall cost of capturing and sending it underground. My question, minister, is: why can we not just simply set 
up a carbon capture at the point of injection, as is the case in the North Sea, the north west of Western Australia 
and the north west of the United States? The companies there that have been harvesting petroleum or gas extract 
the CO2; it is then pumped back into the ground and used to pump petroleum and other materials out. In this 
case, in the South West Hub, it is simply pumping into a saline aquifer. If this science has so much promise, why 
is there consideration about the pipeline? My understanding is that the cost of the pipeline and the disruption it 
would bring to many residents of the Murray–Wellington electorate would not provide the value that has been 
placed upon it for this particular project. Why cannot we simply just put an injection point at any location across 
the globe and simply sequestrate carbon into a — 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Thank you, member. I am not sure that that question is at all 
related to the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2013. This is not a general debate; 
I am happy to let the minister respond if he feels it appropriate, but I urge the member to not pursue that line of 
questioning in such a general way in further clauses. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: Prior to the break I put the question in a manner that the Acting Speaker might well have 
appreciated; but unfortunately, I do not think the minister could grasp what I was trying to arrive at, so I broke it 
down a little for him so that he could get it in bite-size bits. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Even if we were actually capturing the carbon in situ and then putting it into the ground, 
we would have to pipe it, whether it was one, two or three metres. This clause is about covering the eventuality, 
and the cost is irrelevant. If one is transporting CO2 in a pipe for geosequestration, this provision picks it up and 
gives us the opportunity to put regulations around that, and I think that is what everyone in this house thinks is a 
good idea. The member asked why we do not capture it in situ or close by; to use Barrow Island as an example, it 
is piped. Wherever it is captured, we put it in a pipe to put it somewhere. Mostly, I imagine, the pipe would at 
least be some tens of metres; a very small pipe, but this covers all pipes and how we get it there.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: We are talking about the amendment to the Petroleum Pipelines Act 1969. In my 
estimations, a pipeline is used when water, gas or any other material is pumped from point A to point B across 
some distance for a particular purpose. We are talking about a pipeline and not whether the material goes into a 
pipe. In the case of Barrow Island, certainly the CO2 is captured and put into a pipe and then pumped 
underground. There is no argument there, but a pipe does not necessarily make a pipeline. We are talking about a 
pipeline that traverses a long distance. There is a cost associated with pumping a material from point A to point 
B. Although I acknowledge that there may be some CO2 emissions from these refineries, the cost of piping it 
across distances to inject into another location would push this project beyond its capacity. Why would we not 
simply capture the CO2 from the air and pump it underground?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I think where the member is coming from is irrelevant to what we are doing today. The 
cost is irrelevant.  
Mr M.J. Cowper: There is a cost to my constituents when it goes across their paddocks.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: We are talking about the pipeline. The member asked a question about the cost of the 
pipeline and I am saying that the cost does not matter. We are amending the Petroleum Pipelines Act 1969 to 
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make sure that the state government has some power so that if a proponent wishes to transport CO2 in a pipeline, 
the pipe conforms to the range of regulations that we will put in place. Indeed, it would have to go through 
environmental approval and a lot of other procedures. I think it is important to record that we are amending 
legislation to regulate pipelines. That is what we are doing.  

Clause put and passed.  
Clauses 113 to 172 put and passed.  
Title — 
Mr M.J. COWPER: One of my earlier questions was why GHG was not included in the title. Given that this 
bill introduces 26 pages of new sections and 176 clauses will amend the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy 
Resources Act, why would we not include GHG in the title?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: In this discussion we are agreeing to the long title, which reads — 

An Act to amend the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Resources Act 1967 and the Petroleum 
Pipelines Act 1969 to facilitate the geological storage of greenhouse gas substances, to make 
consequential amendments to other Acts — 

It includes other acts — 

and for other purposes. 
We are passing the long title, not the short title, of the bill.  
Title put and passed. 
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 
MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Mines and Petroleum) [3.05 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [3.05 pm]: I will make a few remarks about the Petroleum and 
Geothermal Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2013. As the Labor Party has made clear from the start, we are 
not opposing this bill. We will not divide on it or vote against it, but we do say that a range of issues need to be 
amended in this legislation. If we came to government, that is exactly what we would do. We would do that in 
discussion with industry and players involved in geosequestration. We would not spring things on anybody. It 
would not be our first priority, but we think that there are ways to improve the arrangements in this legislation.  

Firstly, I go to the question of permanent storage of greenhouse gas. It has clearly been difficult for the 
parliamentary draftsmen to come up with words that make it clear that the greenhouse gas substance is for all 
time sequestered geologically. The problem with that, of course, is that we do not know whether we can do that. 
It is well known that we can put carbon dioxide back into an empty oil or gas reservoir, and that has been 
commonly done for a long time, but is that permanent storage? By definition, we do not know what will happen 
in the future. How long does it have to be to be permanent storage? The department provided us with a very 
good briefing and a nice little chart setting out the site closure and long-term liability details arising under this 
bill. The department explained that 61 years after it stopped injecting, a proponent could then make an 
application for a site closure, and the so-called closure assurance period is a minimum of 15 years. Therefore, 
76 years after a proponent stops injecting, the liability for that procedure would pass from the company to the 
state. We understand why that occurs; there are very few companies that were operating 76 years ago that are 
still operating today. Looking forward, we cannot have an unlimited liability on a company because, quite 
frankly, it would not exist to bear that liability, so we may as well admit that the liability has moved to the state.  
In terms of the geology of the earth, 76 years is a fraction of a fraction of a split second. That is what troubles all 
of us, because if it is genuinely permanently stored, we will not find that out for 76 years. The use of “permanent 
storage” in the bill is somewhat problematic. I raised that during consideration in detail because I can imagine 
some lawyer coming into court someday arguing that just because it has been stored for 76 years does not mean 
it was permanently stored. If it is not permanently stored, the provisions of the amended act will not apply 
because the provisions of this act apply to GHG only when it is permanently stored. That will be an interesting 
issue for a court to look at when I am gone. The good thing is that in 76 years I will not be troubled by the 
outcome of that court case, which is a pleasant idea. None of us wants to live forever. This issue goes to the 
question of what is permanent.  

During consideration in detail we also explored the question of costs a little. There are three aspects to this: first, 
the cost of the person proposing to do a GHG project; second, the cost of administering the process in terms of 
the regulatory functions of government; and, third, the insurance costs of any future liability. We had a 
discussion with the minister when my colleague the member for Gosnells asked about the capacity of the 
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minister to make requirements about insurance matters; that is an existing provision that obliges people in the oil 
and gas sector and in the new sector of geothermal energy. Those matters are established but it is about the 
process of the conduct of the operation. I am not certain about the minister’s assurance that there is a capacity to 
require insurance for an ongoing arrangement up to 76 years. We had a discussion about $2 companies and all 
that. I am not certain that that provision is exactly as the minister explained it. I do not know whether the 
department is ideally suited to make a judgement about whether the insurance matters are adequate. I accept that 
the department has good knowledge about the insurance required while a drilling project is being carried out and 
while hydrocarbons are being extracted, but it is just a matter of fact that it does not have experience in long-
term geosequestration. It will be interesting to see how that develops. That is something the department needs to 
look at.  

We asked the minister about what the fees for this are expected to be. The minister was very strenuously 
working here because this is complex legislation. As an engineer, he has an ideal background for it. Nonetheless, 
these matters are very different and unusual for all of us. He said that they are working that out and they do not 
know that yet. That is a fair enough answer. I probably would have given the same answer if I were sitting in his 
chair, which I am not. That is a real question about what the cost will be to government that it then recovers from 
the industry. We will have to look at that. If the costs are too high, people will not want to be involved and if the 
costs are too low, the government will not recover expenses. 

Another issue is this question of long-term liability. It is amazing who reads Hansard. During the recess, a 
number of people at social gatherings raised with me the fact that I mentioned the Hitchhiker’s Guide to the 
Galaxy when we were talking about this issue. I make the point that we could have a relatively low cost system 
whereby the companies that are sequestering put aside money for that long-term liability. The companies say that 
the liability might be billions of dollars in 100 years, but if we look at the discounted cash flow rather than the 
cost in the future, it is probably worth only $10 million or $15 million for a particular project in today’s dollars. 
Even though under our system after 76 years the liability transfers to the state, we could still acknowledge that 
and say, “Yes, that is what happens”, but in the meantime, the companies have to give $10 million, $20 million 
or $30 million, which in the great scheme of things is not that much, to set aside in a trust for those potential 
future liabilities. That might be a way of doing it because at the moment the legislation provides that after the 
liabilities move to the state, it will be a charge against—I forget the proper wording—the ordinary funds of the 
state. That may be a better way of doing it. We could have the company set aside the money—in my view, it 
would be a very small part of the total cost of the project—and then we would insure the taxpayers against that 
potential liability. In the future, if the liability comes to pass, the money would be there and it would be 
available, and if it never comes to pass, it would not be a big impost on the company anyway.  

There was also some discussion about the fact that the chance of one of these projects proceeding is pretty low. 
We had this discussion about $70 for transport and injection, and about $70 is the estimate in the literature for 
the capture. That is $140 a tonne for geosequestration of GHG. When a carbon credit at the moment costs about 
€5 or $8, we can see $140 is way above that. There is no economic incentive at this time to go down the 
geosequestration path. That gives both the current government and any future government of whatever 
persuasion some time to revisit this legislation. I have already said that needs to happen.  

I also take on board some of the commentary from the members for Murray–Wellington and Bunbury. We can 
only use a GHG formation that is entirely in the lease that one has. If the formation extends beyond the land that 
one has been allocated by the Crown, one cannot use that GHG formation. The minister said, “Oh, well, we 
would try to align the leases with what we think are the formations.” I do not understand every single square 
millimetre of Western Australia’s maps geologically, but there is a lot of information. These companies do not 
just go in blind and drill a $150 million hole because they think that might work. They have a look at things and 
use the publicly available databases et cetera and choose only the places that they think will work. I understand 
that. The reality is that the lines on the map for the lease that are drawn by the department will simply not match 
the geological formations beneath the earth because we do not know where they go. We know we do not know 
because that is why we are doing all the research. If we knew, we would not have a problem. The reason that we 
need companies to do research and find what is there is that we do not know all the details. Inevitably, when a 
company tries to find its GHG formation, it will inevitably lead to it being beyond the lease that has been 
allocated to it by the department. That is just the way it will happen, in the same way as currently people look for 
gas reservoirs and find that gas reservoirs stretch across the boundary of their lease. That is not a problem for gas 
reservoirs because there is a very established practice of how the resources are allocated between one lease and 
another.  

I was very obliged by the minister to have a general briefing from his department when I became the shadow 
Minister for Mines and Petroleum. The director general talked to me about the section in the department that has 
highly skilled technicians who are able to do that very thing and map where reservoirs are across leases. Here 
there necessarily has to be a different solution. We cannot do that because that is about sharing a gas reservoir. 
Here we have to be solely responsible for the injected material because if it goes beyond one’s lease, one cannot 
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be held responsible for it. Naturally, the GHG formation has to be entirely within one’s lease before the 
government gives approval to stick the GHG down. We talked about this a lot in consideration in detail. The 
government said that if the applicant gets to their boundary and finds the GHG storage formation continues 
within the larger geological formation outside the boundary of their lease, the government will give them an 
adjustment to the lease to include the part of the GHG formation that extends past the edge of their lease. That is 
an obvious solution but there are problems with that. The first problem is: what happens if the boundary of one 
person’s GHG exploration lease is the boundary of someone else’s GHG exploration lease? I am not sure the 
minister properly answered that question in consideration in detail. He might or might not want to comment on 
that issue because I am not sure how it will be resolved.  

The other issue is where it extends into lands that are not subject to someone else’s lease. That is obvious; the 
lease can be extended into that new piece of land and they can continue to explore. What interested the member 
for Bunbury was what would happen if that had to be extended again because the geological formation continues 
and the GHG formation that is part of that bigger geological formation extends even further past the end of the 
area that has been added. The minister said, “We could just add on some more.” Again, that is fair enough, but 
what is the limit? Where do we say that this GHG formation does not exist at all because the GHG formation is 
only a GHG formation under the act if it is effectively sealed around the edges, to use layman’s terms? 
Mr M.J. Cowper: That is why it is called the Swan coastal plain.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is right. What will happen if it extends 300 kilometres beyond the edge of the 
ocean? The one thing we know about geological formations is that we do not know where they go, because we 
cannot see them. That means the GHG formation will not be there because it will not be described in the words 
in the act. When do we say, “Enough is enough”, and give up, and when do we say, “Here is some more land, go 
and have a look”? That will be another issue no matter who is the minister, whether it is this minister or the 
minister who is rotated in by the Premier. Maybe the member for Murray–Wellington will be rotated back into 
cabinet as Minister for Mines and Petroleum because he was so unlucky to be excluded after the election, as the 
Premier explained. That is another issue we will have to look at.  

I need to place on record my great thanks to my daughter, Rebekah Johnston, who is an undergraduate student at 
the University of Western Australia, who, believe it or not, is studying geology and climate science.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: I’m glad you’re putting that on the record. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am putting it on the record, minister. I would not claim to have all this knowledge.  

Mr M.J. Cowper: Takes after her mother, clearly.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Obviously, she takes after her mother! 
A member interjected.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes. It was funny; she lives in my electorate and she was walking past the front of my 
office one day, saw my car and dropped in to have a chat. She saw the bill lying on my desk and said, “Are you 
dealing with that?” I said, “Yes, I’m dealing with that.” She said, “Could I write up a brief for you?” I said, 
“That would be great.”  
Mr W.R. Marmion: We may have finished the bill three weeks ago if she hadn’t done that!  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I do not know whether that is true, minister, because I probably would have had to seek 
out people in industry to give me even more advice and therefore would have been slower to react. The fact that 
I was able to get everything ready in a week is a credit to her because she spent a weekend writing me a brief. I 
have been able to go through all the detailed questions she annotated throughout a copy of the bill. I am very 
pleased I was able to get all that assistance, and I place on record my thanks for her know-how and ability to 
look through it. When we think about it, a 21-year-old university student might have good technical knowledge 
but had never looked at legislation before. She was able to not only apply technical knowledge, but also read the 
bill and understand what it provided—a rare and great achievement. It certainly helped me enormously. She was 
also able to provide me with a reading list of technical papers from a series of organisations that I was able to 
read in my own special way, although not in the detail she read it. For example, I read in one of those papers that 
the cost of capture was $70 a tonne. I forget which university it was from, but an American university wrote a 
paper specifically on the question of how much it costs to capture carbon. She provided not only the direct 
information in the annotated bill, but also a reading list of things I had to do my homework on.  
On that score, I note that the government declared the legislation to be urgent at the time we came to debating it 
in the last sitting of Parliament before the winter recess. Clearly, the fact that we are standing here today shows 
that it was not urgent. The Leader of the House is not in the chamber, so he will not get cranky with me when I 
say this. We know that the government did not have a proper legislative program. It had not thought to introduce 
any bills for to us to debate, so we had to go through the farce of the bill being declared urgent. I thank the 
Minister for Mines and Petroleum and the Leader of the House for agreeing to not bring it on for debate in the 
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first week it was introduced but to leave it for the following week. However, it would have been debated this 
week had that not happened, and that probably would have been better for everyone because it would have given 
us a proper amount of time to look at all the issues.  

I want to thank the staff of the Department of Mines and Petroleum who gave me a personal briefing on the bill a 
couple of days, I think, after it was introduced and then came back and provided the opportunity for the caucus 
to be briefed. The truth is that only a few of us came to the second briefing, but it was still important to give the 
Labor Party that opportunity, and we thank them for that. I think they could tell that between the first briefing 
and the second briefing I had learnt a bit about the issues and was able to ask some more detailed questions. 
They were very kind with the information they provided. I make the point that they were the ones who told me in 
the second briefing that the estimate was $70 a tonne for transporting injections, as the minister confirmed in his 
remarks in the chamber. I appreciate their professionalism. I note that they brought along a little kit to give us a 
presentation on the issues of the South West Hub, which we were not so keen on, not because we are not 
interested but it was not really the time for us to have that briefing. I will say that I am sure that at some time we 
will be very interested in receiving a more detailed briefing on the South West Hub.  

I want to turn to the South West Hub for a couple of minutes before concluding my remarks. I make the point 
that, on a number of occasions, the member for Murray–Wellington has discussed how the South West Hub 
project will go ahead. The fact there is no legislation to authorise a geosequestration project does not mean we 
cannot look at what is involved. We are not unauthorised to do research. This is a worthy area of research. It has 
to be weighed up against all the other options for geosequestration, and, clearly, the number one option has to be 
growing trees. That is a really good way of sequestering carbon. It is interesting that countries such as Indonesia 
are now understanding that and getting involved in geosequestration projects. There is plenty of opportunity here 
in Australia for geosequestration in forests, which would be a great part of our future. That is probably the Labor 
Party’s preference. In saying that there is nothing wrong with investment in the South West Hub, it has to be 
balanced against the alternatives. It is very important, when using taxpayers’ money, not to look at each project 
as a silo but at projects overall. We have to make sure we not only get value for money but also spread it around 
so that we get the knowledge we need. That does not mean putting all our eggs in one basket or in one blue-sky 
basket. Governments are good at basic research, which is a good thing. We should also applaud the involvement 
of CSIRO and other organisations involved in basic research. The chance of the South West Hub project 
becoming an operational project is pretty remote.  

Finally, it is interesting that the member for Southern River gave a long speech in the second reading debate 
about how anthropogenic climate change is a theory with no merit, if I can put it in those terms. If that is true, 
why are we doing this? What is the purpose of intervening in anthropogenic carbon through geosequestration, 
which is what we are talking about? The member developed a very elaborate argument about why he opposes the 
theory of anthropogenic climate change but still supports doing science on geosequestration. That is intellectual 
gymnastics to the nth degree! Why would the government spend millions of dollars of taxpayers’ money to 
intervene in the human production of carbon, which is what we are doing when we capture carbon in the process 
of industry? That is the only reason for geosequestration! If it works, it is fabulous, because it is like the magic 
pudding! It means there would be no limit on the amount of carbon we could create because 100 per cent of it 
could be sequestered. That would be a liberating technology—if it worked. However, the only reason we invest 
in it is because we think that humans are impacting on carbon emissions and that carbon emissions are impacting 
on the climate. Indeed, as we discussed in the consideration in detail stage, greenhouse gases are those gases that 
were being talked about under the Kyoto Protocol. It does not make any sense. If the member for Southern River 
believes in what he says, he will vote against this legislation. He will only vote in favour of this legislation if he 
does not believe what he said. He cannot have it both ways! We are told all the time that the member for 
Southern River is entitled to vote against government legislation. The only reason the member will vote in 
favour of this legislation is if the case he put in the second reading debate is wrong. If the case he put in the 
second reading debate is correct, he will vote against the legislation. However, we know he will not vote against 
the legislation.  

We have had a quite long and detailed discussion of this legislation, and appropriately so because it is very 
complex legislation and deserves to be carefully examined because the risks are great. I have put the Labor 
Party’s position that we will not divide the house or vote against the bill. In acknowledging those caveats, I think 
we will probably need to review the act before it is implemented.  

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [3.34 pm]: I rise to contribute to this debate and begin by saying that I 
really want the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2013 to work. It is very 
important that it works, because we need every possible string to our bow to tackle this problem and to reduce 
our greenhouse gas emissions or, in this case, to dispose of those greenhouse gas emissions. I want this piece of 
legislation to work, but I am also concerned that the technology must work. We have to make sure it does. It has 
been a very useful debate in looking at the legislative arrangements, how the liability is transferred and how the 
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technology can work with the legislation. That has been a very interesting and at times complex part of the 
debate, but it has been very useful.  

Some very important issues have been raised, but one issue that I keep coming back to in debates in this place is 
making sure we have the community onside. It worries me that it seems many people in the electorate of the 
member for Murray–Wellington have not been adequately informed or kept up to speed with what is going on. 
That is unfortunate. I put to those people and indeed the member for Murray–Wellington that if they are 
concerned about the pollution of their paddocks from some eventual, possible leakage of CO2, they should be 
equally concerned about the nitrate contamination in their paddocks from various livestock activities. I know that 
nitrate levels in aquifers in the member’s electorate have seriously increased. Other forms of pollution are 
perhaps far more immediately pressing on the livelihoods and wellbeing of people in those communities than 
this potential threat would ever be, given the depth at which we would store this CO2. It is understandable that 
people have concerns; they have to be brought onside. As well, my friends and former colleagues in the 
community conservation sector could have been engaged as a part of that information dissemination process. I 
know this government has a certain view on providing support for community organisations to be advocates. I 
know the government likes to shift services out to the community NGO sector, but I do not think the benefits of 
advocacy are properly understood by members opposite. In this case, the government could have got some 
benefit from that sector and it is curious the government has not pursued that.  

This legislation follows a range of documents that originated with the previous Labor governments of 
Alan Carpenter and Geoff Gallop. When the Western Australian Greenhouse Strategy was put together, it 
foreshadowed the development of a system to manage CO2 liability and ownership issues for the medium to long 
term. This legislation is the fruition of that strategy. I note that more recently, the then Minister for Environment, 
the minister who is now the Minister for Mines and Petroleum, in October 2012 released the Western Australian 
government document titled “Adapting to our changing climate”. It is a brief document, but it contains some 
useful things. The foreword that the minister wrote is very good. He puts on the record — 

Climate change is happening now and will continue to occur and affect Western Australia’s 
communities, industries and ecosystems as well as present challenges to managing our State’s 
resources.  

That is well done, minister. That is a good comment, but the curious thing is that the foreword finishes very 
abruptly. In fact, I cannot help but think a paragraph is missing. The minister talks about mitigation measures 
and carbon pricing and points out that the Australian government instituted a carbon price on 1 July 2012 with a 
fixed starting price of $23 a tonne. The minister states — 

The Western Australian Government’s view is that decisions on the design, implementation and timing 
of the regulation of greenhouse gas emissions, and support for new low emission technology, are 
primarily matters for the Australian Government and the Federal Parliament.  

That is the last paragraph in that foreword. It is an interesting and valid point. I wholeheartedly agree with the 
member for Murray–Wellington and others about this. The technology before us—the idea of 
geosequestration—will eventually be all about pricing carbon. If there are other cheaper means of reducing 
Australia’s overall greenhouse gas emissions than this technology, those other means will be chosen. 

In preparation for this debate, I went to “The Garnaut Climate Change Review”, which came out in 2008, if I 
remember correctly. I will use from the Garnaut review one example of an alternative means of reducing our 
emissions. The Garnaut review refers to the rangelands, the 36 per cent of the state that is covered by pastoral 
leases and unallocated crown land. Taking an Australia-wide perspective, the Garnaut review states that up to 
250 million tonnes of CO2 equivalent a year could be sequestered for several decades just by allowing the 
regeneration of the rangeland areas—the low rainfall areas that are currently used for grazing activities. Many of 
those areas are in desperate need of regeneration. What an exciting opportunity that is. In my contribution to the 
second reading debate, I talked about the potential for plantation sequestration in the wheatbelt. Now I am 
coming around to this idea of the rangelands. The cost would be so much lower. There is some real competition 
out there for the idea of geosequestration. As worthy an initiative as it is and as much as I want to see it work, we 
must be realistic about the other alternatives. The cost may well be lower than the amount that has been talked 
about in this debate. If we are looking at an amount of about $140 a tonne, I think it will just be cost prohibitive. 

I am very pleased to hear that work is going on at the South West Hub. It is primarily a research exercise. As is 
so often the case, such activities are really the gold-plated Rolls Royce–type version of things. I put it to the 
member for Murray–Wellington that in many ways what is going on there will be a well conducted approach. 
One would hope that the risks will be zero. I note that the work at the South West Hub is being done in 
conjunction with work at the Otway Basin. It will be very interesting to see how that is progressing to get a sense 
of what these projects involve. Perhaps the farmers and landholders in the Shires of Waroona, Harvey and 
Murray will be given the opportunity to see the Otway project for themselves so they can decide whether it is 
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putting them at risk. That is all part of communicating the message and giving people the opportunity to see it for 
themselves, make their own decisions and ask questions of the leading scientists involved in these things. 

The member for Cannington rightly touched on an issue that came up during the debate about the climate change 
scepticism expressed by the member for Southern River. The member for Southern River has every right to 
express his concerns. In fact, I am heartened that, on the face of it, it seems that only one of the 59 members in 
this chamber emerged as an overt climate sceptic. That is encouraging. It is probably a positive trend. In my 
contribution to the second reading debate, I tried to put forward a few more ideas for members to consider why 
they should accept the science in this area. It is not about belief. I am always irritated when people ask, “Do you 
believe in climate change?” It is not about belief; it is about accepting the scientific evidence. 

I want to contribute a couple more things to that. One is an overview of the peer-reviewed articles on this issue. 
It is a piece of research that the Climate Commission released a couple of months ago, so it is readily available 
on its website. The Climate Commission reported that the University of Queensland, through its researcher 
Mr John Cook, reviewed 12 000 peer-reviewed climate change papers published between 1991 and 2011. Of the 
4 000 papers in which authors expressed an opinion on the cause of climate change, over 97 per cent agreed that 
it is primarily caused by human activity. That is an overview of what those 4 000 peer-reviewed papers 
cumulatively stated without members having to go into the details or the substance of any one of those papers. I 
think that is overwhelming. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: Do they go on to say whether it is the CO2 component of the GHG? There is some debate that 
the CO2 may not be the sole culprit. In fact, as I mentioned before, the most prominent greenhouse gas is actually 
water vapour. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Yes, I noted the member’s comments about water vapour. He is right; water vapour 
does act as a greenhouse gas, but the difference is that water vapour is mostly part of a natural cycle. There are 
some additions to it that come through things such as the contrails from aircraft. On the scale of it, it is very 
marginal, whereas the change in atmospheric CO2 content has been dramatic. I turn again to Garnaut to provide a 
summary of that. He tackled the issue of water vapour and made that comparison. I want to reference a comment 
from the Garnaut review — 

The anthropogenically driven rise in carbon dioxide since the beginning of the industrial revolution 
(around 100 ppm) is about double the normal ‘operating range’ of carbon dioxide during glacial–
interglacial cycling (180–280 ppm) …  

He points out — 

… it is not just the magnitude of the post-industrial increase in greenhouse gas concentrations that is 
unusual, but also the rate at which it has occurred. 

Members must bear in mind that we are talking about monitoring that extends over 800 000 years. We can get 
reasonably accurate data on atmospheric CO2 levels over an 800 000-year period. I read an article in New 
Scientist that suggested that we have been around for only 200 000 years, human civilisation has been around for 
perhaps 10 000 years, depending on how it is defined, and industrialisation has been around for a far shorter 
period. There are different ways that this can be looked at to try to put it into perspective, because obviously we 
are dealing with numbers that make it incredibly tricky to grasp. 

I was at Karijini over the winter recess. At the visitor centre at Karijini National Park, there is a nice display that 
indicates that the first life forms on earth occurred on this planet 3.6 billion years ago. It then puts it in context 
with the first human life. If it were to be converted to a 24-hour clock, our existence would be the last half-
second. What I am trying to say is that our time on earth, and certainly our industrialisation phase, has been a 
tiny point in geological time terms, yet we have wrought such change on the planet. People do not deny that if 
we ask about the deforestation of land. We need only look on Google Earth to see how hugely we have changed 
the landscape in the 18 million hectares in the south west of the state. No-one can deny that. But because 
greenhouse gas is not readily visible, people are inclined to say, “I’m not sure about that. I don’t know that there 
is such a thing as anthropogenic climate change.” It seems that people have a desire to see something. It is 
almost a biblical thing. It is like wanting to see the wounds of the Saviour. People have those sorts of feelings. 
The devastation of land can be seen on a Google Earth image. When talking about the atmospheric CO2 content, 
some people are inclined to deny it. Nevertheless, the facts are there.  

I welcome the member for Southern River to the chamber and hope that he was able to catch on the monitor 
some of my previous comments; otherwise he will be able to read them in Hansard. I again direct him to the 
survey that reviewed 12 000 peer-reviewed climate change papers and to the 4 000 papers in which authors 
expressed an opinion on the cause of climate change. Over 97 per cent agreed that climate change was primarily 
caused by human activity.  



2932 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 7 August 2013] 

 

I want to refer to some details of the legislation that we got into. It is clear that the issue of liability will be a real 
test of whether we have this legislation right. The mechanisms have been outlined in the legislation. I can see the 
sign-off approach in which a minister is presented with the information by this GHG sequester. This company 
that we hope will be solid and around for many years will present a document to the minister to say that it has 
done its job, it has sequestered 100 000 tonnes of CO2, perhaps many millions of tonnes of CO2, and it believes it 
has sealed things off and it is all in a state where there is no risk of leakage. The minister has a period to consider 
whether he or she wants to accept that liability on behalf of the state of Western Australia. That is a real issue. 
Should that liability be in the form of a leak, I can see there is an easy way to quantify the magnitude of the 
problem. We will simply have to look at the global carbon price at that time and multiply it over the number of 
tonnes leaked. That is how we would determine the liability. But there are other issues here. We are putting 
enormous pressure on large areas of underground geology. Other things could happen, such as subsidence or any 
triggers to earth-type movements. It sounds a little far-fetched but it has happened.  

As the member for Cannington mentioned, in various fracking exercises in the UK there has been a linkage 
between earth tremors and pressurisation. Bear in mind that we are talking about many millions of tonnes of gas. 
That sort of pressure can perhaps change the geology. It is a worrying thing. It is something I would like to know 
much more about. What is the extent of the liability should a chain of events lead to the subsidence of a suburb 
in Bunbury, which is not too far away from the South West Hub? If that occurred, how would we quantify the 
liability? Who would accept that liability if we had gone through that completion process? It would be a very 
difficult exercise. My suspicion is that the state of Western Australia would inevitably accept liability.  

This initiative and the work that has been done on this legislation show a very positive sign. Although 
government members are members of a party that expresses all sorts of doubts about carbon pricing, they are 
realising that this sort of approach through geosequestration is something we should look at. Any rational being 
would say that we have to look at carbon reduction at the least cost. That is what this enables us to examine. That 
is a very worthwhile exercise.  

I will conclude my remarks by saying that I support the legislation. It is a positive initiative to have this 
legislation before Parliament. It means we want to tackle this problem and gain extra life out of our fossil fuel–
burning reserves such as coal and perhaps gas. This will give us the opportunity to pursue things while achieving 
no extra greenhouse gas emissions. It is a positive step that we are taking this issue seriously. As the shadow 
minister for climate change, I welcome that initiative. The debate has been fruitful. As the member for 
Cannington foreshadowed, no doubt when the Labor Party is in government, amendments will be necessary. 
Industry needs to be aware of that. Improvements will be necessary as things go along. That is the exciting thing 
here. We are on the cusp of something. Having a legislative framework that works for a new technology is a 
fascinating exercise to be a part of.  

MR M.J. COWPER (Murray–Wellington) [3:56 pm]: I rise to speak in this third reading of the Petroleum and 
Geothermal Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2013. I will summarise what I have learnt through the journey 
of this bill through the house. Geosequestration was foreign to me probably three years ago. I then received some 
correspondence. I cannot remember whether it was in the mail or where it was that I saw it. It spoke of a project 
called the Collie hub project. It seemed interesting. As a result, I tried to follow up its potential. Unfortunately, I 
was unable to glean a lot of information about it until a brochure was produced detailing the scientific process 
and the like. I thought it had some promise that needed to be explored. I wanted to see how that may sit in our 
society. I tried to establish the location of the Collie hub. I was told that it would be within the Murray–
Wellington electorate to the north of the Kemerton industrial estate. I thought that was interesting. As the local 
member, I thought that various government departments, whether federal or state, would have given me the 
courtesy of at least advising me that they were looking at this area. I tried to follow up on it and get information 
about the actual boundaries of the proposal. I found out it was not just north of Kemerton at all; it was smack 
right in the middle of the Harvey–Myalup area bordered by Forestry Road, Eckersley Road, Riverdale Road and 
Old Coast Road. That made me somewhat suspicious given that there seemed to be some obfuscation about 
where this project would be. The initial name, Collie hub project, indicated it would be in Collie. One could 
probably have assumed that. Being told it would be north of Kemerton was a bit of a misnomer. I discovered it 
would be in this area that I just described.  

As it has progressed, the actual area has now been expanded beyond those boundaries; in fact, it is significantly 
bigger and is virtually the width of the Swan coastal plain from the Darling scarp to the ocean, from about 
Coronation Road in the north to the Myalup drain in the south. I thought it would be worthwhile advising my 
constituents about what I had established. I took the liberty to put together a small package of information. It was 
clearly stuff that I had gained along the way. I went about doing my dutiable thing as a local member in driving 
around to talk to a bunch of people about the prospects of geosequestration. Notwithstanding the fact that I do 
not believe we were actually given the benefit of information in the first instance, the point that the member for 
Gosnells made was that there was perhaps a communication issue here. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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TABLE GRAPES — IMPORTATION 
Motion 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [4.01 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the Barnett–Grylls government for being misleading about its intention in 
relation to allowing the importation of table grapes from California, and its neglect of the fruit and 
vegetable industry in Western Australia.  

I rise today because of the significant issue that has occurred in the fruit and vegetable industry in recent 
weeks—that is, the government allowing table grapes to be imported from California. I want to go through the 
history of what has happened here, and in particular the fact that the opposition sought and was given assurances 
by the government in June—not that long ago—that it would take this matter to the World Trade Organization. 

In June I brought to the house a grievance on this matter, and the minister representing the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food in the other place said that the state legislation would stop this and that the government 
would take the matter to the WTO. That has not happened, and we have now seen a complete reversal of the 
government’s position. I will go through the history of this issue and some of the details in a moment, but I 
would like first to make some introductory remarks about biosecurity and quarantine. 

As we all know, Western Australia has historically enjoyed freedom from many pests and diseases, and we have 
gained a reputation as a clean and green state. Everyone who comes through our airports is asked to dispose of 
any fruit or vegetables that they are carrying, so they know that Western Australia has taken the issue of 
quarantine and biosecurity very seriously. I want that situation to remain; I want Western Australia to continue to 
have a clean and green image, and I want us, wherever possible, to make the best decisions in respect of 
biosecurity for Western Australia. 

I support having a local agricultural industry and I think we have seen a significant shift in community sentiment 
over recent years in this regard. People, particularly parents with families, want to know that they are able to buy 
Australian produce, particularly Western Australian produce. We want to have some sort of certainty that there 
are local fresh producers continuing to survive out there. I do not think anyone in this place or in Western 
Australia generally would like to see the demise of fruit and vegetable industries in Western Australia. 

Western Australia is a trading state; there is no doubt about that. Our past and future success has relied and will 
rely significantly on us being a very open state with strong export links. But we also have a responsibility to look 
after our local producers and to ensure that we have industries that continue to survive, particularly in relation to 
food. The food industry is a bit different from other industries. As I said, Western Australian families want to 
know that there are people in Western Australia producing fruit and vegetables that their children and families 
can enjoy. There is a level of confidence in our local producers and there is also the understanding that we are 
very tight on our biosecurity and quarantine. 

One of the issues that has been put to me—I strongly believe this—is that as we continue to erode our 
biosecurity and quarantine measures in Western Australia, there will be an increased use of pesticides and other 
measures to try to combat potential or real threats. I do not think we want more pesticides being used on the food 
that our families eat; I think we all want fewer pesticides and fewer chemicals. However, as we continue to 
expose our industry to overseas species, diseases and pests, there is an increase in the amount of pesticides and 
other chemicals being used. 

When we look at the agricultural industry in Western Australia, we have to look at the entire agricultural 
industry. Many members on the other side—particularly those in the National Party—have a very narrow view 
of the agricultural industry in Western Australia. 

Mr D.T. Redman: Give us a rest! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: A very narrow view. 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: A very narrow view. I checked; when the member who just interjected was Minister for 
Agriculture and Food, he did not utter the words “Swan Valley” once in four years. The government has an 
obligation to look after the entire agricultural industry, which includes the Swan Valley, the fruit producers in the 
Darling Range, the producers around Harvey and Donnybrook, and other producers across the state. The 
government cannot be fixated on one project and say that it supports the agricultural industry; it has to look at 
the existing producers and see what it can do to support them. I strongly believe that there is a very narrow 
interpretation of agriculture in this state under this government, and the government has an obligation to look 
after the entire agricultural industry, including the Swan Valley, and the apple, pear and stone fruit growing 
industries across the south west and through Pickering Brook and the entire Darling Range. 
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Let us go through the issues more generally. I go back to 2011 when I first raised this issue with the government 
in this Parliament; I called on the government to respond to the potential threat of the import of international 
grapes into Western Australia. On 6 October 2011, I requested an update on the government’s position on 
importing international grapes into Western Australia. I wrote to the then Minister for Agriculture and Food, 
Hon Terry Redman, and stated, in part — 

Recently I have been informed that particular agents are doing what they can to ensure a break in the 
grape market to open the way for international grapes to be imported. 

I received a response from the minister on 26 October 2011, which read, in part — 
Currently, Western Australian legislation prohibits the entry of grape fruit, seed and plant material from 
all sources. I assure you that grapes entering WA from any source in breach of the legislation would be 
seized and action taken if necessary. 

We sought and received that assurance back in 2011—that the existing legislation would block any attempted 
import of table grapes into Western Australia. I refer now to an article that appeared in the Bullsbrook 
Ellenbrook Advocate on 2 November 2011. It reads, in part — 

Agriculture Minister Terry Redman said bio-security was the number one priority when considering 
whether to allow international grapes, or any other plant or animal product, into WA. 

“WA legislation prohibits the entry of grapes, seed and plant material from all sources,” Mr Redman 
said. 

“Grapes entering WA from any source in breach of the legislation would be seized and action taken, if 
necessary.” 

I will just go through what happened then. A report was instigated by an importer and the federal government 
started a risk analysis of the import of Californian table grapes into Western Australia. That report was started in 
July 2012. At that time, on 17 May 2012, I brought another grievance on this issue into the Parliament. I again 
sought an assurance from the state government that it would resist all attempts to bring grapes from California or 
elsewhere overseas into Western Australia. On that occasion, the then Minister for Agriculture and Food, Hon 
Terry Redman, stated — 

I support maintaining strong biosecurity at our borders in Western Australia to stop diseases that are not 
here. We will be doing whatever we can to support a scientific outcome and come to a good scientific 
conclusion to protect our crops in Western Australia.  

Again in 2012, the government made the same guarantee. In June I also wrote to the then federal Minister for 
Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, Senator Joe Ludwig, to express my concerns. On 8 May I made a submission 
to the federal inquiry into this issue. I will go through some of the key issues that I raised on the prospect of 
importing table grapes from overseas. I outlined five key points and I will go through them. The first point is the 
high risk of contamination, given that the Swan Valley is in the metropolitan area and only 15 minutes from 
Perth’s CBD. The risk of contamination is high given its proximity to not only the CBD, but also the significant 
residential development that is sometimes only tens of metres away from the grape-growing district.  

Another point that has been made to me is that the federal analysis did not adequately assess the recent 
emergence of red blotch disease in California. The discovery of red blotch disease was first reported in 2012. 
The virus has been reportedly found in some states and other wine-growing regions of the USA. Given its short 
history, not a lot of research has been undertaken. However, preliminary indications suggest that the virus could 
cause serious damage, such as vine decline, delayed ripening, low yield and low sugar content. Further research 
and information is required before a decision can be made to allow those imports into WA.  

The third point is that WA is free of many diseases and pests. As I said, we are all proud of our history of 
quarantine and biosecurity in WA and we must do whatever we can to ensure that we can maintain that image 
and our industries in WA. The key point is that WA is disease-free. Many diseases are not in Western Australia, 
including leaf spot disease, Phomopsis viticola. That is one of the key diseases that Western Australia is trying to 
ensure is not brought in.  

The fourth point is that the Department of Agriculture and Food in WA started a pest risk analysis. I am not quite 
sure what stage that is at, but it commenced back in 2011. We understand that it is still underway but no 
conclusion has been made. I understand the Department of Agriculture and Food has had a lack of resources.  

Mr P. Abetz: Haven’t you read the report? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Has it been released?  
Mr P. Abetz: I got it on the website.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This one or the other one? 
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Mr P. Abetz: This one.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Okay. I will cross-check that later. I have seen the submission.  

Mr P. Abetz: Sorry; the submission.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have the submission. This is another pest risk analysis report that was quite separate. As I 
said, the table grape industry is very important to both the Swan Valley and Western Australia. It is estimated 
that Swan Valley table grapes contribute $20 million to the Swan Valley’s economy and that the total value of all 
Swan Valley sectors is in the order of $187 million. The table grape industry in WA helps produce those lovely 
grapes that we have around Christmas time and, of course, the wine industry is of increasing importance to the 
Swan Valley, the Margaret River region and other regions throughout WA. As I said in May, I made a 
submission opposing any changes to the importing of grapes. Importantly, the Department of Agriculture and 
Food Western Australia also made a submission. On 7 May the Department of Agriculture and Food said — 

In summary DAFWA maintains the position that P. viticola poses an unacceptable level of risk to 
Western Australia and requires that the final report recognises that the unrestricted risk likelihoods for 
importation is ‘High’ …  

Basically, the department is saying that there is no way to mitigate the significant risk of bringing in grapes from 
California.  

I will go through some of the questions we asked. On 19 June I asked a question of the minister representing the 
Minister for Agriculture and Food in the other house. It states — 

(a) what is the Minister for Agriculture’s position on the draft analysis; 

Again, the minister said — 

… Phomopsis viticola poses an unacceptable level of risk to Western Australia … 

He also stated that the Department of Agriculture and Food Western Australia has made a submission rejecting 
the importation of grapes into WA.  

I also raised a grievance on this issue on 13 June 2013. The industry and I were very happy with the stance taken 
by the Department of Agriculture and Food in WA. Everyone was content with the position being taken by both 
the minister and the department. I must say that when I met some of the key stakeholders, I learnt that they were 
all very content with what the state government was saying and doing about this issue. I raised the issue in 
Parliament. The member for Warren–Blackwood, the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and 
Food, stated — 

The member for West Swan highlighted the article in today’s The West Australian. The Department of 
Agriculture and Food is taking up that position. The government does not believe the federal analysis is 
correct. It does not believe that the risk-mitigation strategies for those farmers are sufficient to give the 
level of protection they expect to maintain the standard for products exported to other countries.  

He went on to say — 

The state Department of Agriculture and Food has advised Minister Baston, the Minister for Agriculture 
and Food, that the unrestricted risk posed by Phomopsis viticola associated with the importation of 
fresh table grapes into Western Australia is unacceptable. Our position stands absolutely clear. The 
government does not want to see the importation of those products, simply because of the risk they 
pose.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Who said that? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member for Warren–Blackwood on 13 June. He went on — 

What is the consequence of this position? Right now there is legislation in place to block that 
happening, and the government is sticking to that position. Western Australia’s position could be 
challenged. The science on which we have based our argument to put up a biosecurity barrier given the 
risk of diseases coming to the state could be said to be unacceptable. The matter could well go to the 
World Trade Organization.  

In June we were told that the government was sticking to its guns, that legislation was in place to prevent it 
happening, and that the state government would take it to the WTO if necessary. It was a very strong position 
and a position that was welcomed by the entire table grape industry, the wine industry and me. We were very 
surprised to see the absolute 180-degree turn on this issue. 
Mr T.K. Waldron: So was I.  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Do members opposite think it is funny?  
Mr D.T. Redman: Not at all.  
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Members opposite think it is funny and act as though they are the only ones who know 
anything about agriculture. Honestly, the absolute contempt and arrogance of members opposite is incredible.  

Mr T.K. Waldron: You guys laugh through question time every day. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The members are contemptuous and arrogant towards many producers in Western Australia.  

After taking this matter to the WTO and blocking it through legislation, as advised by the minister in this house, 
what happened? On Thursday, 18 July the federal department made its final recommendation—that is, to allow 
the grapes into WA. The interesting part of this is what happened after that. On the following Monday or 
Tuesday I received a phone call from an industry stakeholder who asked whether I had heard the federal 
department’s decision. I had not. I had a look. That industry had received no communication from the state 
department. It sought a meeting with the minister and the minister’s chief of staff and was told they were not 
available. I understand that the key industry stakeholders were told on the Wednesday. By that stage the grapes 
were already in the markets. The absolute failure to communicate and provide industry consultation and 
management on this issue was a disgrace. 

On 24 July the Department of Agriculture and Food put out a media statement. From absolutely saying that there 
was no way of reducing, minimising, stopping or mitigating the risk of bringing in these grapes, the department 
completely changed its tune. The media statement of 24 July stated — 

Table grapes from California will be allowed entry into Western Australia under strict import 
conditions.  

This statement was issued on the day that, or the day after, the grapes were already in the markets. It 
continues — 

The WA Department of Agriculture and Food (DAFWA) will amend its import conditions for fresh 
Californian table grapes into the State in response to a change in Commonwealth import conditions. 
… 

Mr Delane said DAFWA had advised that Phomopsis viticola presented a disease risk and appropriate 
biosecurity protection measures were required.  

The department went from saying there was no way of mitigating the risk to saying that it can mitigate the risk. 
It continues — 

He said in this case, the export standards which California has in place reduced this risk to an 
appropriately low level. 

It was a complete change in position. It was done in such a short time frame. The Minister for Regional 
Development is laughing.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: Can Hansard please record that the member for West Swan is verballing me and doesn’t know 
what she is talking about?  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Minister for Agriculture and Food is laughing. Everyone in the industry knows about his 
arrogance and the contempt that he has for people who are not part of his party. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: You.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is very grown-up for a minister.  

The key issue was that we saw a complete reversal in the department’s position. There was no proper 
communication and no proper consultation. When we asked a question about this in the chamber today, we got 
absolutely no clarity of what happened. In one month this matter was going to be taken to the WTO and there 
was no way of allowing these grapes in. A few weeks later the government said that there are new export 
standards and everything was going to be fine. How did that happen? How could it happen? How could we have 
such a contradiction of what was said in this place and what was promised to the people of Western Australia 
without giving people the courtesy of providing them with some information? People are struggling to find out 
information. The first they knew about it was when imported grapes were in the markets. As I said, it is not only 
a case of the decision having been made and the fact that there was a complete reversal of what was said in this 
place a month previously, but also the contempt and arrogance of not communicating this properly.  

As I said, this is an issue for my electorate. Many growers in my electorate are very angry at what has occurred. I 
know that many growers in other areas are worried about other produce that they grow. There is significant 
concern in the stone fruit and apple and pear industries about the lack of consultation and the lack of assistance 
that this government is giving to it. 

The Swan Valley is a very important part of Western Australia. It is a very important part of our metropolitan 
area. It is one of the few tourism icons that we have. There is no doubt that WA does struggle with tourism. The 
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Swan Valley is a gem. It is an icon that is 15 kilometres from the CBD. People want to go there because they 
want not only a bit of wine, chocolate or other produce, but also to experience the ambience of the Swan Valley, 
which is the vines. Without the vines, the Swan Valley would not exist. We need to ensure that we keep the 
Swan Valley for generations to come. A Swan Valley planning review is being undertaken. We need to be 
serious about this. We cannot expect people to be growing grapes in an industry if it is not viable. Decisions that 
have been made by this government and the lack of concern about or concentration on this area means that we 
will have fewer producers in WA and fewer fruit and vegetables. It is fine to concentrate on big new projects but 
we have to look at what we currently produce and try to retain some of that for our local population. As I said, 
we are an exporting state but we have to ensure that we have some local food production for Western 
Australians. Western Australians want that choice. When they go to the markets or shops, they want a choice. 
They want to know that at least some food is being produced in WA. We have a very strong history of producing 
fine quality fruit and vegetables, in particular, grapes. We need to maintain that.  

Mr D.T. Redman: Member, what is your strategy for ensuring that we maintain a level of local production in 
the whole range of areas that you described to ensure the locals have choice of local product? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am going to talk about the Swan Valley and give the minister some examples. There are 
three key issues associated with the Swan Valley. The first is water allocations. In the Ord, for example, growers 
are subsidised. Full cost recovery is not charged. The government provides $300 million of infrastructure. What 
is the minister’s answer for the Ord? His answer is to subsidise water and provide infrastructure. We can look at 
other industries.  
Mr D.T. Redman: But there’s a whole heap of infrastructure applied across the state. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister asked a question. The Swan Valley is meant to be an agricultural precinct. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Why didn’t you have your Swan Valley agriculture plan in the election, then, if it was so critical 
and you are a senior member of government? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We did. 

Mr D.T. Redman: The only thing you had on agriculture was $30 million on tier 3 rail. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: If the minister did not read my Swan Valley policy, obviously he should hire better 
researchers.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: Yours or the Labor Party’s? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Labor Party’s. 

Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Honestly, the arrogance — 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): Members, can we return to the subject we are talking about.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am. I was asked what should be done. What has the government done in the Ord? It has 
provided $300 million for assistance in infrastructure. It provides subsidies for water pricing. The minister asked 
me a question. They are fighting for water allocation in the Swan Valley; they cannot get the water to actually 
water their table grapes. Number one is water allocation. Transport needs to look at — 

Mr D.T. Redman: Who loses the allocation for them to get it? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister asked the question.  

Mr D.T. Redman: Water allocation, no, no. You’re not dealing with the hard decisions, which is typical. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are not dealing with the hard decisions! The guy who spends $300 million for an 
unknown product for an overseas company is telling me that I am not dealing with the hard decisions! Water 
allocation needs to be improved. I turn to transport. There are people with tractors — 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Are you opposed to foreign investment?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I believe in supporting local producers who are out there working hard and need some 
support. Honestly, the minister can laugh. 
Mr B.J. Grylls: You’re opposed to Chinese investment in WA?  

Mr P. Papalia: What is the investment? You gave them $320 million!  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Where is the sugar mill?  

Mr P. Papalia: Where’s the 400 jobs from the sugar mill?  

Mr W.J. Johnston: You gave them the land for free!  
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Mr D.T. Redman: We have invested in state-owned infrastructure.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: What’s the investment?  

Mr D.T. Redman: It is state-owned infrastructure. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: You’re hopeless! There is no worse minister in the place than the Leader of the National 
Party. He’s a joke! 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, can we return to the Swan Valley, please.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: A complete and utter embarrassment! 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Cut me down from the greatest failed Labor secretary in history!  

Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s why you came begging me to get you into Parliament. You are only here because 
you asked me to put you there.  
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, can we return to the subject of the Swan Valley, please. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Sure. The western suburbs Nationals — 

Several members interjected.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: You handed out Labor how-to-vote cards to get elected to this place. That’s the only way 
you did it. That’s what happened.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Cannington! 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Let’s not rewrite history. Let’s not be dishonest in this place. You are only here because you 
handed out Labor how-to-vote cards. That is how you got here!  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I would appreciate it if members just return to the subject of the Swan Valley.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister asked what I would do. It is about supporting local producers—that is what I 
would do. For example, they are putting $300 million and are subsidising water costs in the Ord while they are 
ignoring local producers who cannot even get access to water. It is not even subsidised water. They cannot get 
access to water because of the water allocation policies, which they refuse to analyse. 

Members opposite continue to ignore the transport issues through the valley. Farmers trying to drive their 
tractors from farm to farm are contesting with thousands of vehicles because this government cannot develop a 
transport plan for any part of the metropolitan area, and in particular the Swan Valley. In relation to airports, 
members opposite do a complete reversal without any communication or consultation. As I said, the National 
Party has a very narrow view of agriculture. 
Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: How many days has the minister been working on the farm? Seriously, how many?  
Mr D.T. Redman: I have — 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No. Honestly; I am over the pretence.  
Several members interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I grew up on an orchard. My parents are still there growing stuff, if members want to know. 
Do not come into this house as though you guys are the experts in agriculture. Members opposite have no respect 
and no concern for local producers. The way the minister handled local producers was with contempt and 
arrogance. His only focus is on subsidising—what product is it now?  

Mr W.J. Johnston: Sorghum!  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Sorghum! After promising a sugar — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: A food bowl!  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: A food bowl!  

Mr W.J. Johnston: Some 50 000 tonnes of rice! That’s what he promised!  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Some $300 million of infrastructure — 

Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is subsidised infrastructure; just admit it. The minister is subsidising infrastructure; he is 
subsidising water. He should not pretend he does not know how to fix agriculture everywhere else.  



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 7 August 2013] 2939 

 

Mr B.J. Grylls: There is no government infrastructure in the Swan Valley? There are no roads, no schools, no 
hospitals—nothing! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The roads are for people travelling up and down; they are not for the actual producers.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: Then what are the roads in the Ord for?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: If the minister wants to sit here and say that everything done in the Ord is justified, and that 
everyone else should be allowed to just die off, he should go ahead. That is what the minister is saying. Member 
for Southern River, the minister is saying, “Our only priority is for the Ord and not all other parts of agriculture.” 
Those parts of agriculture do not serve his political purpose for a particular time, and that is particularly so with 
those in the Swan Valley, given it is not part of a potential National seat. If that is the minister’s view, he should 
go ahead because that is what he is doing. At the next election people will have a proper choice about the people 
who actually care about the whole of Western Australia—people who just do not go around promoting 
themselves to their own constituencies and do not care about anybody else. The Swan Valley is facing serious 
issues that relate to water allocation, to the ability of producers to produce their grapes, and also to transport as 
the roads are an absolute mess. Farmers cannot get from one place to another. They cannot get their tractors on 
the roads just because the government has failed to meet the challenge of our growing suburbs. With this issue, 
the minister came into Parliament and said, “We will take this to the World Trade Organization. We have 
legislation that will block it.” That is what the minister said.  

Mr D.T. Redman: I did, yes.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Therefore, he needs to explain why he changed his position. Not to just sit here talking about 
the commonwealth government like I know he will. The minister said that he could stop those imports, and that 
he would take the matter to the WTO. He is no longer saying that as he has changed his position — 

Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister will get his chance in a minute. He changed his position. 

Mr D.T. Redman: Make a global statement and I am prepared to be tackled. The question I ask is: do members 
support the notion of using science to access biosecurity risk, therefore using science as a judgement about 
whether we can use it? 
Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s the wrong question.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I ask the minister: why did the minister’s science say in June that he could not mitigate the 
risk?  
Mr D.T. Redman: I will tell members why: it is not a political decision.  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: In June the minister said—through his science; not my science—that he could not mitigate 
the risk.  

Mr D.T. Redman: Absolutely!  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Then he said he could.  

Mr D.T. Redman: And I am going to give members the reason — 

Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: In June, the minister said, after a very detailed analysis, the science is there that the risk 
cannot be mitigated. He came in here and said, “The science is proven. We can’t mitigate the risk. I’m taking it 
to the WTO. I’m off! I’ve got my grapes and I’m off to the WTO to fight this!” He said that he would legislate; 
he would use existing powers. That is what he said. The minister might have got it wrong. He should come in 
here and tell me that he got it wrong, say he made a mistake or say whatever, but he should not pretend that he 
has not contradicted himself.  
In June, the science was that the risk is there; he could not mitigate the risk. It was the minister’s science; it was 
his analysis and he told that to Parliament and stakeholders. A month later, the minister said, “Oh, well; we can 
mitigate the risk.” What could change in that time for the minister to say that his science—the science that the 
Department of Agriculture and Food has been using for decades—could be absolutely so wrong in a matter of 
days?  

As I said, he can stand up, but he should not try to do what the Premier does every day, which is to give two 
completely different stories and not tell us the truth. Tell me why he said that in Parliament. Tell me why he got 
it wrong. He got it wrong. Apologise for getting it wrong. But he cannot sustain two completely different 
arguments.  

MR P. ABETZ (Southern River) [4.39 pm]: The motion that has been moved by the member for West Swan is 
to condemn the Barnett–Grylls government for being misleading about its intention in allowing the importation 
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of table grapes from California and its neglect of the fruit and vegetable industry in Western Australia. I want to 
confine my comments just to the table grapes issue. For those who are perhaps not — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Southern River, are you the lead speaker on this motion?  

Mr D.T. Redman: No, I am.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: I am sorry. Carry on.  

Mr P. ABETZ: For those who are not familiar with the fact, I did an agricultural science degree at the 
University of Tasmania and one of the subjects I specialised in was plant pathology. While I was overseas in 
July I tried to keep up to date a little with what was happening in the state. I must admit that after hearing the 
assurances given in this place on 13 June in response to a grievance the member for West Swan brought to the 
Parliament, I was shocked to read that Californian table grapes would be coming into Western Australia. I sent 
an email from Europe to the Minister for Agriculture and Food expressing my deep concern, saying, basically, 
that I needed to be convinced that the science can justify that change. I also said to him in this email I have in 
front of me that I have become increasingly frustrated with Biosecurity Australia, now the Department of 
Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, for the way it handles biosecurity matters for this country. With all due 
respect to Biosecurity Australia, it appears to me that it employs too many economic rationalists with an 
ideology of free trade being absolutely essential. Biosecurity Australia is willing to sacrifice our disease-free 
status on that altar of free trade.  

I made submissions to biosecurity when it wanted to allow the importation of bananas from the Philippines 
where the black sigatoka disease exists and we do not know how it is spread nor do we have any way of treating 
it. It reduces the productivity of banana plantations by at least 30 per cent, yet Biosecurity Australia was willing 
to allow bananas to come into this country on the basis that the benefit of lower prices outweighed the risk of 
disease. I find some of the decisions Biosecurity Australia has made to be utterly irresponsible, to say the very 
least. Biosecurity Australia decided that raw salmon from Canada could come into this country. Tasmania has a 
salmon farming industry. All it would have taken to potentially decimate the Tasmanian salmon industry was 
someone to go out fishing with a sandwich containing some of that Canadian salmon and, not wanting to eat the 
whole sandwich, throwing it overboard. Biosecurity Australia considered that was a negligible risk. It was totally 
irresponsible. Thankfully, the Tasmanian government was able to persuade Coles and Woolworths not to import 
the Canadian salmon into Tasmania and all the other fish shops refused to stock it, so we avoided that risk. 
Biosecurity Australia has what I regard as a quite irresponsible track record in its risk assessment.  

I am probably the only one in this place to have taken the time to read that 240-page report from the Department 
of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, which has replaced the Biosecurity Australia organisation. The July 2013 
report is the basis on which DAFF claims it is okay to allow California grapes into Western Australia. Having 
read that report, I must say that I was absolutely staggered at the rationale behind it. I am all for free trade but not 
at the expense of failing to keep our state reasonably disease free.  

As a plant pathologist, I know that a risk analysis involves weighing things up; it is not always a matter of things 
being absolute. A value judgement of the risks is involved. I was staggered at the use of the word “may” about 
six times in one of the paragraphs in this report. “It may not”; “it may not”. On the basis of those six “mays”, the 
department concludes that the risk is low. Hello! That is assuming the “may” is fact. I am deeply concerned at 
the methodology Biosecurity Australia uses in its approach. My question was the same as that of the member for 
West Swan: what has changed in the science? I know I am on the government side, but I said to the minister in 
my email to him that if I am not convinced of the science, I am prepared to move a motion in the Parliament to 
disallow this regulation.  

I sought a briefing with the Department of Agriculture and Food, which was kindly given on 5 August, the other 
day. The interesting thing was that there is no new science, and that floored me. There is no new science. Based 
on the tonnage of grapes imported to the eastern states, Western Australia can expect some 1 500 tonnes of 
Californian table grapes to be sold in Western Australia. That is a significant tonnage. The greater the tonnage 
that comes in, the greater the risk of a disease sneaking through. If we import one box of grapes from California, 
when the grapes are visually inspected, the chance of diseases getting in is almost negligible. If 1 500 tonnes 
come in, we must make sure we have the science right. 

We are free of a number of grape diseases and that is why eastern states grapes are not allowed into this state. If 
my research is correct, since 1914, no grapes, plant material or used machinery, unless it has been specially 
treated, are allowed into this state because we are free of grape phylloxera, grapevine fanleaf virus and 
phomopsis cane and leaf spot, all three of which are in the eastern states.  
Mr J.E. McGrath: Are you saying we don’t import any grapes from the eastern states into Western Australia?  

Mr P. ABETZ: No, we do not.  

Mr D.T. Redman: I thought there was some from quarantine. I am talking about cultivars and cuttings.  
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Mr P. ABETZ: Sorry, new varieties can go through quarantine. If plant material goes through quarantine, we 
can introduce new varieties, but semitrailers of the fruit do not come across the Nullarbor into Western Australia 
from the eastern states.  

It is interesting that in Western Australia, in a sense, our plant pathologists in the Department of Agriculture and 
Food have been putting their hand on their heart saying, “Guys, it’s too dangerous to bring in grapes from 
California because of the phomopsis fungal disease.” I have the submission they put to the federal boys and they 
said, “It’s too risky; we’re not prepared to back off.” The Department of Agriculture and Food has endorsed that 
and said, “Yes; it’s too risky”, and said they would take it all the way to the World Trade Organization. 
Interestingly, when I met with the Department of Agriculture and Food for the briefing, I learnt that this matter 
has been totally taken out of the state’s hands. That is where the problem lies. In fact, if we want to pass a 
motion in this place, it should not be to condemn the Barnett–Grylls government, but to condemn the federal 
Labor government for allowing DAFF to be totally out of control because DAFF says it is okay to bring them in. 
I cannot prove it but I suspect that the Department of Agriculture and Food recognises that if we go — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: When did that change happen?  

Mr P. ABETZ: I will come to that.  

Basically, if we as a state say that we think the risk is too great so we will take this to the World Trade 
Organization, guess what? Our Department of Agriculture and Food cannot represent itself at the World Trade 
Organization. It is only the federal government that can go to the WTO. The federal Department of Agriculture, 
Fisheries and Forestry can go to the WTO, as can the Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service of the United 
States Department of Agriculture. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Why did the minister not tell the truth? 

Mr P. ABETZ: Mr Acting Speaker, I seek your protection. I do not have a lot of time left and I want to get this 
on the record.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: Why did the minister not tell the truth? 

Mr P. ABETZ: He may well not have been aware of this. I do not think the Department of Agriculture and Food 
was even aware of it.  

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): Member for Cannington, let the member be heard in silence, 
please. 

Mr P. ABETZ: The Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service of the United States Department of Agriculture 
formally requested permission for fresh table grapes to be allowed into Western Australia in May 2005. At that 
point it became an official process that had to be dealt with. The reality is that even though Western Australia 
wants to take this issue to the World Trade Organization and argue its case on the science, and say that DAFF 
has got it wrong and has been too lenient in its science, we cannot; Western Australia cannot represent itself. We 
have a situation in which the US Department of Agriculture fronts up to the WTO saying it should be allowed to 
bring grapes into Australia, and the federal Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, appearing on 
behalf of Australia, agrees with the US Department of Agriculture! The result is that the case is dismissed and 
the grapes come into Western Australia. In other words, if we were to argue the case for not allowing Californian 
grapes into Western Australia, we would totally waste taxpayers’ money. I refer to the supposed reason for 
allowing these grapes into Western Australia, where the science has now changed. Even DAFF was not aware of 
this document when it prepared its report in July 2013. Appendix D in DAFF’s report titled “Final non-regulated 
analysis of existing policy for Californian table grapes to Western Australia” cites section 51.884, US No 1 table, 
of the US Standards for Grades of Table Grapes, which has been in place since 1976. It is not new. Basically, it 
sets the standard under which Californian grapes can be exported. They have to meet a certain standard before 
they can be exported. The conditions in that US standard are very simple and would be met by any self-
respecting grape grower. The basic requirements are that the berries are mature, firm, firmly attached to the 
capstem, not weak, not materially shrivelled at the capstem, not shattered, not split or crushed; not wet, straggly, 
brittle, sunburnt, decayed or mouldy; and that they do not have waterberry. No self-respecting grower would 
bother putting fruit that was not in that condition in a box and send it halfway round the world, only to have it 
arrive in a rotten state. It is encouraging to know that the United States has this table grape standard. However, it 
does not add anything to the science on the fungus Phomopsis viticola, and it brings no new scientific evidence 
to the fore. We need to be clear on that. The Department of Agriculture and Food confirmed at the briefing that 
no new research has come to light. The only thing that has come to light is that the US growers are pretty good at 
meeting this standard because they do not want to waste money sending rotten fruit to Western Australia. The 
claim is that that reduces the risk to the Western Australian industry even further and makes it acceptable to 
import these grapes.  
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In the short time I have left I want to say that I do not have any issue with free trade; in fact, I believe if we could 
allow Californian table grapes to come into Western Australia in a manner that does not put our grape industry at 
risk, it would be to the benefit of local grape growers because grapes would be available all year round. 
Generally, when that happens, that will increase the demand for in-season grapes. I spoke with Roger Fahl, the 
chairman of Table Grapes WA, who confirmed that. He said that if we could get that to happen, it would 
increase demand. The industry is not anti-trade, but growers do not want to put their disease-free status at risk.  

One of the other things I discovered when I read this report, and which the member for West Swan mentioned, is 
that California has grapevine redblotch associated virus. According to the rules of the World Trade Organization, 
when a new disease comes into an area that has previously received imports from that area, as a country we can 
say that this is a new disease and we do not have inspectors and so on and we can call for a suspension of 
imports. Every plant virus I know of—my information could be out of date as it has been a long time since I was 
at university—is also present in the fruit. Officers from Biosecurity Australia have made a judgement call, which 
is not based on any science whatsoever, that there is no risk from the fact that virus is in the Californian 
vineyards. If towards the end of the import season someone was to throw a bunch of infected grapes across the 
fence into a vineyard while travelling up the Great Northern Highway through West Swan and an aphid hops 
onto that grape, sucks the juice and goes on to have a little feed on somebody else’s grapevine, there is the 
potential—we do not know, but that is the way it works with most other plant viruses—to transmit that virus. 
However, Biosecurity Australia has made the blanket judgement call to say that poses no risk at all. 
Unfortunately, under biosecurity rules the Western Australian Department of Agriculture and Food cannot argue 
that issue with the WTO because the federal Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry makes the 
decision. That is the difficulty we have. If there is one thing we really need to look at in this whole issue of 
biosecurity is that we need a way in which, as a state, Western Australia can have more say in what happens. It is 
a great pity that we are not able to represent ourselves at the World Trade Organization, when we have such a 
big land area. The bureaucrats in Canberra might well be ignorant of some of the issues in Western Australia and 
we can bring them to their attention, but if they do not want to listen to us, there is nothing we can do. That is not 
the fault of the Barnett–Grylls government. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr P. ABETZ: We need to be able to represent ourselves at the WTO so that we can put our case, because a 
bureaucrat in Canberra might not be aware of what is going on in Western Australia. It is not that important to 
those bureaucrats, but it is absolutely vital to us. I do not support the motion that has been brought before the 
house, but I believe we need to address the situation for the sake of other horticultural industries so that science 
is balanced a little more realistically against the forces that think that free trade is far more important than 
keeping our state disease free. The risk estimation matrix on page 14 of DAFF’s July 2013 report shows its 
thinking. I do not have a problem with that matrix, but I am concerned at how DAFF arrives at the conclusion 
that importing these grapes is a very low risk. I have read that report and the data that is presented. I understand 
the jargon because I have trained in that field—admittedly, I am very out-of-date with plant pathology because it 
is probably 30 years since I have done anything much in that field—but I seriously call into question DAFF’s 
determination of what represents a very low risk, when I would say it is probably a moderate risk. I accept that it 
is a value judgement, but when it comes to something as important as keeping our horticultural industry disease-
free, I believe that we should err on the side of caution rather than on the side of “she’ll be right, mate”. It takes 
only one disaster to really cause a major problem for our industry. 
I reiterate that I do not support the motion because I believe it is misdirected, but I believe we need to address the 
issue of biosecurity and make sure that we get more say in what happens in our state. 

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie–Preston) [5.00 pm]: It is unfortunate that the previous speaker was trying to make 
a silk purse out of a sow’s ear. The real issue is about misleading Parliament. As the member for West Swan 
said, it is about what was said in Parliament and what actually happened in the real world. I think an apology or a 
retraction is owed by the minister in a ministerial statement saying that he got it wrong. Yes, we all make 
mistakes, but the minister should be man enough to front up and say that the government got it wrong. He is not 
doing that; he is arguing the point along another line.  
Let us look at the history of the Ord River. There was a great big kerfuffle in this house about the biosecurity for 
the rice in that area. We all got a bag of rice each and we were told that there would be 50 000 tonnes within the 
next couple of years, but the government forgot about biosecurity. What happened? The rice that is being grown 
up there is being used for fodder. What a disaster that has been! That was done under the former Minister for 
Agriculture and Food or, as the Premier has said, the rotated Minister for Agriculture and Food. I could use other 
words but I am being quite nice. The minister rushed things. He went through the whole scenario and told us 
how good it was, but he forgot to shut the gate and in came the disease. No-one has ever done a study to see how 
it got in. Was it a biosecurity problem or was it an animal problem? Most of the farmers in the area have told me 
that it is likely that it came in on the bags that are used for the seed. We have a problem. We have ruined an 
industry due to biosecurity issues. 
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I will move on to genetically modified crops. What an absolute debacle that was and still is! The matter is still 
before the courts, despite the minister again misleading Parliament when he said that protocols would be in place 
so that such an incident would not happen. It is not an issue with GM crops; the issue is with a GM crop not 
contaminating another person’s crop. But it did. The same minister did two wrongs in one parliamentary session. 
What a mess that was. He has wiped his hands of those poor people and has given them no assistance whatsoever 
other than to say that they can fight it out in the courts. It was argued very strongly in this place that the last thing 
that farmers want to do is have a go at each other over the fence and through the court system. But, no, the 
minister knew better. No wonder he has been put on the bench. He will probably wear the red jacket forever 
because of what he did during that period. Like many of the Eagles players, his contract is coming up; but, 
unfortunately, it will not be renewed. 

We have listened to what he had to say in recent times about the grapes. This has already been pointed out, but 
the minister said that the agricultural industry is worth around $5 billion in agricultural food products a year. I 
think that is great. If the local content is added, it goes up to about $7 billion. It is a very big industry that should 
be looked after, not just rubber-stamped, as happened in this place. To be quite honest, the only reason the 
minister made those statements was for political gain, because there are a lot of grape growers in his electorate. 
Mr D.T. Redman: Political gain? 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: Yes. People from Donnybrook have rung me this week — 

Mr D.T. Redman: I’m actually representing another minister in here. 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: The people from Donnybrook said that they have a problem with grapes and also with 
pears coming in, because the gates have been opened by the Liberal–National government. I asked them whether 
they had spoken to their local member, but they said that they had not yet pulled the noose down from the 
shearing shed in the wheatbelt after the last time he was at a public meeting. That is the type of standing that the 
former minister has within the agricultural area—absolutely none. They said that they had also been to a meeting 
in the hills area. The minister’s name was mentioned again, and they said, “Don’t worry about it. Give Mick 
Murray a ring.” It is not my area. Although a few apples and some grapes are grown in the Ferguson Valley and 
in Harvey, the main growing areas are no longer in my electorate. When I tried to handball the job, they said, 
“We don’t want to talk to him. We can’t trust him.” Now we see why. He stood in this Parliament and misled 
Parliament, but he has yet to retract the statements he made—statements such as that he would take it to the 
World Trade Organization. The National Party made several biosecurity commitments at the last election 
because of the precedence it gave to the issue. That meant that it was going to be stronger than the Liberal Party, 
but it has not been; it has been weaker. A Liberal Party member could have taken something to the federal 
government, but certainly not a National Party member. The minister also said that the federal government is 
wrong and that it is a position that is backed by science. We have just heard an eminent scientist say that there is 
no new science. In interjections across the chamber, the minister was pushing the issue of science, yet his very 
learned colleague has just said that there is no new science. The minister has let this place down tremendously. 
The growers in those areas are struggling, and he would know that. 

That brings me to why I am on my feet today. People from the pear industry have rung me because they are very 
concerned that Queensland pears will be allowed into the state. It is another facet of the issue once the gate has 
been opened. We can talk about apples and the codling moth. How many apple orchards have been pushed out in 
the last few years? There have been many, because growers cannot meet the costs of growing the apples in the 
marketplace over the whole year. They used to be able to bring some out of cold storage in the off-season and 
get a higher price, but a lot of people are leaving the apple industry now. We also let in the codling moth. Areas 
were pushed up and burnt. A lot of people in this place would not know how many acres were pushed up and 
burnt. There were also the five-acre hobby farmers who did not look after their properties properly and allowed 
the moth to spread throughout the apple-growing area. What did the Liberal government do? It did nothing. It 
just said, “That’s bad luck.” In fact, it reduced the number of people at the Department of Agriculture and Food 
in the Bunbury region. They were helping these growers, but the government reduced the number of staff by 
20 per cent and said that it was okay. We will also see in the future the impact of the other things the government 
has removed. They are not quite agricultural in a growing sense. The starling program has been removed. In one 
small step, 60 years of science and knowledge has been thrown out because the government gave redundancies 
to the two people in that area. Some dog fences have been put up. Again, it is a biosecurity issue. If farmers put 
the dog fences up themselves, the government will give them a few bob towards it, but it will not do the lot. 
Farmers have to get out there and dig the holes themselves, which they do. The minister would have to agree that 
those farmers have done some very good work themselves in that area with very little help from the government.  

We come back to what this government is actually doing about biosecurity. A whistleblower within the 
Department of Agriculture and Food WA—I must stress in WA—has warned that the state government has 
dropped quarantine safeguards at airports, railways and highway entry points. That has put key agricultural 
industries in jeopardy. They are doing it not only at the front end, but also at the back end. People are allegedly 
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bringing truckloads of fruit, which should be examined, from the east coast across the middle of the desert. We 
have an industry under extreme threat from imports and from biosecurity problems from the east coast as much 
as anywhere else.  

The minister’s representative in this house has tried to wipe that off. He has tried to feather dust it, to say the 
least. I hope that he has enough gumption to stand here and say that he has got it wrong; I really do. We have 
talked about the Swan Valley. I see the Ferguson Valley as Bunbury’s Swan Valley in the next 100 years. It is a 
magnificent place. It really is something special for anyone who wants to go there for a beer or a wine, or just a 
day out, in just the same way as people treat the Swan Valley and drive out there. We do not want to see that 
devastated and we do not want to see problems that will cost growers their livelihoods. It will take away not only 
the scenic views when the grapes change colour, but also their livelihoods of growing table grapes or grapes for 
wine production. We do not want to see that. We have a huge threat on our hands, to be quite honest.  

Another thing I do not think people quite understand is the damage being done because of the inferior fruit 
coming into Western Australia that has been sprayed, waxed or fumigated. One of those methods is a gas called 
methyl bromide that is sprayed to try to kill the bugs, but it also has an impact on the fruit. Many tests on the 
impact on humans have been done but we do not seem to matter as much as some of the other issues. Some 
problems have been identified. Methyl bromide is not allowed to be used in soil because it will break down the 
soil and cause some problems. When methyl bromide is sprayed on fruit, it takes on a form of brown lesions or 
small round spots on the skin caused by increased or decreased pigmentation in the normal colour of fruit. 
People who see that type of fruit tend not to buy it. It is not good enough to look at and it is not good enough to 
eat. When that happens, people get out of the habit of buying an apple or a bunch of grapes because they look 
terrible, not because they taste different, which is what the science says. If something is not presented very 
well—whether it be fruit, a car or whatever—it does not sell. When fresh fruit from WA comes onto the market, 
although it is presented really well, it takes a while for people to get back into the habit of buying three apples 
for the kids to take to school, or bananas and grapes. Methyl bromide spray is used in Queensland. It allows fruit 
to be kept for up to six months. So-called fresh fruit could be six to eight months old. My electorate officer 
grows apples. I see the Hansard reporter’s ears prick up as well because they fight over the bags of apples I bring 
in! In my daughter’s workplace, when she asked on behalf of my electorate officer if anyone wanted to buy some 
apples, she sold something like 50 bags in a day. They are straight off the tree and have not been gassed. They 
are fresh Australian produce and they are not six months old. 

The WA fruit industry should have been promoted but that never happened. When biosecurity inspections were 
dropped, WA fruitgrowers were promised they would get help to promote their fruit but only a very small 
amount of money went in. I think that was a black mark against the government for not being out there 
promoting our fresh fruits and looking at ways to deliver fresh fruit. The farmers’ markets are starting to take off, 
which is really good. We need to look at how we can bring that fruit in and get an extra 50c a kilo for it instead 
of paying Coles prices, because Coles are screwing the hell out of them. Why can we not allow our growers to be 
successful and make some money in the future? Coming back to pears, we have another rein. We will have to 
look at what happens when pears are in season. I guess, from what we have seen in this house, it will be 
absolutely nothing because the minister and the minister’s representative did not have the guts to take it on other 
than waving the flag in here and doing another thing outside.  

In finishing, I would like to see all involved have the guts to stand and say, “We got it wrong; we did not have 
the gumption to stand up and fight.” Why did we not have the guts to stand and take it to finality? We could have 
been beaten in the courts or beaten in the World Trade Organization or wherever it was. The minister should not 
come in here beating his chest and saying he will do one thing and then coming back like a dog with its tail 
whipped under its leg because it has been kicked in the butt! That is what he looks like at the moment; exactly 
like that—no guts, no glory.  

MR D.T. REDMAN (Warren–Blackwood — Minister for Training and Workforce Development) 
[5.16 pm]: I thank the member for West Swan. I half anticipated that given the grievance I responded to back on 
13 June she might well bring this matter back before the chamber.  

A few principles need to be remembered when we talk about all things agriculture in Western Australia, because 
that is the area we represent and that is the area that is really important to us. From a state perspective, WA 
exports 80 per cent of the products it produces. It is the second biggest industry in Western Australia. It has a 
significant export focus. Notionally, all the product goes to overseas markets in Asia, the Middle East and other 
parts of the world, including Europe. Fundamental to those export markets is ensuring that we hold good 
biosecurity standards. It is actually a market access issue. Biosecurity in WA is partly about keeping diseases out 
from a production focus. In other words, we do not want diseases because they impact production. It is a concern 
for us because we have to put higher costs towards treatments to manage the growth of products here. Having 
good biosecurity principles in Western Australia and Australia leads to a level of freedom from disease, and if 
we have freedom from disease, we get access to many more markets. 
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We are signatories to World Trade Organization agreements to say that if we seek out and want to be a part of 
free trade and be a part of trading with other countries, and we are looking for open markets to access those trade 
opportunities, we will also abide by World Trade Organization standards in the use of biosecurity as an argument 
to inhibit trade. As the former Minister for Agriculture and Food, people told me on a number of occasions that 
they did not want apples coming from China or they did not want other products coming from other international 
places because it impacted on our local markets. Like everybody else, when I buy a local piece of fruit, I like to 
have confidence it has been grown appropriately and is fresh, and all the things that go with that. However, we 
can only use a biosecurity argument in order to block that trade. The minute we take a different position and say 
that we do not want these imports for some other reason, we can be taken to a hearing at the WTO to challenge 
that position. If other countries are successful in challenging our position—that is, they make a claim we are 
using arguments other than biosecurity reasons to block trade—they can actually put trade sanctions on Western 
Australia or Australia. Being an export-focused state, we do not want to fundamentally put at risk access to 
international markets on the basis of putting up artificial barriers to trade. I think that is a principle that is really 
important. In respect of the weight of the market in Western Australia, we are an export-focused state, which 
means that access to international markets and adherence to the World Trade Organization rules are of 
paramount importance to the growth of agriculture in Western Australia.  

Let me just go through the statements I made and the reasons for making them, based on the advice that I had at 
the time. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am not versed in that, but that is certainly an issue. There are a number of other countries 
in the world that subsidise agriculture. There are big subsidies in Europe and there is the Farm Bill in the US. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: A lot of games are played in the international space, as I think the member will recognise; 
issues such as live sheep exports, exports going to Europe and exports going to other parts of the world—a range 
of factors come into the political mix and are used as arguments. They try to use the production or trade 
argument, but in fact they are actually artificial barriers to trade, for reasons of local politics. There are some 
complexities around that. 

I will go through the steps that I took in this place in response to the member’s grievance. The member asked for 
the government’s position on the import of table grapes from California. The advice I had at the time came from 
the Department of Agriculture and Food Western Australia. The department said that it had done an analysis of a 
draft report produced by the federal Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry—I think I gave the 
member a copy; I may be wrong, but I gave her something at the time—and that it did not agree with DAF’s 
position. That was the advice I had on that day, and we were prepared to stand by Western Australian scientists 
and the WA Department of Agriculture and Food in their assessment. I backed the department; I worked with it 
for a number of years and it put the effort in to say that there was an issue, and it was prepared to take up the 
science argument. DAF had said that there was a negligible problem in Western Australia, but the WA 
Department of Agriculture and Food’s assessment of that same report said, “No; we believe it has a low risk of 
having a concern,” but its assessment of low risk was actually above the threshold that it considered acceptable. 
It said that it was unacceptable to have the importation of table grapes under its description of a low risk. That 
report was there, that was the basis for the Western Australian decision, and that was the basis for my response 
to the member’s grievance at that time, on 13 April. That draft report came out on 9 February this year. The 
report came out, there was an analysis of it, and the department locally supported the view that the science did 
not stand up and was prepared to take up that argument. Federally, DAF said no and that it thought it was 
negligible. I responded to a grievance at the member’s request and came up with the view that it was 
unacceptable to have the importation of table grapes into Western Australia. 

On 17 June, just over a month later, DAF made a presentation to Department of Agriculture and Food here in 
Western Australia and brought new information into the report. This is the fundamental issue we are debating 
today. On the basis of the initial draft report, the Department of Agriculture and Food did not accept the science. 
DAF then presented the new information. The member for Southern River is quite right; there is no new science. 
Nothing had changed from a science perspective, but new information was presented to back up the argument to 
say that there were lower risks of bringing this into Australia and hence into Western Australia. There are issues 
with bringing grapes in from the eastern states, but we are talking about direct imports into Western Australia. 
The new information basically was that table grapes exported to Western Australia from the US would meet 
legislated US number one table export quality standards as a minimum. That was the additional information that 
came to the table. I will raise a point on that at the end, but I want to talk about the importance of that point and 
who presents the information from Western Australia’s position in terms of making an argument to another 
county. I will come back to that in a second. 
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That was the new information that was applied to the risk analysis. With this information and the matrix of 
assessment that it did locally, it assessed the risk as very low. So it went from low to very low, and unfortunately 
that went under what it considered to be the threshold of acceptability and therefore it changed the risk 
assessment — 
Mr W.J. Johnston: The member for Southern River said that the number one standard from the US was simply 
that of edible fruit. That’s what his argument was—it was such a low standard that any farmer would adhere to 
that. His words were that if you put it in a container, when it got to market it wouldn’t be saleable. Are you 
saying that the assessment done by DAFWA was on the basis that Americans would sell unsaleable grapes to 
Western Australia—is that what you’re saying? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: No. The member for Southern River certainly has his assessments of the validity of the 
science, and he is more versed in his abilities to be able to assess that, but my understanding about the actual 
quality of the grapes that come over—the member might be able to make the point as well—is that if grapes are 
of poor quality and are crushed or broken, then the risk of carrying disease is far greater. The actual quality of 
the grapes as they come in is a factor in the assessment of the risk of bringing disease. I am not an expert on that, 
but I am making the point — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: He said that that is simply what any farmer would do—those are his words. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am making the point that new information was brought to the table which then was used 
to do a risk assessment on the concerns of bringing table grapes into Western Australia and hence the risk of 
disease. The Department of Agriculture and Food did not leave it at that; it actually sought independent advice 
from the South Australian Research and Development Institute to assess the analysis. 
Ms R. Saffioti: Can you table that report? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: The SARDI one? That will be up to the Minister for Agriculture and Food; I am 
representing him here. The member will have to make that request to him. 

Ms R. Saffioti: There are some question marks over that. Are you saying that the SARDI report agreed with the 
Department of Agriculture and Food? 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am saying that the department sought independent advice on its analysis of risk, based on 
the new information that came in and the original report that DAF produced. The SARDI assessment backed up 
Western Australia’s assessment to say that the risk had lowered to a point — 

Ms R. Saffioti: Have you seen it? Are you sure? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I have not seen it. I am advised that there was an independent assessment of it; I do not 
know what format that took. It actually agreed with the DAFWA finding, and the outcome is that DAFWA no 
longer has a science-based justification for prohibiting the importation of table grapes into Western Australia and 
consequently, the restriction on entry of table grapes under the Biosecurity and Agricultural Management Act 
was modified on 24 July this year. 

I agree with the sentiment of most of the members’ contributions; biosecurity is a huge issue for Western 
Australia. We have relative isolation from a whole heap of diseases, with a heap of water on three sides and a 
desert on the other side. As I said from the outset, having that freedom from disease is not just an issue of 
production; it is also an issue of market access. Perhaps the more important aspect of being disease-free is 
market access, and hence putting effort into that is really critical. Resources are always challenging for all 
agencies and certainly the advice I applied as minister was that by putting resources into keeping out the bugs 
and diseases we do not have we get best bang for buck. The risk we have is that there are 50-something flights 
per week in and out of Bali and huge amounts of commerce going in and out of Western Australia—people 
movements, shipping movements and transport movements. Every time we have a movement of some form 
between states or internationally, there is the risk of diseases coming into the state. The best point of investment 
of resources into reducing biosecurity risk is at our borders and at areas where we can actually stop the things we 
have not got. To take on the challenges of the issues that we already have is damn hard, and to eradicate 
something that is already here is really, really difficult, and we can put a lot of money into it. Arguably, if we 
have a resource, and whatever resource we can secure as a government, we put it into keeping out the things we 
have not got. I think that has been the premise of the commitments that the National Party made and I know the 
Liberal Party made, going into the last election. I think both the Liberals and the Nationals have put together 
policies that say, yes, biosecurity is a growing and increasing risk in Western Australia. For a state that has the 
export focus that we do it is absolutely critical that we do not drop our guard, whoever is in government, and I 
think that sentiment is probably shared around the table.  
I want to come back to that point I said I would come back to—that is, the notion of someone putting up an 
argument to get access. In this case we could argue that people in California who wanted to access our markets 
could put up the argument to say, “This is what we do to get access to your markets,” and they could 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 7 August 2013] 2947 

 

successfully demonstrate it or they would take the case to the World Trade Organization. I can think of only two 
examples—if I had access to the Department of Agriculture and Food, I could probably get some more—when I 
was minister when we were trying to make a case for our products to get into the Japanese market. One of those 
was grapefruit out of the Ord. A lot of grapefruit gets produced up there. We could not access the Japanese 
market. It is a significant market for Western Australia. No matter what we said, there was an argument that 
there was a risk of disease. We were able to work through protocols on the treatment of that grapefruit before it 
left Western Australia. It was cold treatment; it was not sprays. If we put them into a refrigerator and reduced the 
temperature to a certain level for a certain time, we could demonstrate that the grapefruit did not have fruit fly or 
whatever it might have been that was a concern. It is only bits of paper; it is not anyone doing any science. It is 
only bits of paper demonstrating that this is what we are doing and that we undertake to do it to access that 
market, and we did it. We have significant exports of grapefruit into Japan on the basis of that treatment. There 
are two sides to this argument. One side is that we need to ensure that we play by the rules that we ask other 
people to play by when we want to get our product overseas.  

The other example I can think of is live cattle in the north going into Middle East markets. Some areas in the 
north have a disease called bluetongue. To access these markets, some countries do not take animals from an 
area that is likely to have bluetongue. We need to take those animals, put them in an area outside the bluetongue 
zones, leave them for a time, demonstrate we have done that, and then we get access to the market. There may 
even be an injection treatment that assesses it. The point I am making is that we come up against blockers 
ourselves to get into markets to sell our products overseas. We use the best science we have to demonstrate that 
we are doing enough to take the risk down to a level such that those countries will accept our product. That is 
no more important for anyone than a state such as Western Australia, which exports 80 per cent of what it 
produces.  

I have sentiment for the issues raised by everyone here. I have a lot of sentiment about Western Australian 
product and support for our growers and all that. I could go into the positions I have taken on agriculture and so 
on. There are a lot of debates and discussions here for another day. The focus of this one is what I said when I 
presented a response to a grievance on the basis of the information that I had. I think I have articulated what is 
new and presented the reasons for it. If we are going to prosecute an argument that we do not want to see product 
coming into Western Australia and we do not adhere to strong, sound science principles and arguments that we 
are signatories in agreements to, we are putting at risk a $7 billion industry here in Western Australia. We export 
$5 billion of that overseas.  

The Liberal–National government has put a clear focus on agriculture. Policy settings in the last election 
demonstrate that. Members will have to wait until two o’clock tomorrow to see the Budget Statements, but where 
we sit in the game agriculturally is second to just about no-one else around. We are a country that is just below 
or broadly in the same time zone as 50 to 60 per cent of the world’s population. Changing dietary habits, growth 
in those areas, demand for food and the notion of food security is coming up everywhere you go. I have never 
heard it as much as I have heard it in recent times. I am not sure whether they are at a point at which they are 
prepared to pay too much of a premium for that, but that is emerging. We have a level of production that is here 
right now. I have little doubt that we have huge scope to grow our productive capacity here in Western Australia. 
That means we need governments to make investments in infrastructure.  

The member opposite said “subsidy” in reference to the Ord. I talk about backbone investments and 
infrastructure to support the growth of an agricultural sector. That is why we are putting investments into 
proving up water resources around the state. That is why we are supporting the likes of Rio Tinto, which is using 
mine dewatering to produce 30 000 tonnes of hay a year in one of the most arid parts of Western Australia. 
Agriculture is supported by a product which for Rio is a liability, because they need to get rid of the water. The 
state has to create strategies and policy settings and resourcing and investments to support even international 
interest in investment in a managed, coordinated way. We have a chance to grow our productive capacity here in 
Western Australia and to genuinely leave a strong agricultural legacy in Western Australia that will buy and sell 
the resources sector going forward. We are supportive of that. I believe we have put the policy settings in place 
to deliver it. Fundamental to that is ensuring that we stick to sound principles in our international government 
agreements around open trade, because trade is really, really important to us. With that I leave my position here 
in support of Hon Ken Baston in the other house.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Do you withdraw your statements?  

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I do not withdraw the statements. The member has missed the whole point of the 
discussion. I suggest the member gets Hansard and has someone read it to him. I do not support the motion that 
has been moved. I believe I put up a sound position and explained why I took up those arguments when a 
grievance was raised with me and why that position has changed. The Liberal–National government stands on its 
record in agriculture. We have supported — 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected.  
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Withdrawal of Remark 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Member! I would like you to withdraw that. That is not 
parliamentary language.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Not withdrawn because it is a fact.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, it is not appropriate and it is not parliamentary language to talk about such 
things that the member has just talked about. I do not think it is parliamentary.  

Mr M.P. MURRAY: It is in defence. I am sure I am allowed to have a defence on this.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: You can move dissent in the Chair if that is what you want to do or you can 
withdraw. That is your choice.  

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Can I seek a ruling on members speaking out of their chairs while this matter is being 
considered?  

Mr M.P. MURRAY: Under extreme duress, I withdraw.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, member.  

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Excuse me members! Do not have the debate across the chamber. I have asked the 
member to withdraw. I accepted the withdrawal. That was my ruling. Thank you very much.  

Debate Resumed 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [5.38 pm] — in reply: I want to make my comments brief. Today we heard that 
the National Party in WA does not support the entire agriculture industry. I refer to the World Trade 
Organization argument.  

Mr M.P. Murray interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston, perhaps you would like to take your argument outside. I 
understand that you are very emotional about this, but the member for West Swan has the floor. Member for 
Collie–Preston, I will call you again if there is debate across the chamber. Member for Warren–Blackwood, I ask 
that there is no debate across the chamber. The member for West Swan has the floor.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will make my comments brief and try to take some heat out of this place. I will go through 
the issues that were discussed today. In June the minister said that he would undertake a course of action. He was 
going to block any potential imports through legislation, and take it to the World Trade Organization. He 
acknowledged that he made a mistake but he did not apologise. I think that was a huge failure. In relation to his 
arguments about the WTO, he cannot use international agreements selectively, and the WTO is the key issue 
here. The same arguments he put on world free trade assessments can be put at any time a government assists 
industry. Basically, any industry assistance or subsidies could be taken to the WTO. With the Ord project, for 
example, there are significant subsidies and assistance provided. In relation to the argument in front of us today 
and the WTO arguments, the same argument could be put about the Ord project. There are significant subsidies 
and assistance. In the world of free trade, when we basically subsidise or assist an industry, those arguments 
could also be taken up. I do not think the minister can use the WTO argument in this case and not in other cases.  

As we said, we support our local producers. We want a government that supports all producers who are 
operating in WA. It is okay to look at the new producers but let us look at those who have been on the land, 
whether it is in Harvey, Donnybrook, the Swan Valley or the south west. We need better support. I believe that 
the government has failed to properly explain this. In relation to those export standards, no-one would ever 
export number three quality grapes. It does not make sense. Producers should always export their top quality 
product. The idea that the Department of Agriculture and Food did not know that in its first assessment and only 
became aware of that between 13 June and the end of July is nonsensical. Of course it would be aware that all 
exporting jurisdictions would have protocols in place that producers export their top quality fruit and vegetables. 
It just makes sense. In my experience, when we exported fruit, we would always put the best fruit in the export 
boxes. Otherwise, if they are rejected, we would lose that export market for the rest of our life. The idea that 
somehow the Department of Agriculture and Food did not know that the protocol that the US government had in 
place was to pack top quality or number one grapes is quite ridiculous. There was no change in science. There 
was a complete reversal and a complete misleading of the industry and stakeholders, and that is why we believe 
this government should be condemned for its failure on this issue.  
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Division 
Question put and a division called for. 

Bells rung and the house divided. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Members! I made a ruling. It was withdrawn. I do not want to 
hear it in here again. Otherwise I will start calling people. I cast my vote with the ayes. 

Division Resumed 
Ayes (16) 

Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr M. McGowan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms J.M. Freeman Ms S.F. McGurk Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 

Noes (32) 

Mr P. Abetz Ms M.J. Davies Mr A.P. Jacob Mr N.W. Morton 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr J.H.D. Day Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr C.J. Barnett Ms W.M. Duncan Mr R.F. Johnson Mr J. Norberger 
Mr I.C. Blayney Ms E. Evangel Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr R.S. Love Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr B.J. Grylls Mr W.R. Marmion Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr V.A. Catania Dr K.D. Hames Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr C.D. Hatton Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr J.E. McGrath (Teller) 

            

Pairs 
 Ms J. Farrer Mr A. Krsticevic 
 Mr P.C. Tinley Mr I.M. Britza 

Question thus negatived.  

MEMBER FOR CANNINGTON 
Questions on Notice — Answer Advice — Personal Explanation 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [5.48 pm]: I wish to make a personal explanation.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Proceed. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: At the end of question time today I raised questions with the Minister for Energy that 
had not been answered. Included in that was question 72 and question 794, which I believed had not been 
answered. It has been drawn to my attention by the Clerk Assistant that there was an error on the parliamentary 
website that did not write answers to the web. Therefore, on the website it appeared as if questions 72 and 794 
had not been answered when, in fact, they had. I note that none of the other questions that I raised with the 
Minister for Energy have been answered, but those two questions have been answered.  

ADOLESCENT DIABETES CLINIC — CLOSURE 
Motion 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.49 pm]: I move — 

That the house condemns the Barnett government for its decision to close the dedicated adolescent 
diabetes clinic when it is moved to the consolidated outpatient space in the deficient new children’s 
hospital. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): This is a very important issue that the member for Kwinana is 
raising. If members wish to speak, can they take it outside; otherwise, can we let the member for Kwinana be 
heard in silence.  
Mr R.H. COOK: Madam Acting Speaker, as you have observed, this is a very important issue. It is a debate 
about health cutbacks in Western Australia and whether adolescents suffering from type 1 diabetes will have a 
stand-alone clinic as part of their ongoing journey in dealing with their chronic disease or simply an extension of 
the current child services that are run out of the endocrinology unit at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children. 
This is a very important clinic and one that has gained some media attention. We rise today to discuss this issue 
to further highlight the issues associated with this development. In rising to speak on this today I declare a 
conflict of interest from the get-go; that is, I have a child who attends this clinic. My daughter Isobel is one of 
the patients who go there. I want people to be aware that this is in part an important issue for the WA Labor 
opposition but it is also important to me personally.  
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We will discuss the impact of the government’s decision on this clinic and that it is a consequence of its ongoing 
poor planning in the area of health. As we continue to move towards the completion of the new children’s 
hospital we will see that this service, like the number of beds available for child cancer services, is one of the 
areas that will suffer. I also want to spend some time talking about the importance of this clinic and why it is 
important as a stand-alone clinic for adolescent diabetes services. I want to discuss the way this issue has 
unfolded and what we believe the government must now do to make sure this dedicated facility remains open for 
adolescent sufferers of type 1 diabetes to ensure we have for these kids a quality standard of service not a 
second-rate standard of service.  

There has been a lot of discussion around the planning of the new children’s hospital. Indeed, it was discussed 
during part of our time in government in the early 2000s following the Reid review. It has been the subject of 
two clinical services frameworks, the clinical services framework 2005–2010 and the clinical services 
framework 2010–2015. The minister himself has tabled documents in this place that show that, while we were 
looking for a new children’s hospital from 2007–08 of about 269 beds, that was transitioning forward to a new 
children’s hospital of about 279 beds in 2020–21. We are not seeing a significant increase in the number of beds 
available at the new children’s hospital. For the benefit of members who have not been following this debate, the 
minister says we do not need so many beds at the new children’s hospital because we are developing general 
paediatric or child health services at both the new Fiona Stanley Hospital and the Joondalup and Midland Health 
Campuses. But as everyone knows, when our children are sick, we take them to the hospital that we believe will 
care for their needs. When they present to that hospital, it is every parent’s expectation that the child will receive 
the care the child needs, regardless of whether in the clinician’s view that child is in need of a tertiary hospital 
service or simply a secondary hospital or general paediatric service. The minister will not be standing at the door 
of the new children’s hospital vetting patients as they come through, “No, sorry; you only have gastro; you need 
to go up the road. You have a more serious condition. Your child can come in.” The fact remains that this 
hospital will continue to serve all kids presented to it for care. We stand with the Australian Medical Association 
in saying that the government has not done the hard work to futureproof this hospital, and that by the time it is 
built and commissioned in 2016, we will see a hospital that will continue to struggle with the demand we 
currently see Princess Margaret Hospital struggling to deal with.  

Dr K.D. Hames: It’ll be finished in 2015.  

Mr R.H. COOK: It is projected to be finished by late 2015, so its commissioning will not happen until 2016.  

This is a very important debate because it has not popped up recently. The issue of demand for hospital services 
has not occurred overnight. It has been going on since this government came to power in 2008. In the Clinical 
Services Framework 2010–2020, the Department of Health made the observation that the demand modelling 
utilises population projections from the Australian Bureau of Statistics series C released in 2008. The department 
observes that these figures were the low-growth projections of the estimated resident population from the 2006 
Australian census. This means that the planning for our health services of Western Australia is based upon 
woefully inadequate population projections. At the time of the clinical services framework, it was pointed out to 
the government by a number of observers and a number of people in Parliament, particularly in the northern 
suburbs where the population was galloping well ahead of these lower average forecast figures, that to plan our 
hospital services based on these ABS statistics was quite simply setting up our hospital system to fail.  

That is indeed the observation that the Standing Committee on Education and Health made in its 2010 report 
“Destined to Fail: Western Australia’s Health System”. The committee observed in its report that despite recent 
record population growth in Western Australia, the Department of Health has moved from using medium-growth 
projections provided by the Australian Bureau of Statistics to low-growth ones. The committee went on to 
observe — 

Dr K.D. Hames: I think they substituted Department of Health and a different agency—that is, Treasury.  

Mr R.H. COOK: I have heard Treasury being blamed in the past. However, they are the minister’s planning 
documents and he cannot disown them in that manner; in fact, he is on the record as defending the clinical 
services framework on a number of occasions.  
Dr K.D. Hames: Not C-grade population.  

Mr R.H. COOK: Nevertheless, the Education and Health Standing Committee recommended that —  

The Department of Health must use at least the ABS Series A (high-growth) population projections in 
its demand modelling for its current planning for recurrent and reform-based funding requirements. 
This will present the Government with a more realistic account of the future operational and financial 
needs of the State’s health system. 

That is in the committee’s 2010 report, so this is not a new issue. It has been confronting the minister for some 
time and it is very sad that we are now midway through the construction of a new children’s hospital and are 
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having a public debate about the deficiencies in the capacity of that hospital and that it will simply not meet the 
needs of the Western Australian population going forward.  

I move to the issues associated with adolescents and their treatment in the WA health system for their type 1 
diabetes. For members’ information, currently, a child the age of 13 or over will transition from receiving 
services from the endocrinology unit at Princess Margaret Hospital and go to the Dorothy Surman Centre. It 
sounds like a grand building but it is a small residential cottage in Hay Street near Princess Margaret Hospital. It 
is because of this setting that it is most effective in the work it does. What does it do? It takes those children on 
their very important journey with type 1 diabetes and assists them to transition from a child having 
predominantly their diabetes managed daily by their parents or carer to managing their diabetes on their own 
account as an adult. My daughter has been going to the Dorothy Surman Centre for about 12 months now. The 
change in the way those patients are treated is significant. They are not surrounded by pink walls and pictures of 
Dorothy the Dinosaur and those sorts of images that we see in children’s hospitals, which are there to set 
children at ease and make them feel more comfortable.  
Dr K.D. Hames: I can see pictures flipping from Dorothy the Dinosaur to a guitar, or something. 

Mr R.H. COOK: What is the difference between Justin Bieber and Dorothy the Dinosaur! 

An adolescent diabetes clinic is a very different environment. It is a much more inclusive environment. It is a 
cosier environment. It is an environment in which the kids start being treated like adults. As parents, we go from 
a position whereby the diabetes educator and the doctor and nurses working in the clinic stop talking to us and, 
all of a sudden, they start talking to our kids. They start to have a dialogue with our kids about managing their 
diabetes. It was quite off-putting when I first went to the clinic to go from being front and centre of the treatment 
process to simply an observer as my child continues to develop the skills to manage the treatment. The children 
are aged from 13 years upwards to probably 16 or 17 years before they transition to the adult service. I am yet to 
have that experience. I understand that it is not a pleasant experience, and many parents report to me that 
attending the adult diabetes clinic is a much more depressing process. As adolescents, these children are going 
through that very important transition process.  

I have spoken to a number of parents, and I acknowledge the presence today of Janelle and Natalie and their 
family, and Gabbie, who is one of the young patients who attends the Dorothy Surman Centre. All these parents 
report on the importance of adolescent diabetes services and how different they are from the child type 1 
diabetes services. Anecdotally, we are also told the reason it is important that they are separate is that these kids 
are growing up. They are teenagers now and they do not want to go to the child clinic. By virtue of having a 
separate and very different clinic, they are more likely to attend their appointments and be engaged in the 
process. Members should not forget that at this stage of their lives they are going through puberty, with a lot of 
emotional and physical changes that impact on the way they manage their diabetes. They have issues relating to 
self-esteem, which can revolve around managing their diabetes and learning about how to deal with drugs, 
menstrual cycles and those sorts of issues that they are starting to confront. That is very different from the sorts 
of issues they would deal with as children. It is not the sort of thing that child or adult clinics are set up to do, but 
an adolescent clinic is absolutely there for that and its clinicians have the skills required to undertake this work 
and the environment in which they can do it. These kids are taken into this new environment, treated like adults 
and allowed to transition through their adolescence through this very important program.  

It was drawn to my attention that the government intended to close this clinic. I thought, surely that cannot be the 
case. I know that shadow ministers for health are often accused of leaping too quickly on media opportunities, 
and I am sure we have all been guilty of that at times.  
Dr K.D. Hames: And I think when you hear the explanation, you will think the same again!  

Mr R.H. COOK: I did not believe the government would do this, so Hon Samantha Rowe asked a question in 
the other place seeking assurances from the Minister for Health that the Dorothy Surman Centre would continue 
to function as a separate clinic in a separate location. Through his representative in the other place, the minister 
said that the adolescent diabetes clinic at the Dorothy Surman Centre would not close until the new children’s 
hospital was commissioned in late 2015. He said that the centre is a leased building and it was not intended to 
extend the lease once the transition of services to the new children’s hospital had occurred. He said that the 
adolescent diabetes clinic would be transferred to the new children’s hospital at that time. The minister provided 
an assurance that we would have a separate clinic as part of the new children’s hospital and we would continue 
to have this separate arrangement.  
Dr K.D. Hames: Where did I say that? I did not hear you read that out.  

Mr R.H. COOK: That is my interpretation of the answer that the minister’s representative gave in the other 
place. I am happy with the minister’s explanation. I would like to see the Dorothy Surman Centre continue to 
function, not as part of the new children’s hospital but as a separate stand-alone clinic, albeit in these new 
facilities. On 13 September, an article in The West Australian put paid to those reassurances that I was given by 
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the government. It was made clear that the clinic would transition through to the new children’s hospital, but it 
would be a section of the consolidated outpatient clinic. Therefore, in the morning the clinic might be used for 
children’s services and in the afternoon for adolescents. The space might be used for a whole range of clinics and 
not simply endocrinology. It was clear that the government, through its representatives in the Department of 
Health, was seeking to justify this position. The representatives said that moving to the new children’s hospital 
and co-locating with Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital would allow for greater opportunity to transition into adult 
care. The Child and Adolescent Health Service chief executive Philip Aylward said that the new hospital’s 
outpatient department had clinics that could be scheduled for specific age groups. The government is talking 
about a consolidated outpatient clinic. This does not acknowledge that it is dealing with adolescents and not 
children, or that this clinic is most effective when it is part of a dedicated space that will provide that unique 
level and type of care that is important for these kids to transition into adulthood. It was observed by one doctor 
that we will have a diabetes service at the new hospital, but it will not have a separate clinic to look after 
adolescents, and he thought that was a backward step. That is our concern. We agree with that doctor that this 
would be a backward step. This is the concern of parents and the young adults who are going to that clinic; and, 
indeed, this is a concern for a community that I must say has taken great pride in juvenile diabetes services in 
this state. We have some of the best services in Australia. I have never failed to be impressed with the level of 
service we receive from Princess Margaret Hospital for Children, communities like Diabetes WA, the Juvenile 
Diabetes Research Foundation and other groups associated with supporting people suffering from diabetes. The 
government has to play its role as well. It cannot simply use the opportunity of the new children’s hospital to 
fold these services into the mainstream building environment, which will undermine the important treatment that 
these services provide.  

We are looking for a commitment from the minister today that he will make sure that the adolescent diabetes 
clinic continues in a separate location from the children’s clinic; that it can continue in a dedicated space. When I 
say “dedicated space” I do not mean in the same pink-walled rooms of the new children’s hospital that other 
clinics in this area might share. I am talking about a dedicated space that adolescents identify with and feel 
comfortable with so that they can deal with the issues that they confront as young adults transitioning to 
adulthood and management of their own condition. I think it is very important that we take the opportunity when 
we move to the new children’s hospital to enhance the services available to kids in this state. It is important that 
the new children’s hospital represents an opportunity to improve the services that our young people receive. 
Sadly, it appears that that is not the case when it comes to the adolescent diabetes services. From the comments 
of the Department of Health in the media and the reports from parents and clinicians who work in this area, it 
appears that the government simply wants to fold the Dorothy Surman Centre into the other services that will be 
run from the new children’s hospital. That will not do, because then we will lose those essentially unique 
features of the clinic and we will lose the patients who benefit from these clinical services.  

I emphasise again that the effectiveness of this service in assisting young people to manage their transition 
through puberty to adulthood impacts on the effectiveness of their medications and the way in which their 
attitude towards diabetes impacts on them. What I am told by the clinicians and the parents of young adults with 
diabetes and from what I believe as a parent of a young adult with diabetes is that this level and style of 
treatment is absolutely crucial in assisting young adults to deal with their chronic disease. If we do not undertake 
the service in this way, we will lose them. We hear stories of young people who for a range of emotional and 
physical reasons reject the fact that they have diabetes. So rather than their transition to adulthood being a 
managed and mentored process, they reject the process because they are angry about their condition. These 
young people say, “Other kids don’t have to deal with this, why should I?” As a result, they neglect their 
medication and their health and set themselves up for long-term problems in the management of their diabetes. 
We see these young people slip out of the system and their capacity to then move through to adult services is 
further undermined. That is what we want to avoid. We want to maintain the Dorothy Surman Centre in its 
independent and effective form because we know that it creates that environment. 

I am aware that the member for Warnbro is very keen to speak on this motion, too, but it would appear that he 
has been delayed by his other — 

Dr K.D. Hames: You’re the only one there! 

Mr I.C. Blayney: You look a bit lonely over there! 

Mr R.H. COOK: I am not lonely, member! I have very broad shoulders and some would say an even broader 
back. 

Dr K.D. Hames: If you sit down, I’ll talk for 20 to 25 minutes and then give him space before seven. 
Mr R.H. COOK: If that is okay, I will scurry out. 

Dr K.D. Hames: You can find a way to get him on the phone while I’m talking. 

Mr R.H. COOK: Indeed; I will do just that.  
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I look forward to the minister’s contribution tonight because I know that this is an issue that he cares about. I 
note that he is concerned about the nature of these sorts of services. He wants to see the very best for people with 
diabetes in Western Australia. We are looking tonight for absolutely clarity from the minister about what is 
going to happen to the adolescent diabetes clinic. We can make sure, therefore, that we preserve this service in 
the form that these clinicians wish to see so that it can maintain its effectiveness and continue to transition our 
young adults through to adulthood and make sure that they continue to manage their diabetes effectively. 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Health) [6.16 pm]: The member talked about the government 
doing this and the government doing that and it is true that we are responsible for what happens at the end of the 
day at the hospital and the construction and the size of the hospital. I will go into those issues of size in a 
moment. But if the member thinks for one second that the government is saying, “Okay, we’re going to shut 
down the Dorothy Surman Centre because we don’t want it anymore and we’re going to do this alternate version 
at the new hospital”, he is absolutely wrong. In fact, clearly, the member knows what the Dorothy Surman clinic 
is because he goes there. But I have to say that until tonight, I had not heard of the Dorothy Surman Centre, nor 
would I necessarily, unless I had had a briefing on it, it was pointed out to me or I was involved in discussions 
about the service it provides, and I just have not.  

The point I make is that this is clinician-led. I know that the member heard a clinician who clearly does not like 
the concept say it is a backward step, but there must also be lots of other clinicians who do not agree with him. 
Perhaps they do not work in the same area, but there has been enormous opportunity for clinicians in a range of 
services in that hospital to provide their view, so clearly there must be others who think that what is proposed is, 
in fact, a good idea.  
I see the member for Fremantle is in the chamber. She was not here earlier, but the member for Kwinana was 
chasing the member for Warnbro to speak, if she can perhaps assist him to get here.  

This is not led by government; it is led by clinicians and they say that this is the optimal service. I do not know 
whether people understand necessarily about the difference—the member for Warnbro is now in the chamber. I 
will give him 15 or 20 minutes to speak at the end; I have only just started. 
Mr R.H. Cook: He’s managing two functions. 
Dr K.D. HAMES: The member for Warnbro can come back when he is ready; I can keep talking.  
I do not know whether people understand what the size of the new hospital will be. The current hospital is over 
5 000 square metres. I forget the exact size, but it is something in the order of 5 200 or 5 300 square metres. The 
new hospital is 11 000 square metres. That includes open spaces, lifts and all those other empty spaces, but it is a 
big hospital; it is more than double the size of the existing hospital. Princess Margaret Hospital for Children is an 
ageing, space-constrained hospital that wanted to have an adolescent clinic because it is a good idea to have one, 
so it found a building down the road and leased it. That was a really good idea. As I said, I have not been there, 
but I am told it is also used for multiple other non-adolescent paediatric medical clinics. Therefore, also going 
into that building where the adolescents go are younger children who go to that same clinic at different times. 
The clinic is twice a week. Clearly, it does not have lots of dinosaurs and things for those kids in the building; 
nevertheless, those kids use the building now. The building is also used for refugee health clinics, so presumably 
refugee families go there at different times to seek clinical treatment. 
Mr R.H. Cook: The point was, minister, that it’s not a child clinic that adolescents go to; it’s a clinic but — 
Dr K.D. HAMES: Sure, but let us look at what the new hospital will be like. The new hospital will be 
enormous, so there will be much greater space within it. Therefore, instead of having a space-constrained 
hospital such as PMH having to use the building down the road, the service will not have to do that because it 
will have a much bigger clinic. So what do we do? Do we want those adolescents to be part of a diabetic 
treatment program for kids? No, we do not. We want them to be separate, so we separate the times. We do not 
want to put them where there are pictures of dinosaurs on the wall, so we put them where there are not pictures 
of dinosaurs on the wall. The new clinics are being designed to be multipurpose. The interior design brief for the 
facility detailed that the decor within the outpatient area be neither age nor gender specific. The interior design of 
this area has been done in consultation with the youth advisory committee. The youth advisory committee is a 
great group of teenagers who are providing us with advice. They currently do it for Princess Margaret Hospital 
for Children. They have been involved in giving advice on decor construction at the new hospital. The very 
adolescents we are worrying about are giving advice on the decor at the new outpatient clinics. The clinics will 
be very adolescent friendly—much more so than the existing clinics. The critical point for adolescents is not the 
pictures on the wall; it is making sure that they have a separate time, a different identity and, in particular, staff 
who look after them differently, who recognise that they are becoming adults and who will look them in the eye 
and talk to them, not to mum and dad on the side. The same doctors and nurses who currently work with those 
children in the clinic will be the same staff at the new children’s hospital, and they will continue their treatment 
at that location. Adolescents will get all those recognitions that they need in their transition. It is hard to know 
where to put adolescents. I get a lot more complaints about 16-year-old adolescents who are sent to an adult 
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hospital. I had a complaint yesterday from an adolescent who had been referred to PMH but was sent to Royal 
Perth Hospital because they were 16 years of age. As children get to that more mature age, we do not necessarily 
want them to be around lots of young children. That adolescent was in a ward full of adults and felt intimidated. 
It is a tough cut-off. 
Mr R.H. Cook: My son has done a similar thing; he has gone from an outpatient clinic at PMH to Fremantle 
Hospital. It is a scary difference. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: It is a tough transition, but those adolescents are not the only adolescents in town. Just 
imagine all the other adolescents at Princess Margaret. There are heaps of kids with cystic fibrosis who have to 
be admitted to wards with young children. It is a tough gig for them. It is especially the case for cancer patients. I 
looked at the cancer chairs in the cancer ward. There are babies in prams, little kids and 15 and 16-year-olds who 
are almost adults all sitting in their row to have their treatment. It is not practical in that sense to separate them. It 
is good to do that and it is important to do that when it can be done. I would like to separate a lot more of the 
other kids into areas so that they do not have to be with little kids and pictures of dinosaurs. We need to try to 
have more adolescent days at the outpatient clinics so that the cystic fibrosis kids and children with other 
medical conditions can come in on the same day. 

Mr R.H. Cook: Is that the intention? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: No; I had not even thought about it until this debate. I will certainly suggest that; it is a good 
idea. It does make sense. We talk jokingly about the pictures on the wall, but it would not be that hard to do. I do 
not know why we could not have areas that are dedicated to adolescent outpatient clinics rather than areas 
specifically for diabetic clinics. I presume that the clinics are reused so much because there is such demand for 
them that they need to be flexible, as has been stated. It is not like a child’s ward where it is good to have 
pictures of dinosaurs on the wall. The old-fashioned paediatric units have blank walls and curtains and look like 
adult wards. In the units in the little country hospitals, the staff have really made an effort to get artists to paint 
pictures on the walls and the like. It makes an amazing difference to a child’s experience when they can go into a 
ward like that. We need to do that, but that is more for the wards rather than the clinics. I cannot remember how 
many children the member has. My bet is that sometimes mum in particular will take in one adolescent child, but 
other small children will go as well. I do not think it is a bad idea to also have child-friendly areas where kids 
can play and not feel intimidated when other kids come in. The critical thing is the way that the patient is 
treated—the transition from treating someone as a child to treating them as an adult. They need to be more 
involved in understanding and controlling their care and making sure that they know what they have to do as 
opposed to having it done by their parents. That is a very important and careful transition that needs to occur. 
I want to talk a bit about the size of the hospital and the debate that occurred about the construction. We all 
remember the history. The Labor Party was going to put it where L, M and N blocks are. When we came to 
government, I promised to have it opened by 2014, because there was nothing that said that those blocks had to 
be demolished. There was no money in the budget to demolish them; in fact, there was no money in the budget, 
apart from about $200 000, to build a hospital with a $1.2 billion cost. Nevertheless, it was going to be at that 
location. When we finally started getting the designs done, it was nowhere near big enough. We had to make it 
much bigger than the existing hospital. That is why we came up with the new location. We then had to fund 
moving the plant, and then look at the construction of a multistorey car park. We now have the ideal location for 
the hospital and the teaching building next to it. The square metre space is double that of the existing hospital. 
Mr R.H. Cook: Is that the overall hospital or the outpatient clinics? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: It is the overall hospital. The total area space will be about 11 000 square metres as opposed 
to the current 5 000 square metres. That includes the open space, the big entrance and all of those things. A lot of 
additional airspace has been created so it is not seen as a crowded, closed-in environment. Not only will it be 
double the size, but also there is a great opportunity for expansion. Firstly, the Reid review stated that the bed 
numbers needed to be downsized. The plan was to get people out of the central hospitals and to get the secondary 
patients out to the periphery hospitals. The Reid review put it at 180 beds, but they were multiday beds. It did not 
include dialysis chairs, same-day beds or anything like that. The number of beds is always a moveable feast, so it 
was really hard to work out what 180 beds meant. I think it probably meant in the order of 220 or 230 beds, 
whereas the new hospital will have around 250 beds. It involved downsizing while the patients were moved out 
to the periphery hospitals. We recalculated on the B-series, which is what we were told we could do, and we 
came up with 269 beds, plus the eight shell beds that were available to be opened. The structure was built within 
that. It has a 20 per cent expansion capacity. The central component of the hospital is reinforced to enable an 
additional four storeys to be built by a future government. Somewhere down the track when the hospital needs to 
be expanded—I presume it will cost hundreds of millions of dollars—it is all there ready to happen, so an extra 
four floors of space can go straight up in the middle.  
The other thing is that the neonates are currently at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children—the King Edward 
Memorial Hospital for Women ones. But the proposal is still, by both our parties I think, to move the King 
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Edwards at some stage to the new site. But the trouble is that that is a $1.2 billion exercise, and nobody has the 
money at the moment to be able to do that. But it is in the plan, and when that happens 24 beds will be freed up 
in the existing hospital. So there will be four floors of expansion available for a government to build in the 
future. When the new King Edward hospital is built in the future, that will create 24 beds within the existing 
hospital, plus there is a 20 per cent expansion capacity in the existing hospital, and 270 beds, which the 
calculations show should be enough. Except with the surge in capacity, that shows that in the total number of 
state beds, by 2017 we will be short about 10 beds, and by 2020 we will be short 45 beds. So, where do those 
10 beds go? That is, two years after opening, suddenly we will be 10 beds short in the system. But they do not 
have to be 10 beds within the hospital, and the 45 beds by 2020 do not have to be within the hospital, because 
outside that there is a paediatric implementation plan that still goes on and recommends the expansion of the 
peripheral hospitals. That is advising that there should be, on top of what is at Joondalup now, an additional 
13 beds, there should be an additional eight beds either between Armadale or Midland, and better use of the Peel 
Health Campus beds. 

Mr R.H. Cook: But do you honestly think, minister, that that will take pressure off the new children’s hospital 
in terms of capacity? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: To a degree, it will. What happens is that people bypass now because there are not the 
doctors; paediatricians and high-level specialists are needed within a hospital to make people confident about 
going there. We were talking to Dr Alessandri, who does the oncology care at the hospital, and she said it is 
quite feasible for them to expand and have outreach services to Joondalup hospital, for example, and provide that 
cancer care. Hospitals like Joondalup will expand and get specialists in, so that someone who has a not-so-severe 
injury that does not need intensive treatment and who lives all the way out in that Joondalup region can be seen 
there. They would be silly if they trekked all the way into the tertiary hospital. At that tertiary hospital at 
present—I keep getting different figures—there is somewhere between 40 per cent and 50 per cent tertiary care, 
and between 50 per cent and 60 per cent secondary care. There will always need to be a mix; there will never be 
all tertiary care in a tertiary hospital, and nor should there be. That does not happen in any of the other tertiary 
hospitals. There needs to be training and opportunities for people to deal with lesser things within a normal 
tertiary hospital. The member is right; people will bypass, but when we are talking about a shortage of only 
10 beds across the whole system by 2017, that is not many people to decide to go to an expanded Joondalup 
hospital paediatric unit or an expanded Midland paediatric unit.  
But in saying all that, we are looking at exactly what has been suggested by clinicians within our hospitals and 
echoed by the Labor Party and the Australian Medical Association in that we would be silly now if we did not 
put in additional beds. We will make a decision on that in the next two months. We are getting costings done and 
looking at the two options. One is that there is capacity within the hospital structure to change some areas that 
are currently lower-level care into wards, and have that lower-level care take up some of the 20 per cent space 
within the hospital; a cost will be associated with that. The other option is to put an extra 48 beds on top of the 
existing ward structure, which is what some people are suggesting. We are currently looking at those things, and 
I am certainly not ruling it out; we will make a decision on that. In looking at futureproofing the hospital, that 
would certainly do that because there would be 48 additional beds that would probably be shelled at the start but 
available for future demand; we would still look at expanding the peripheral hospitals; and of course there is the 
opportunity in the future when King Edward comes and another four storeys are added to look 50 years down the 
track at whatever that demand may be.  
But we are concerned, and the physicians who are expressing this are concerned. It does not matter how good we 
are at providing those peripheral beds, people do exactly what the member said and what I have done. I dropped 
my eldest son on his head when he was a young fella. Please, do not ever lift your children up by the elbows and 
put them on your shoulders—things can go wrong! He went straight over backwards and I could not catch him. 
He whacked his head on the floor and knocked himself out. I was straight in that car and straight to Princess 
Margaret. That is what most parents will do. We thought my granddaughter might have had a little turn in the 
back of the car—a febrile convulsion; we still do not know if she did or not—same thing; straight to Princess 
Margaret. People do that because they trust the hospital. They trust its history, they trust its staff, and they know 
that is where they are going to get the best of care. The biggest difficulty we have is getting people to decide not 
to go there. As to our peripheral hospitals, currently Fremantle, I think, runs at 50 per cent occupancy; Armadale 
is 60 per cent to 70 per cent; Peel is — 

Mr R.H. Cook: In the children’s wards? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: In the paediatric units. The paediatric wards are nowhere near full occupancy, and part of the 
reason is that if a child even down in Peel has appendicitis and needs surgery on a Sunday, the physician, the 
paediatricians, the paediatric anaesthetists or the specialists are not down there because it is not big enough to 
provide that sort of immediate care, so they get shipped straight up to Princess Margaret. Even though it is our 
intention to try to expand those hospitals and the services provided there, we just cannot have standing and 
waiting people of that calibre and training for the number of patients they get coming to them. That is the 
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importance of having a tertiary hospital that has such a great record. It is a fantastic hospital. I think it might be 
worth getting the member for Warnbro from the dining room—I am leaving in 20 minutes; I will be finished 
shortly.  

I think it is really important to make sure that people understand that the government is looking at those big 
numbers again, because there has been a population surge. We know there has been a surge for a while—that is 
true; what I am finding, though, is that some of the clinicians, planners and designers are still of the view that we 
have enough. They still think that that 20 per cent expansion, four floors, the King Edward 24 beds, and dealing 
with the peripheral hospitals by expanding beds will be enough. There are others—the ones who signed that 
petition—who have varying views. Some of them think option 2 is enough—expanding the space within the 
hospital; some of them—probably staunch AMA members—are supporting the extra floor view. But whichever 
it is, the government will make a decision in the relatively near future. We have to make it in a short period of 
time because the hospital is still under construction. Make no mistake though, it is a reasonably costly exercise to 
put on that additional floor at this late stage, and it will result in a slight delay in opening. We are advised it will 
be something in the order of four months’ delay, so I would say it will be opening in 2016 instead; that would be 
likely if we make that choice. I am a bit concerned; after what happened at Fiona Stanley, I sort of want to make 
the choice to stay as we are so that I do not have the member having a go at me for being late opening it.  

Mr R.H. Cook: I think you can rest assured that I will!  

Dr K.D. HAMES: But at end of the day what is important is making sure that we protect this state for the future. 
We have recently seen in Melbourne that the new hospital is not big enough to cater for the patients in that 
region. That is something we have to bear very strongly in mind when we make that decision.  

Mr R.H. Cook: Just before you sit down, minister, can you not only for the sake of the people in the public 
gallery, but also for the member for Warnbro just summarise for us and create some clarity around this? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I will summarise.  

This clinic will stay open until the new hospital opens. When the new hospital opens, that lease will expire and 
adolescent treatment will go to the outpatient clinics at the new hospital. They will be seen in a “décor-friendly” 
area within those outpatient clinics, in an area on a day when there are only adolescents—it may be an afternoon, 
I do not know. It will not be a day that is just a free-for-all and mixing with all the children, and they will be seen 
by the same people doing the same work they are doing now in looking after them. That is what has happened. I 
will go back to see whether we can not only address issues to do with diabetic children, but also look at other 
adolescent children who are treated at that hospital to see whether we can create a stronger environment in which 
cystic fibrosis clinics will be in one part of the outpatient clinic, cancer consults will be in another and some 
other adolescent team will be in another. There is a range of things, including diet management, that are specific 
to adolescents, particularly with anorexia-type clinics for younger kids who need specialist care. I will see if 
there is a way to do that. Who knows—there might be enough of those to warrant an exclusive area for 
adolescents all the time, depending on demand. I will look to see if that is possible.  

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [6.41 pm]: At the outset I would like to extend my apologies for being absent 
during the Minister for Health’s speech. I did not expect the previous debate to extend for the length of time that 
it did.  

Mr R.H. Cook: I did not expect people to get so excited about grapes!  

Mr P. PAPALIA: No. I have guests tonight, but that aside, I thank the minister also for the indulgence of 
summarising his position. I say at the outset that I do not think that that will satisfy the families and adolescents 
involved or the doctors providing the current service. That is based on my conversations and my own personal 
response to the minister. It is not a criticism of the minister. I understand that that will be the line being argued 
by the people advising the Minister for Health. Like the member for Kwinana said during his presentation, and 
as the minister knows, I have a son who has type 1 diabetes. I am experiencing that progression in his life and 
the impact that having type 1 diabetes has, and the challenges associated with him entering puberty and starting 
adolescence after childhood. It is a different matter.  

Dr K.D. Hames: How old is he?  
Mr P. PAPALIA: He is 13 now.  

Dr K.D. Hames: Is he in the same clinic?  

Mr P. PAPALIA: No, he is not yet. He is the last little bit before they end up there. They give him a choice. I 
have not yet experienced the adolescent clinic. I have experienced watching him being confronted with that 
incredible moment when he was first diagnosed and going through all the emotional trauma associated with it. 
We had one experience post the initial diagnosis where his life was seriously threatened during a hyperglycaemic 
episode. It was very frightening. Again, I place on the record my thanks, appreciation and respect to all those 
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people who work in endocrinology at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children. They provide an outstanding 
service.  

From a parent’s perspective I am concerned, after talking to parents of older type 1 diabetic children who have 
gone through this process—the member for Kwinana being one of them but we also have other friends in that 
situation. They say, and so do the doctors and nurses helping these children and young adults, that it is a very 
confronting and challenging time, as is being a teenager and going through adolescence anyway. Often the 
additional challenge of type 1 diabetes can create very serious problems. The Minister for Health is probably 
aware of them. I am told that frequently type 1 diabetes is used as a weapon to rebel in the same way that most 
teenagers rebel. That is employed as a weapon in rebelling against the system and against parents. That can be 
very dangerous and worrying. I am told that the introduction of a separate, dedicated facility to provide 
adolescent services in a clinic such as the one at PMH for younger children, or the one proposed for the new 
hospital, is much more effective in engaging with adolescents. I have not yet read the literature because I got this 
information only today, but there is literature to support maintaining a dedicated adolescent service in such a 
facility is much more effective. I am also told that our experience in Western Australian confirms that. I am told 
that prior to having a dedicated adolescent service in the two facilities that we have, there was something like a 
30 per cent failure rate of transition through the adolescent-into-adult treatment.  
Dr K.D. Hames: When I was on my feet I forgot to say that we have donated land at Osborne Park, with Tony 
Vallelonga and Jeff Newman from the Telethon Trust, to build a brand-new family diabetic support service. That 
is being built now.  

Mr P. PAPALIA: Is that for type 1 diabetics?  

Dr K.D. Hames: Yes.  

Mr P. PAPALIA: I will get this on the record because I have to conclude. I was told that the 30 per cent failure 
rate has been reduced to between 15 and 20 per cent. I do not know how robust those statistics are. They may be 
anecdotal, but that is from people who would know. In the order of 30 per cent of adolescents under the previous 
system in which there was not a dedicated adolescent clinic was not used by younger children on another day. I 
am not talking about the younger children just being there. I understand the suggestion that there might be less 
childlike furnishings and surrounds, but I find it difficult to believe they will be able to change the environment 
from one day to the next to the extent that they do when they have a dedicated adolescent facility.  

Dr K.D. Hames: I pointed out before, though, that that dedicated adolescent service that he uses now is used by 
children on other days.  
Mr P. PAPALIA: Yes, but I understand that the surrounds that they provide now are much more attractive and 
amenable to provide adolescent services. Whether it is suitable for younger children, I do not know. I am told 
that they used to suffer a “do not attend” percentage of patients who did not attend at any one time. It was in the 
order of 30 per cent of those adolescents in the old facilities, which were shared facilities. There has been a 
significant drop—in the order of a threefold reduction.  

Dr K.D. Hames: They are still brought in by their parents. Adolescent kids up to the age of 16 would not go 
there alone, surely.  
Mr P. PAPALIA: Not necessarily. I did not say they were going there without their parents. I am talking about 
the environment being attractive to them. A parent could take an adolescent and stay outside, and they will go in 
and then can be picked up. An adolescent could conceivably get there on their own. It is something that is 
possible. I would imagine the majority would have their parents take them. 
Dr K.D. Hames: Why would parents not take them? Why would there be 30 per cent non-attendance?  

Mr P. PAPALIA: The adolescent service is intended to shepherd them through maturing into adulthood and 
taking more and more responsibility. That service is matched, as I understand it, to the surrounds and the 
environment. It works. Ultimately, through refusing to accept that argument or not being willing to accept the 
argument, the minister is denying the evidence of our own experience in this state. I know it is not large 
numbers. It is probably not large numbers in comparison to some of the other problems that the minister 
confronts in his portfolio, but it is a significant number.  

Dr K.D. Hames: I have not seen the evidence. There are other clinicians managing the same kids who do not 
share that point of view. I need to go back and look at that.  
Mr P. PAPALIA: I would ask the minister to do that. I will not detain the minister too much longer. 

Dr K.D. Hames: You need to talk until seven! 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Like us, the minister will probably be seeking advice from a few people, but I can say that the 
people who approached us made a reasonable argument. My own anticipation of that stage is that I think I would 
prefer an environment in which the evidence suggests they will get a better outcome. If that is the case, the state 
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would prefer that too. The minister knows the consequences if we do not get this right. The consequences will be 
in cost and suffering. The negative outcomes for type 1 diabetics who do not progress into adulthood and take 
control of their diabetes are dire for everyone. We all pay the costs of that.  

Dr K.D. Hames: I wonder whether that applies to all the other adolescents we manage for all the other medical 
conditions at the hospital.  

Mr P. PAPALIA: True. It has been suggested to me that the minister’s last observation about the need to 
potentially look at other chronic diseases and the way adolescents are treated for those other areas, maybe there 
would be a benefit in them having a similar facility. I have had it suggested to me that that might probably be 
best practice as opposed to what we do. I just wanted to place on the record that I do not think that people will be 
satisfied with the suggestion that a new clinic will be utilised as the juniors-type clinic one day and dedicated to 
adolescents on a set day of the week. The member for Kwinana and I are motivated by very personal interests, 
but I am sure that everyone understands that it will be a better outcome for the state if we get a reduction in the 
number of people who transition poorly and an improvement in their transition and an improvement in their 
attendance and their control of their type 1 diabetes as they go through life. 

Dr K.D. Hames: You can’t sit down now because there are 10 minutes to go. The boss says it is all right. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It is okay. We have got something else, have we not? 

Dr K.D. Hames: Yes, but not for 10 minutes. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: In conclusion, I take the opportunity to pass on to anyone in the gallery and elsewhere who 
may watch this debate or read it at a later time that the member for Kwinana and I are highly motivated in this 
matter. The Western Australian Labor opposition will not accept being fobbed off on this issue. The minister has 
indicated that he is willing to go away and assess — 

Dr K.D. Hames: What I will do is get those clinicians who have provided me with the advice I have received so 
far to read Hansard and listen to your arguments and give me a report back. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: The minister is willing to have a look at it, which we appreciate. 

Dr K.D. Hames: I don’t know that I want to build a $1.2 billion brand-new hospital and still rent a room down 
the road. That is the issue I have to think about. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I understand where the minister is coming from, but also, as part of that $1.2 billion hospital, 
I would not want us to build a facility that might be less effective than the thing down the road. Obviously, we 
are seeking advice and taking advice from people within the system, because not many people in the state 
conduct this treatment and provide that sort of advice, so we would ask that there be no attempts to pressure 
anybody out of participating in this debate. I think it is a valuable thing. This is a time, as the minister knows — 

Dr K.D. Hames: Whoever is complaining to you should come and complain to me. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: They may not feel comfortable. Rest assured that it has not been in any underhanded way. 
The people who have spoken to me have done so because I am the parent of a type 1 diabetic more than a 
member of Parliament. I ask that that be borne in mind in whatever happens from here on in. 

Question put and negatived. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT — AMALGAMATIONS 

Motion 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [6.54 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the Barnett government for breaking another promise and totally misleading 
the people of Western Australia with regard to forced council amalgamations in the metropolitan area.  

I will be very happy to commence discussion on this important motion. In doing so, I want to highlight first of all 
that of course we are aware of the promises that were made by the re-elected Barnett government prior to the 
election. I want to start off very briefly because I have only five minutes to highlight one of the impacts of the 
now new way for local government in the metropolitan area and the effect that it has on the Peel region. The 
government’s announcement last Tuesday included the excising of the Shire of Serpentine Jarrahdale from the 
Peel region. It is currently one of the five local government authorities of the Peel region. As a result of the 
decision made last Tuesday, it has now been effectively excised from the Peel region because it will be 
amalgamated with the City of Armadale. The Peel region will effectively lose over 900 square kilometres of its 
region, and also a population of about 20 000 to 25 000 people. As we know, the Shire of Serpentine Jarrahdale 
has a rapidly growing population. That has major implications for the Peel region, particularly as the Peel region, 
in my view, is at great threat from this government in future reform to councils outside the metropolitan area. 
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The Premier and the government have made it very clear—this was reiterated today at the Western Australian 
Local Government Association annual general meeting, which both the minister and I attended and spoke at this 
afternoon, and the president of WALGA, Mayor Troy Pickard, repeated it to the audience there—that the reform 
of local government will now cross the metropolitan border into country Western Australia. The implications for 
us in Peel are stark, because we recognise that if the Premier is to effectively challenge the promise that has been 
made by the Leader of the National Party regarding the National Party continuing to oppose any forced 
amalgamations in regional Western Australia, some targets will be first on the Premier’s hit list. It is my firm 
view—this has been confirmed by some senior Liberals, I might say—that Mandurah and the local government 
authorities that make up the Peel region are in his sights, as are, in particular, the four local governments in the 
greater Bunbury area; namely, the City of Bunbury, the Shire of Capel, the Shire of Dardanup and the Shire of 
Harvey, particularly the area of Harvey that takes in Australind. 

This move by this government is a direct challenge to the so-called deal made between the Premier and the 
Leader of the National Party, but it is also a direct challenge to the very existence of the Peel region. It is of 
major concern to me when I hear that there are plans by this government to do one of two things. It could simply 
bring the City of Mandurah into the metropolitan area. I understand, minister, that there would need to be an act 
of Parliament or an amendment to bring Mandurah into the metropolitan area. Actually, I have heard of three 
options. One is to bring the City of Mandurah into the metropolitan area. The second is to amalgamate Mandurah 
and the Shire of Murray, and bring that new amalgamated entity into the metropolitan area, or, indeed, simply 
amalgamate Mandurah and the Shire of Murray but maintain them as an entity that is still outside the 
metropolitan area. 

Before any of this is decided, it is important that the people of Mandurah, my electorate and my region, are 
directly consulted, because we will fight any attempt to foist a decision on us without proper and effective 
consultation. We have a right to plead our case for our identity and for our aspirations. I simply ask the minister 
to consider that when that discussion is held in cabinet and, indeed, when that discussion is held even in the 
Liberal Party room. I think that some senior Liberal members who represent parts of the Peel region would be 
opposed to such a proposal. It looks as though the Deputy Speaker is going to sit me down. I will, of course, be 
able to continue my remarks if we bring this motion on at a future time. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
House adjourned at 7.00 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

290. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 

(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

299. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 

(a) could the Minister provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Minister for 
each respective department, agency or government-owned corporation the Minister is responsible for; 

(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 
(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 
(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 

of the department, agency or government-owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 

(e) could the Minster table a copy of each communication agreement? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
(a)  The agreements were signed by the Minister and sent to the Department of Fire and Emergency 

Services on 4 June 2013 and the Department of Corrective Services on 18 June 2013. 
(b)  Hon Joe Francis MLA, Minister for Emergency Services and Mr Wayne Gregson APM and Hon Joe 

Francis MLA, Minister for Corrective Services and Ms Heather Harker, Commissioner, Department of 
Corrective Services. 

(c)  Manager Office of the Commissioner, Ministerial Liaison Branch.  
(d)  Yes, State Emergency Management Committee signed 25 June 2013 and Fire and Emergency Services 

Superannuation Fund signed 29 June 2013. 
(e)  [See paper 615.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

311. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 

(a) could the Minister provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Minister for 
each respective department, agency or government-owned corporation the Minister is responsible for; 

(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 
(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 
(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 

of the department, agency or government-owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 

(e) could the Minster table a copy of each communication agreement? 
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Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Department of Education 

(a)  23 April 2013 

(b)  Hon Peter Collier MLC, Minister for Education and  
Ms Sharyn O’Neill, Director General, Department of Education 

(c)  On a day-to-day basis, the first point of contact is the Ministerial Services Unit.  

(d)  Not applicable. 

(e)  [See paper 620.] 

Country High School Hostels Authority  

(a) 17 May 2013 

(b) Hon Peter Collier MLC, Minister for Education and Ms Sharyn O’Neill, Chief Executive Officer, 
Country High School Hostels Authority. 

(c) Jim Hopkins, Director, Country High School Hostels Authority. 

(d) No. 

(e) [See paper 620.] 

Department of Education Services 

(a) 15 April 2013. 

(b) Hon Peter Collier, Minister for Education and Richard Strickland, Chief Executive Officer, Department 
of Education Services 

(c) Richard Strickland, Chief Executive Officer. 

(d) No. 

(e) [See paper 620.] 

Schools Curriculum and Standards Authority  
(a) 22 April 2013 

(b) Hon Peter Collier, Minister for Education and Allan Blagaich, Chief Executive Officer, School 
Curriculum and Standards Authority  

(c) Allan Blagaich, Chief Executive Officer 

(d) No 

(e) [See paper 620.] 

Department of Aboriginal Affairs 
(a) 2 April 2013 
(b) Hon Peter Collier MLC, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and Mr Cliff Weeks, Director General, 

Department of Aboriginal Affairs. 
(c) Mr Cliff Weeks, Director General, Department of Aboriginal Affairs 
(d) No 
(e) [See paper 620.] 

Department of Electoral Affairs  
(a) 17 April 2013 
(b) Hon Peter Collier, Minister for Electoral Affairs and Warwick Gately, Electoral Commissioner 
(c) Chris Avent, Acting Electoral Commissioner 
(d) No 
(e) [See paper 620.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

313. Mr M. McGowan to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Tourism: 
I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 
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(a) could the Deputy Premier provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Deputy 
Premier for each respective department, agency or government-owned corporation the Deputy Premier 
is responsible for; 

(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 

(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 

(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 
of the department, agency or government-owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 

(e) could the Deputy Premier table a copy of each communication agreement? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(a) The date when communication agreements were signed by the Deputy Premier are — 

Department of Health 15 April 2013 
Healthway 5 August 2013 
Health and Disability Services complaints office  1 August 2013 
Tourism Western Australia  15 April 2013 
Rottnest Island Authority 15 April 2013 

(b) The names of the signatories are — 

Department of Health 
Dr Kim Hames MLA, Deputy Premier, Minister for Health 
Dr David Russell-Weisz, Acting Director General, Department of Health 

Healthway 
Dr Kim Hames MLA, Deputy Premier, Minister for Health 
Dr Jo Clarkson, Acting Executive Director, Healthway 

Health and Disability Services complaints office 
Dr Kim Hames MLA, Deputy Premier, Minister for Health 
Ms Linley Anne Donaldson, Director, Health and Disability Services complaints office 

Tourism Western Australia 
Dr Kim Hames MLA, Deputy Premier, Minister for Tourism 
Hon Alyssa Hayden MLC, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Tourism 
Mr Peter Prendiville, Chairman, Tourism Western Australia 
Ms Stephanie Buckland, Chief Executive Officer, Tourism Western Australia 

Rottnest Island Authority 
Dr Kim Hames MLA, Deputy Premier, Minister for Tourism 
Hon Alyssa Hayden MLC, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Tourism 
Mr Paolo Amaranti, Chief Executive Officer, Rottnest Island Authority 

(c) Name of department contact for each agreement — 

Department of Health — Ms Patsy Turner, Director, Office of the Director General 
Healthway — Mr David Malone, Executive Director 
Health and Disability Services complaints office — Ms Linley Anne Donaldson, Director 
Tourism Western Australia — Ms Stephanie Buckland, chief executive officer 
Rottnest Island Authority — Mr Paolo Amaranti, Chief Executive Officer 

(d) As at 7 June 2013 communication agreements with Healthway and the Health and Disability Services 
complaints office were unsigned but have since been formalised. 

(e) Yes. [See paper 614.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

314. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 

I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 

(a) could the Premier provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Premier for 
each respective department, agency or government-owned corporation the Premier is responsible for; 

(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 

(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 
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(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 
of the department, agency or government-owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 

(e) could the Premier table a copy of each communication agreement? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 

Salaries and Allowances Tribunal 

The Salaries and Allowances Tribunal is an independent Tribunal established under the Salaries and Allowances 
Act 1975. 

The Tribunal is not an employing authority. Staff members of the Tribunal are Public Sector Commission 
employees covered under the Public Sector Commission Communication Agreement. 

Public Sector Commissioner  
(a)  22 February 2011. As the Premier and the Public Sector Commissioner for the 39th Parliament remain 

unchanged from the 38th Parliament, this Communication Agreement is still in effect. 

(b) The Premier and the Public Sector Commissioner  

(c) All contact is made initially with the Public Sector Commissioner  

(d) Not applicable  

(e) [See paper 612.] 

Gold Corporation 

Gold Corporation is exempt from entering into a s.74 Communications Agreement which falls under 
Schedule 1of the Public Sector Management Act 1994. 

Department of State Development 

(a) 27 June 2013. 

(b) Hon Colin Barnett, Premier; Minister for State Development; Science and Mr Stephen Wood, Director 
General, Department of State Development.  

(c) Mr Stephen Wood, Director General, Department of State Development. 

(d) Refer to (a). 

(e) [See paper 612.] 

Lotterywest  

(a) October 2008 and 4 July 2013. As the Premier and the Chief Executive Officer Lotterywest for the 39th 
Parliament remain unchanged from the 38th Parliament, the 2008 Communication Agreement would 
still be in effect, however a new Agreement was signed on 4 July 2013 for completeness.  

(b) Jan Stewart, Chief Executive Officer Lotterywest and Hon Colin Barnett, Premier. 

(c) Jan Stewart, Chief Executive Officer  

(d) Not applicable. 

(e) [See paper 612.] 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet 

(a) A Communication Agreement was signed on 30 January 2009 and a new agreement, to reflect transfer 
of the Office of Science into the Department of Premier of Cabinet from 1 July 2013, was signed on 
15 July 2013. An interim agreement for the science portfolio (Department of Commerce)  was signed 
on 9 April 2013 to reflect the Premier being Minister for Science from 21 March 2013. 

(b) Hon Colin Barnett MLA, Premier, Minister for Statement; Science and Mr Peter Conran, Director 
General, Department of Premier and Cabinet. 

(c) Mr Peter Conran, Director General, Department of Premier and Cabinet. 

(d) Not applicable. 

(e) [See paper 612.] 

ChemCentre 

(a) 24 July 2013. 
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(b) Peter McCafferty, A/CEO 

(c) Lee Bell, Executive Assistant 

(d) ChemCentre were initially required to correspond with the Premier’s Office through the Department of 
the Premier and Cabinet until such time as the Office of Science came into existence on 1 July 2013. 
Following this a revised communications agreement was drafted to reflect that all routine 
correspondence should be directed through the Office of Science for administrative purposes, this 
agreement was signed on 24 July 2013. 

(e) Yes 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — HOSPITALITY AND GIFTS 

335. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
Has the Minister or any officer or placement within the Minister’s office accepted any hospitality, invitation to 
an event, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 21 March 2013, and if 
so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; and 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
Minister Francis 

Riverton RSL Sub Branch 2013 ANZAC Dinner, $45 
The Weld Club ANZAC Dinner, $120 
AFL football match, West Australian Football Commission, $100 
Luncheon at The 500 Club, RAC, $150 

Ministerial Office Staff 

(a)  Two  

(b)–(c)  AFL football match, West Australian Football Commission, $100 Luncheon at The 500 Club, RAC, 
$150 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — HOSPITALITY AND GIFTS 

347. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

Has the Minister or any officer or placement within the Minister’s office accepted any hospitality, invitation to 
an event, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 21 March 2013, and if 
so: 
(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 

travel from a private company or individual; 
(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 

of the individual or private company that offered them; and 
(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 
Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  Nil  
(b)–(c)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — HOSPITALITY AND GIFTS 

349. Mr M. McGowan to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Tourism: 
Has the Deputy Premier or any officer or placement within the Deputy Premier’s office accepted any hospitality, 
invitation to an event, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 
21 March 2013, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 
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(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; and 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Deputy Premier 

Nil 

Office of the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Tourism 

(a) Two. 

(b)–(c) AFL football match with guest, Ramsay Health, $200 

One officer accepted accommodation and hospitality as part of a promotional celebration of a hotel 
opening in Greece while that officer was on annual leave. The event was not connected to the officer’s 
workplace duties. 

Gifts received in a personal capacity are not usually included in answers to parliamentary questions but 
in the interests of transparency this instance has been included. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — HON CHERYL EDWARDES/ HOLMAN FENWICK WILLAN  

351. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister or any staff member, officer or placement within the Minister’s Office 
has had any contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes or a representative of the company Holman Fenwick Willan LLP 
since 21 March 2013 and: 

(a) if yes, what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) meeting(s); 

(c) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(d) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
No 

(a)–(d)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — HON CHERYL EDWARDES/ HOLMAN FENWICK WILLAN  

363. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister or any staff member, officer or placement within the Minister’s Office 
has had any contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes or a representative of the company Holman Fenwick Willan LLP 
since 21 March 2013 and: 

(a) if yes, what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) meeting(s); 

(c) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(d) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(d)  Nil. 

It is possible that I or my staff have had incidental or social contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes or a 
representative of Holman Fenwick Willan LLP since 21 March 2013. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

369. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 
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(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
Department of Corrective Services 

(a)  Seven 

(b)–(d)  End of year function offered by IBM Perth. Estimated value is $50. The Department does not have a 
financial or commercial relationship with IBM Perth. 
End of year function offered by Cisco. Estimated value is $80. The Department does not have a 
financial or commercial relationship with Cisco. 

End of year function offered by CSC Australia. Estimated value is $70. The Department has a 
commercial relationship with CSC Australia as they provide IT services to the Department. 
Invitation to leadership event lunch offered by Murdoch University Executive Education Centre. 
Estimated value is $175. The Department does not have a financial or commercial relationship with 
Murdoch University. 

Dinner with executives offered by Serco. Estimated value is $70. The Department has a commercial 
relationship with Serco as they are contracted by the Department. 
2 x Return flights to Sydney and two nights’ accommodation to attend MSD Australia workshop 
offered by Prison Communicable Diseases Network (PCDN) and University of New South Wales 
(UNSW). Estimated value is $750. The Department does not have a financial or commercial 
relationship with PCDN or the UNSW. 

 Department of Fire and Emergency Services 

(a)  Eight 

(b)–(d)  St Johns Ambulance tent at the Broome Turf Club Family Day. Estimated value is $100. DFES has a 
financial relation with St Johns Ambulance in the provision of first aid  training 

Launch of a service vessel from Shell Australia. Estimated value is $50. There is no commercial or 
financial relationship.  

Entry to AAMI Stadium Adelaide and Corporate box. Estimated value is $75. There is no commercial 
or financial relationship. 
2 x tickets to the Telstra AFL Corporate box. Estimated value is $300. DFES has a financial 
relationship with Telstra for the provision of telecommunication  services 

2 x Australian Radio Communications Industry Association (ARCIA) annual  Perth Dinner provided by 
Tait Communications. Estimated value is $200. DFES has a financial relationship with Tait 
Communications for the provision of radio  equipment and its continued maintenance 

2 x 2 nights’ accommodation, Leeuwin Concert and corporate box from Telstra. Estimated value is 
$1000. DFES has a financial relationship with Telstra for the provision of telecommunication  services 

2 x Gold Class tickets to the screening of the film “The Great Gatsby” from Telstra. Estimated value is 
$100. DFES has a financial relationship with Telstra for the provision of telecommunication  services  
2 x tickets to the Rugby from the Chairman of Rugby WA. Estimated value is $200. There is no 
commercial or financial relationship. 

Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund  
(a)  None  
(b)–(d)  Not applicable.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

372. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Energy; Finance; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 
For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 
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(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 
Department of Finance 

(a)  25 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 617.]  

Horizon Power 

(a)  32  

(b)–(d)  [See paper 617.]  

Independent Market Operator 

(a)  7  

(b)–(d)  [See paper 617.]  

Office of Multicultural Interests 

Yes 

(a)  14  

(b)–(d)  [See paper 617.]  

Synergy 

(a)  Synergy is not aware of any corporate hospitality accepted which was not part of the official duties of 
the officer attending. 

(b)–(d)  Not applicable. 

Verve Energy 

(a)–(d)  [See paper 617.] 

Western Power 

(a)–(d)  [See paper 617.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

381. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 
(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 

travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Department of Education 

(a)  49  

(b)–(d)  [See paper 621.]  
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Country High Schools Hostels Authority  

(a)  None 

(b)–(d)  Not applicable 

Department of Education Services 

(a)  4 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 621.] 

Schools Curriculum and Standards Authority 

(a)  2  

(b)  End of Year drinks hosted by Grant Thornton 

(c)  Approximately $40 value ($80 total) 

(d)  Yes, Grant Thornton conducted an internal audit for SCSA. The function was hosted at the completion 
of all financial obligations and the terms of the contract were met. 

Department of Aboriginal Affairs 
(a)  Ten officers above Level 3.1 accepted gifts from a Private Company or Individual since 

1 November 2012 to 11 June 2013. 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 621.] 

Department of Electoral Affairs  

(a)  Five 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 621.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLES PROVISION 

416. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Premier: 
I refer to motor vehicles provided to senior executives above Level 9.1 (including all classes and divisions above 
Level 9.1); and ask at 7 June 2013, for each agency or department within the Premier’s portfolio of 
responsibilities: 

(a) what is the name of the executive or office-holder provided with a motor vehicle; 

(b) what is the title or position of the executive or office-holder provided with a motor vehicle; 

(c) what is the agency or department in which the executive or office-holder works; 

(d) what is the make and model of the motor vehicle; 

(e) is the vehicle leased or has it been purchased; 

(f) if purchased, what was the cost of purchasing the motor vehicle; and 

(g) if leased, what are the monthly lease costs of the vehicle? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
As at 7 June 2013: 

Gold Corporation 
Gold Corporation does not provide motor vehicles to senior executives. 
(a)–(g)  Not applicable 
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal 
The Tribunal does not have any staff at Level 9.1 or above, therefore the answer is 
(a)–(g)  Not applicable 
Lotterywest 
(a)–(g)  [See paper 613.] 
 Department of State Development 
(a)–(g)  [See paper 613.] 

Public Sector Commission 

(a)–(g)  [See paper 613.]  
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Department of the Premier and Cabinet 

(a)–(g)  [See paper 613.] 

ChemCentre 

(a)–(g)  [See paper 613.] 

PREMIER’S OFFICE — COSTS 

439. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier: 

I refer to the new Office of the Premier at 1 Parliament Place, West Perth, and I ask: 

(a) what has been the cost of security services for the Office since 1 November 2012; 

(b) what has been the cost of electricity for the Office since 1 November 2012; 

(c) what has been the cost of gas for the Office since 1 November 2012; 

(d) what has been the cost of water for the Office since 1 November 2012; 

(e) what been the cost of gardening and landscaping since 1 November 2012; and 

(f) what has been the cost of any internal office modifications or remedial works since 1 November 2012? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet 

(a) $394,656.58 (excluding GST)  

(b) $85,243.33 (excluding GST) 

(c) $568.77 (excluding GST) 

(d) Water for the Office of the Premier is still connected through the Constitutional Centre. Building 
management is currently resolving the matter to have each building separately metered. The latest 
account from the Water Corporation issued on 21 May 2013 for the period 13 November 2012 
to 15 May 2013 totals $443.30 for both buildings.  

(e) $24,062.56 (excluding GST). This includes costs of establishing garden beds and lawn areas. 

(f) No internal office modifications or remedial works have been undertaken since 1 November 2012 
beyond the agreed project scope. Work undertaken has been to rectify building defects and address 
matters not fully covered in the contract documentation. The rectification of construction defects is a 
cost to the builder and not a cost to the State. All State government building budgets include 
contingencies as a financial provision to address risks associated with the procurement methodology 
and unanticipated matters that arise throughout the delivery of the projects, including matters not 
covered in the contract documentation. 

SCHOOL STUDENTS — TRUANCY 

443. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister representing the Minister for Education: 

(1) What programs does the Education Department currently have to tackle truancy? 

(2) How many people does the Education Department employ whose main job is to deal with truancy 
matters? 

(3) What are the job titles and duties for all such persons and where are those persons located? 
(4) Will the Minister please outline the role of any other positions within the Education Department that 

deal with truancy as part of their job description? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 

(1) Absence from school does not equate to truancy. Truants are students who are absent without 
authorisation from school or parents. School programs to improve attendance include attendance 
incentive programs, reward programs, breakfast and lunch programs for students and the development 
of individual and group attendance plans in partnership with parents. 

The Department of Education has a range of strategies in place to support schools to monitor and 
manage student attendance, including: 
• SMS messaging tool for schools to inform parents of student absence; 

• Operation Redirect Daytime Safe Place in partnership with WA Police;  
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• Tri-Border Attendance Strategy; which enables participating schools in South Australia, Western 
Australia and the Northern Territory to view and monitor the attendance and enrolment histories of 
students enrolling in their schools. 

• in 2009, 40 schools with low attendance were identified to implement the Attendance Improvement 
Measure (AIM). In 2013, $1,738,750 in direct funding was provided to these schools; and 

• in 2013, an additional $360,000 was provided to education regions to assist in addressing particular 
regional attendance needs, identified through analysis of local data.  

Principals or their delegates must follow up with parents when a legitimate explanation for a child’s 
absence is not provided within three school days. 

(2)–(4) Every teacher in every school has a responsibility for student attendance. Schools and education regions 
may formally designate a staff member as a badged attendance officer. Badged attendance officers are 
legally authorised to stop, detain and question truanting or absent students during school hours. As 
at 19 July 2013, there were 283 badged attendance officers in schools, networks and regional offices. 

GOVERNMENT BOARDS AND COMMITTEES — MEMBERSHIP 

448. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier: 
I refer to your Circular 2010/02 and the statement that the Public Sector Commission (PSC) is developing a 
publicly accessible database of all State Government boards and committees, and that the database will include 
information on the purpose, membership, remuneration and term of operation of each board and committee, and 
ask: 
(a) when will information concerning the names of members of State Government boards and committees 

be available; 
(b) when will information concerning the remuneration of members of State Government boards and 

committees be available; and 
(c) is this information currently being actively compiled: 

(i) if yes to (c) which agency is compiling the information; and 
(ii) if no to (c) why not? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet 
(a)–(c) The Register of Government Boards and Committees was placed on the website of the Department of 

the Premier and Cabinet on 8 November 2012 following its tabling in the Legislative Assembly on that 
same day. It can be found under the section “consultation” on this website. The Register lists each 
Minister’s portfolio, the names of the boards and committees under that portfolio and the total number 
of boards and committees in the portfolio. The information is updated regularly based on board 
appointments approved by Government. The Department of the Premier and Cabinet is currently 
examining improvements to the website database. 

PUBLIC HOUSING — STATISTICS 

457. Mr F.M. Logan to the Minister for Housing: 
In relation to the State’s public housing stock as at 31 May 2013, I ask: 
(a) how many Department of Housing properties does the State currently hold (list as a state total and by 

region); 
(b) how many Department of Housing properties are currently tenanted (list as a state total and by region); 
(c) how many properties currently not tenanted are ready and awaiting new tenants (list as a state total and 

by region); 
(d) how many properties currently not tenanted are identified for, or awaiting, sale (list as a state total and 

by region); 
(e) how long, on average, do properties identified for sale remain vacant before they are sold; 
(f) how many properties currently not tenanted are either awaiting or undergoing major works or 

refurbishment (list as a state total and by region); 
(g) what is the average time properties remain vacant while undergoing major works or refurbishment; 
(h) how many properties currently not tenanted have been demolished and are awaiting a new build (list as 

a state total and by region); and 

(i) what is the average time properties remain vacant while undergoing a new build? 
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Mr W.R. Marmion replied: 
The Department of Housing advises: 

(a)  36 610: 
North Metropolitan 11 700 
South Metropolitan 6 884 
South East Metropolitan 7 133 
Great Southern 1 137 
South West 2 587 
Goldfields 1 113 
Mid West/Gascoyne 1 762  
Pilbara 1 466 
West Kimberley 1 144  
Wheatbelt 1 121 
East Kimberley 563 

(b) 35 511 
North Metropolitan 11 471 
South Metropolitan 6 771 
South East Metropolitan 6 850 
Great Southern 1 117 
South West 2 541 
Goldfields 1 065 
Mid West/Gascoyne 1 718  
Pilbara 1 287 
West Kimberley 1 119  
Wheatbelt 1 069 
East Kimberley 503 

(c)  87 
North Metropolitan 27  
South Metropolitan 7 
South East Metropolitan 27  
Great Southern 4 
South West 4 
Goldfields 4 
Mid West/Gascoyne 2 
Pilbara 2 
West Kimberley 3 
Wheatbelt 5 
East Kimberley 2 

(d)  124: 
North Metropolitan 45 
South Metropolitan 26 
South East Metropolitan 1 
Great Southern 3 
South West 5 
Goldfields 14 
Mid West/Gascoyne 1 
Pilbara 11 
West Kimberley Nil 
Wheatbelt 17 
East Kimberley 1 
Note: This includes properties which are held, prepared, listed and are for sale.  

(e) The Department is unable to answer this question 
Note: Properties identified for sale remain vacant for varying lengths of time. The Department sells 
properties through licenced real estate agents and the times properties remain on the market are 
impacted by region and market conditions. 

(f)  365: 
North Metropolitan 60  
South Metropolitan 19 
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South East Metropolitan 105 
Great Southern 7 
South West 12 
Goldfields 21 
Mid West/Gascoyne 27 
Pilbara 71 
West Kimberley 12 
Wheatbelt 11 
East Kimberley 20 

Note: this figure only includes properties that are being returned to a lettable standard for use by the 
Department and does not include properties that will be demolished or sold. 

(g)  141 days 

(h)  218 
North Metropolitan 25 
South Metropolitan 24 
South East Metropolitan 18 
Great Southern 12 
South West 13 
Goldfields 26 
Mid West/Gascoyne 17  
Pilbara 27 
West Kimberley 10  
Wheatbelt 18 
East Kimberley 28 

(i)  The Department is unable to answer this question as the question did not provide date parameters 

Note: The Kimberley region was divided into the East Kimberley and West Kimberley from July 2012. 

PUBLIC HOUSING — WAITLIST 

458. Mr F.M. Logan to the Minister for Housing: 
As at 31 May 2013: 

(a) what is the average wait time in weeks for public housing; 

(b) how many applicants have been on the wait-list for more than two years; and 

(c) how many applicants have been on the wait-list for more than five years? 

Mr W.R. Marmion replied: 

The Department of Housing advises: 

(a)  129 weeks. 

(b)  12 623 applications. 

(c)  3 955 applications. 

PUBLIC HOUSING — WAITLIST 

459. Mr F.M. Logan to the Minister for Housing: 
With reference to the priority wait-list for Department of Housing accommodation as at 31 May 2013, could the 
Minister advise the number of: 

(a) applicants on the priority housing wait-list; 

(b) applicants on the priority housing wait-list per district; 

(c) number of people overall associated with the priority wait list; 

(d) children and dependents associated with applicants on the priority housing wait-list; and 

(e) children and dependents associated with applicants on the priority housing wait-list per district? 

Mr W.R. Marmion replied: 

The Department of Housing advises: 

(a)–(b) [see below.] 
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Number of applications by Department of Housing 
regional boundary,  

2 896:  

North Metropolitan  1 158 
South Metropolitan  695 
South East Metropolitan  474 
Great Southern  90 
South West  36 
Goldfields  44 
Mid West/Gascoyne  15 
Pilbara  113 
West Kimberley  158  
Wheatbelt  32 
East Kimberley  81 
 

(c)  6 715 

(d) –(e)   
Number of children and dependents by Department 
of Housing regional boundary, 

3 799:  

North Metropolitan  1 370  
South Metropolitan  747 
South East Metropolitan  780 
Great Southern  81 
South West  48 
Goldfields  37 
Mid West/Gascoyne  25 
Pilbara  236 
West Kimberley  223  
Wheatbelt  49 
East Kimberley  203 

PUBLIC HOUSING — WAITLIST 

460. Mr F.M. Logan to the Minister for Housing: 
I refer to the former Minister for Housing’s answer to Question on Notice 7401 in which the Minister stated that 
the total number of people associated with the Department of Housing wait list as at 29 February 2012 
was 51,775 people, and I ask: 

(a) what is the total number of people associated with the wait list as at 31 May 2013; 

(b) what is the current wait list as a total number of applicants as at 31 May 2013; 

(c) what is the total number of children and dependents associated with the wait list as at 31 May 2013; 

(d) what is the current wait list as a total number of applicants per region as at 31 May 2013; 

(e) what is the total number of people associated with the wait list per region as at 31 May 2013; and 

(f) what is the total number of children and dependents associated with the wait list by region as at 
31 May 2013? 

Mr W.R. Marmion replied: 
The Department of Housing advises: 
(a)  46 395 

(b)  21 162 

(c)  23 440 

(d)  Number of applications by Department of Housing regional boundary:  

North Metropolitan 8 228 
South Metropolitan 3 630 
South East Metropolitan 3 767 
Great Southern 541 
South West 1 356 
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Goldfields 454 
Mid West/Gascoyne 782  
Pilbara 683 
West Kimberley 883 
Wheatbelt 385 
East Kimberley 453 

(e)  Number of people by Department of Housing regional boundary:  

North Metropolitan 18 789 
South Metropolitan 6 996 
South East Metropolitan 8 958 
Great Southern 1 043 
South West 2 648 
Goldfields 834 
Mid West/Gascoyne 1 633 
Pilbara 1 570 
West Kimberley 1 902 
Wheatbelt 767 
East Kimberley 1 255 

(f)  Number of children and dependents by Department of Housing regional boundary:  

North Metropolitan 9 720 
South Metropolitan 3 169 
South East Metropolitan 4 865 
Great Southern 435 
South West 1 201 
Goldfields 350 
Mid West/Gascoyne 815 
Pilbara 879 
West Kimberley 927 
Wheatbelt 351 
East Kimberley 728 

ABORIGINAL LANDS TRUST — SOUTH WEST  

461. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
(1) Can the Minister advise if all or some portion of the Aboriginal Lands Trust properties in the South 

West have been transferred to a Noongar Land Hold Trust or any other group, trust or organisation, and 
if yes: 

(a) who is or are the organisations that control the Noongar Land Hold Trust; 

(b) what government departments have been involved in these negotiations; 

(c) what Aboriginal groups, organisations or individuals have been involved in these negotiations; 
and 

(d) other than those already stated, have any other groups, organisations or individuals been 
involved in these negotiations and who were these groups, organisations or individuals? 

(2) Has this Noongar Land Hold Trust already been established or is it part of ongoing negotiations still 
being carried out between the State Government and the South West Land and Sea Council (SWALSC), 
and: 

(a) what aboriginal groups, organisations or individuals have been involved in these negotiations; 

(b) what aborignal groups, organisations or individuals have been involved in these negotiations; 
and 

(c) other than those already stated, have any other groups, organisations or individuals been 
involved of these negotiations and who were these groups, organisations or individuals? 

(3) What group, organisation or individual’s umbrella does the Noongar Land Hold Trust come under? 

(4) If the trust has not yet been established: 

(a) what is the status of the land and any money that has derived from the transfer of this land; 
(b) what negotiations are currently taking place to establish this trust; 
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(c) what government departments have been involved in these negotiations; 

(d) what aboriginal groups, organisations or individuals have been involved in these negotiations; 
and 

(e) what other groups, organisations or individuals other than those already stated have been 
involved of these negotiations and who were these groups, organisations or individuals? 

(5) Can the Minister advise how, if the Noongar Land Trust has not yet been established, Aboriginal Lands 
Trust land property in the South West can be transferred to the Noongar Land Hold Trust when 
negotiations between the State Government and the SWALSC are still in progress to establish this trust? 

(6) Can the Minister advise if and when the Aboriginal Lands Trust land is transferred across to the 
Noongar Land Hold Trust: 

(a) who will be the owners of the land and what will be the future use of the land; and 

(b) if the State Government is the new owner of the land what is the future planning for that land? 

(7) Can the Minister advise: 
(a) what organisations bank account money any resulting from the transfer of Aboriginal Lands 

Trust land to the Noongar Land Hold Trust will be deposited into; and 

(b) what negotiations have and will take place to ensure that all Aboriginal Communities in the 
South West benefit from this land transfer? 

(8) If this land is being transferred out of the hands of the Aboriginal Lands Trust, has a public consultation 
process taken place with the local Aboriginal communities in the South West and: 
(a) if not, why not; 

(b) if yes to (8), what public consultation has taken place; 

(c) if yes to (8), over what period of time has the public consultation occurred; 

(d) if yes to (8) which and how many Aboriginal Community groups, organisations and 
individuals were involved in the public consultation; and 

(e) if yes to (8), what was the outcome and what support was given from the Aboriginal 
communities living in the South West for the transfer of this land? 

(9) As part of the negotiations, have any guarantees been given to the Aboriginal Communities living in the 
South West as to where any profits made from the transfer of the Aboriginal Lands Trust land would be 
spent on projects to benefit their communities, and: 

(a) if not, why not; 

(b) if no to (9), how will any profits made from the transfer of this land be used; and 

(c) if yes to (9), which communities have been given these guarantees and what projects have been 
promised? 

(10) Can the Minister advise how much money has already gone or will go into the Noongar Land Hold 
Trust when the Aboriginal Lands Trust land is transferred, and: 

(a) if yes, who will be the beneficiaries of this money; and 

(b) if no, why not? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(1)  (a)–(d)  No.  As at 19 June 2013, for the financial year 2012-2013, the Aboriginal Lands Trust has 

transferred eight Lots. One Lot was transferred to the Noongar Charitable Trust and seven Lots 
to the Derbarl Yerrigan Health Service. These transfers are not part of any negotiations relating 
to the South West Settlement. 

(2)–(10)  The negotiations between the State and the South West Land and Sea Council (on behalf of the 
Noongar native title claimants) are still underway and the makeup and holding arrangement for any 
future settlement have not been finalised. 

AIR CHARTER SERVICES — GOVERNMENT CONTRACT 

472. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Premier: 
I refer to Question on Notice 7667 of 28 March 2012, regarding the Government’s contract for Air Charter 
Services, and I ask: 
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(a) what was the cost for both aircraft across all contracts and expenditure for the provision of the 
Ministerial Air Services Contract for each calendar month from March 2012 to May 2013 inclusive; and 

(b) what were the hours of operation for each aircraft for each calendar month from March 2012 to 
May 2013 inclusive? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet 

(a) From March 2012 to May 2013 the following costs were incurred in the below months for the Hawker 
Jet and King Air across all contracts and expenditure for the provision of the Ministerial Air Services 
Contract. This includes the cost of maintenance. 

March 2012  $792,791 
April  $289,425 
May  $874,625 
June  $650,655 
July  $572,589 
August  $409,247 
September  $606,546 
October  $564,342 
November  $583,272 
December  $252,233 
January 2013  $864,743 
February  $592,990 
March  $463,219 
April   $484,323 
May  $596,760 

(b) Hawker Jet King Air  

March 2012  28.4  12.1 
April   60.7  33 
May   47.7  10.9 
June   34.5  13.1 
July   22.3  36.4 
August   27.7  25.4 
September  39.3  12.2 
October   35.4  30.4 
November  46.2  10.1 
December  21.6  16.6 
January 2013  32.6  16.6 
February  14.7  13.1 
March   7.7  6.9 
April   18.2  3.2 
May   34.5  17.8 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

475. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490.  
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

478. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Energy; Finance; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 
(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 
Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

480. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Housing: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 

Mr W.R. Marmion replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

487. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 
(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 
Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 
492. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 
(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 
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Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

495. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Energy; Finance; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 

(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 

Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

497. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Housing: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 

(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 

Mr W.R. Marmion replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

SCHOOL STUDENTS — GLOBAL DEVELOPMENT DELAY 

500. Mr P.B. Watson to the Minister representing the Minister for Education: 
(1) Why must a child with Global Development Delay have a diagnosis by a paediatrician before they 

commence kindergarten if they are to be considered for support through Schools Plus? 
(2) Is the Minister aware that this discriminates against children whose parents do not have the skills to 

realise that their child’s development is delayed, or in regional areas where there is a shortage of 
paediatrician and a waiting time of up to six months for an appointment? 

(3) Is the Minister aware that this discriminates against children whose parents are unlikely to attend either 
playgroups or clinics? 

(4) Will the Minister consider changing the time of diagnosis to include when the child is in kindergarten? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(1)  The Department of Education based the eligibility criteria for Global Developmental Delay (GDD) on 

advice from the Department of Health that students would be assessed for GDD prior to accessing early 
intervention services and re-assessed on entry to school. This determines whether the intervention has 
resulted in the student making progress, or there is still evidence of significant developmental delay as 
the child is about to enter Kindergarten. If delay is evident despite the early intervention, then GDD is 
accepted as a provisional diagnosis. 

(2)–(3)  The reasons for not accessing early intervention services are beyond the control of the Department of 
Education. However, immediate support is available to students on entry to the public school system. 
Students identified at risk become a priority for the Statewide School Psychology Service, which is able 
to determine whether students are likely to have significant educational needs, an intellectual disability 
or autism spectrum disorder. 

(4)  No. GDD is a provisional category for children under the age of five years, when it cannot be reliably 
established why there is a delay in development. Some children can close developmental gaps quite 
quickly and the Department of Education exercises due caution in decisions about imputing a disability. 
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A diagnosis after entry to school should, therefore, be more specific than GDD, which is consistent with 
accepted worldwide standards. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

512. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 

(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
Money spent on the purchase and lease of art by agencies under the Minister’s jurisdiction is as follows: 

Department of Corrective Services  

(a)–(c)  Nil.  

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

Department of Fire and Emergency Services  

(a)  $331,651. This was included in the capital cost of the construction of the Emergency Services Complex 
in line with the Government’s ‘Percent for Art Scheme’ which requires projects above $2 million to set 
aside up to 1% of the construction budget for public art.  

(b)–(c)  Nil. 

(d)  Artworks for the Emergency Services Complex by artists are Mark Datodi and Steve Tepper are: 
• East and West Facing Walls - Artworks: Earth, Fire, Water and Air; 
• Courtyard Wall - Artwork: Cast concrete wall; 
• Courtyard Screens - Artwork: Laser cut design into metal screens and perforated sheeting; and 
• Entry Foyer of Building - Artwork: Suspended triangular shapes 

(e)  Not applicable. 

Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund  

(a)–(c) Nil.  

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

515. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Energy; Finance; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 

(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 

Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 
Department of Finance 
(a)  $265,645 (excludes GST) 
(b)  $37,011  
(c)  $6,318  
(d)  [See paper 618.]  
(e)  Not applicable. 
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Office of Multicultural Interests 

(a)–(c)  Nil. 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

518. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Housing: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 

(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 

Mr W.R. Marmion replied: 
The Department of Mines and Petroleum advises: 

(a)  $19 354.85 

(b)  $4 004.85 

(c)  $2 000 

(d)  Landscape Artwork by Jacinda Bayne; 
Aboriginal Artwork by Maureen Hudson Napijimpa; 
Aboriginal Artwork by Sheila Humphries; 
Aboriginal Artwork by Jorna Newberry; 
Aboriginal Artwork by Esther Bruno Nangla; 
Aboriginal Artwork by Geoffrey Woods; 
Aboriginal Artwork by Winda Barna. 

(e)  Not applicable 

The Department of Housing advises: 

(a)  $16 700 

(b)  $16 700 

(c)  Nil 
 

(d)   

ARTWORK ARTIST PRICE 

South West Balga Lance Chadd $800 
Kadjininy Wirin Boodja Lance Chadd $7 500 
Pinjarra Reserve 2012 Laurel Nannup $500 
Contract (Allawah Grove 2011) Sandra Hill $3 500 
Mission Kids Playing on Fence 2011 Pauline Moran $4 400 

(e)  Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

525. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 

(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 
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Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Department of Education 

(a)  $2,072,035 as part of the Percent for Art Scheme. 

(b)  $1,145,297 as part of the Percent for Art Scheme. 

(c)  $653,518 as part of the Percent for Art Scheme. 

(d)  Work is commissioned as part of the Percent for Art Scheme. Please refer to [See paper 622.] for a list 
of all projects for the last 12-month period and the commissioned artists. 

(e)  Not applicable 

Country High School Hostels Authority  

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable 

Department of Education Services 

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable 

Schools Curriculum and Standards Authority 

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable 

Department of Aboriginal Affairs 

(a)  $500.00 

(b)–(c)  Nil. 

(d)  A set of three paintings titled “The Colours of the Universe, 2011” by Wendy Jackamarra. 

(e)  Not applicable. 

Department of Electoral Affairs  

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL BUSINESS CONTRACTS 

537. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 

I refer to the announced changes to the Government’s procurement policies that exempted Aboriginal enterprises 
from the ‘Open and Effective Competition’ policy, announced by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and 
Minister for Finance on 9 November 2012, and I ask for every agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how many Aboriginal businesses have entered into contracts with Government agencies pursuant to 
these changes; 

(b) how many contracts have been entered into with Aboriginal businesses pursuant to these changes; 

(c) what is the average size of the contract that has been entered into as a result of these changes to the 
Government’s procurement policies; and 

(d) how many projects were awarded to Aboriginal enterprises for capital projects and what was the 
average size of each capital project? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
(a)  Nil 

(b)–(d)  Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL BUSINESS CONTRACTS 

543. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Housing: 

I refer to the announced changes to the Government’s procurement policies that exempted Aboriginal enterprises 
from the ‘Open and Effective Competition’ policy, announced by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and 
Minister for Finance on 9 November 2012, and I ask for every agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 
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(a) how many Aboriginal businesses have entered into contracts with Government agencies pursuant to 
these changes; 

(b) how many contracts have been entered into with Aboriginal businesses pursuant to these changes; 

(c) what is the average size of the contract that has been entered into as a result of these changes to the 
Government’s procurement policies; and 

(d) how many projects were awarded to Aboriginal enterprises for capital projects and what was the 
average size of each capital project? 

Mr W.R. Marmion replied: 
The Department of Mines and Petroleum advises: 

(a)–(b)  Nil 

(c)  Not applicable 

(d)  Nil 

The Department of Housing advises: 

(a)–(b)  4 

(c)  $80 170.95 

(d)  4.  $80 170.95 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL BUSINESS CONTRACTS 

550. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

I refer to the announced changes to the Government’s procurement policies that exempted Aboriginal enterprises 
from the ‘Open and Effective Competition’ policy, announced by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and 
Minister for Finance on 9 November 2012, and I ask for every agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 
(a) how many Aboriginal businesses have entered into contracts with Government agencies pursuant to 

these changes; 

(b) how many contracts have been entered into with Aboriginal businesses pursuant to these changes; 

(c) what is the average size of the contract that has been entered into as a result of these changes to the 
Government’s procurement policies; and 

(d) how many projects were awarded to Aboriginal enterprises for capital projects and what was the 
average size of each capital project? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Department of Education 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c)  Not applicable 

(d)  Nil 

Country High School Hostels Authority 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c)  Not applicable 

(d)  Nil 

Department of Education Services 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c)  Not applicable 

(d)  Nil 

Schools Curriculum and Standards Authority  

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c)  Not applicable 

(d)  Nil 
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Department of Aboriginal Affairs 
(a)  One. 
(b)  One. 
(c)  $12,000. 
(d)  Not applicable. 
Department of Electoral Affairs  
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c)  Not applicable 
(d)  Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL ECONOMIC STRATEGY 

554. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
I refer to the State Government’s Aboriginal Economic Participation Strategy 2012-2016 and I ask: 

(a) how many regional forums have been created to engage with Aboriginal people; 

(b) which forums have been created and how many times has each forum met; 

(c) has the governance and leadership development program been established, and: 
(i) if so, when was it established; 
(ii) how many Aboriginal people are currently participating in the program; and 
(iii) if the program has not been established, when will it be established; 

(d) who is providing the tailored corporate and community governance training and development to 
Aboriginal corporations and commercial trusts, and: 
(i) how many corporations and commercial trusts have participated in this training; 
(ii) which corporations and commercial trusts have participated in this training; and 
(iii) if the training is not yet being provided, when will it be provided; 

(e) has the partnership with the private sector to sponsor Aboriginal entrepreneurship and the professional 
development of business managers and in-house professionals been established, and: 

(i) if so, who is involved in the partnership; and 

(ii) if the partnership has not been established, when will it be established; 

(f) has there been any promotion of the participation of Aboriginal people in industry forums, and: 
(i) if so, how has this promotion occurred; 
(ii) how many Aboriginal people have now participated in industry forums as a result of this 

promotion; and 
(iii) if the promotion has not yet started, when will it start; 

(g) have any programs that ‘contribute to the retention of Aboriginal students in the education system’ have 
been extended, and: 
(i) if so, which specific programs have been extended; and 
(ii) if not, why has this not taken place; 

(h) has there been an increase in the participation and completion of Aboriginal School Based 
Apprenticeship and Trainee programs, and: 
(i) if so, by how much has participation and completion of the programs increased; and 
(ii) if so, by how much have they increased; 

(i) has there been an increase in the ‘uptake, retention and completion of apprenticeships and traineeships 
with Main Road Western Australia and if so, by how much has participation and completion of the 
programs increased; 

(j) has the Western Australian Public Sector reached its Aboriginal employment target of 3.2 per cent, and: 

(i) if not, what is the current aboriginal employment rate in the Western Australian Public Sector; 
and 

(ii) when is it anticipated that the Western Australian Public Sector will reach this target; 
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(k) has there been any promotion of the benefits of employment to Aboriginal people living in remote 
communities, and: 

(i) if so, how has this promotion occurred; 

(ii) in what communities has the promotion taken place; and 

(iii) if the promotion has not yet started, when will it start; 

(l) has there been any investigation to establishing ‘new work camps for Aboriginal prisoners that provide 
a pathway into employment’, and: 

(i) if so, what locations for these work camps have been looked into; 

(ii) what will be the capacity of these camps be; 

(iii) who will be responsible for running these camps; and 

(iv) if investigations have not begun, when will they commence; and 
(m) has a public directory of Aboriginal Businesses been established, and: 

(i) if so, when was it established; 

(ii) how many businesses are listed on the directory; 

(iii) is the directory publically available; and 

(iv) if the directory has not yet been established, when will it be established? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(a) One. 

(b) Forum to inform Aboriginal contractors of the contracting opportunities under the National Partnership 
Agreement on Remote Indigenous Housing 2014-18 Program. Twice. 

(c) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

(iii) This matter should be referred to the Minister for Regional Development. 

(d) Training will be provided by people qualified and experienced in corporate and community governance 
depending on the specific governance needs of each organisation. 

(i) Nil. 

(ii) Not applicable. 

(iii) Training will be provided over the 2013-14 and 2014-15 financial years. 

(e) This matter should be referred to the Minister for Small Business. 

(f) This matter should be referred to the Minister for Small Business. 

(g) Yes.  
(i) Follow the Dream: Partnerships for Success, Clontarf Football Academies, Passport Program 

and Agricultural Colleges. 

(ii) Not applicable. 

(h) This matter should be referred to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development. 

(i) This matter should be referred to the Minister for Transport. 

(j) This matter should be referred to the Minister for Public Sector Management. 

(k) This matter should be referred to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development. 

(l) This matter should be referred to the Minister for Corrective Services. 

(m) This matter should be referred to the Minister for Small Business. 

ABORIGINAL EMPLOYMENT STRATEGY 

555. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
I refer to section 18 of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 and I ask: 

(a) since 1 January 2008 how many applications were made pursuant to section 18 of the Aboriginal 
Heritage Act 1972; 
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(b) of the applications pursuant to section 18, on how many occasions was consent not provided by the 
Minister; and 

(c) in respect of recommendations received from the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee (ACMC) 
regarding applications pursuant to section 18 of the Aboriginal Heritage Act, how many times did the 
Minister not accept the recommendation of the ACMC? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(a)  The Department of Aboriginal Affairs received 646 section 18 applications between 1 January 2008 

to 14 June 2013. 
(b)  One. 
(c)  17. 

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE ACT 1972  

556. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
In respect of Aboriginal heritage sites, why has the Government conflated past categories (interim and stored 
data and non-sites) into a category of Aboriginal site titled ‘other heritage places’ and: 
(a) when was this category created; 
(b) what criteria are used to place sites in this category; 
(c) what is the legislative basis for the creation of this category; 
(d) have sites been removed from the Register of Places and Objects and placed in this category and if so, 

which sites have been so removed; and 
(e) what is the level of protection received by places that are categorised as ‘other heritage places’? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(a)  October 2010. 
(b)  If sites are not registered under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972, they are classified as ‘other heritage 

places’. 
(c)  The creation of the ‘other heritage places’ category is an administrative measure to clarify for external 

users the distinction between registered sites which have legal status under the Aboriginal Heritage 
Act 1972 and other places which do not.  

(d)  No sites have been removed from the register. However, from time to time, the Aboriginal Cultural 
Material Committee reassesses sites based on new information. Following this assessment, some sites 
are placed into this category but are not removed from the system. The Department maintains 
approximately 33,000 site files. 

(e)  Only sites that meet the definition of section 5 are afforded protection under the Aboriginal Heritage 
Act 1972. 

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE ACT 1972 

557. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
I refer to the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972, and, specifically, the Register of Places and Objects and ask: 
(a) over the past 12 months, has the Government removed any Aboriginal sites from the Register of Places 

and Objects and if so, how many and what were the reasons for the removal; 
(b) which specific sites have been removed from the Register over the past 12 months; 
(c) how was the Western Australian community consulted about the removal of Aboriginal sites from the 

Register; and 
(d) who were the Aboriginal people with whom you consulted on the removal of sites from the Register in 

respect of each site removed? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(a)  No. 
(b)–(d)  Not applicable.  

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE ACT 1972  

558. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
How many Aboriginal sites were held on the Register of Places and Objects pursuant to the Aboriginal Heritage 
Act 1972 as at: 
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(a) 1 January 2008; 
(b) 1 January 2009; 
(c) 1 January 2010; 
(d) 1 January 2011; 
(e) 1 January 2012; and 
(f) 1 January 2013? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(a)  12,730. 
(b)  13,219. 
(c)  14,117. 
(d)  14,554. 
(e)  15,024. 
(f)  15,776. 

SCHOOLS PLUS FUNDING — BROOME 

561. Dr A.D. Buti to the Minister representing the Minister for Education: 
(1) What percentage of students attending government schools in Broome received Schools Plus funding? 

(2) How does this compare to similar population size non-metropolitan towns? 

(3) How does this compare to the Perth metropolitan area? 

(4) What resources and assistance (if any) are provided from the Department of Education to staff in non-
metropolitan schools in making applications for Schools Plus Funding? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(1)  3.02% 

(2)  Esperance area: 2.26%, Geraldton area: 3.29% 

(3)  Perth metropolitan area: 3.19% 

(4)  Consulting teachers from the School for Special Educational Needs support students with special needs 
and advise on the Schools Plus application process. 

Step-by-step instructions, eligibility criteria and support documentation is provided online through the 
Schools Plus website. 
Schools Plus Senior Consultants provide telephone and email support as required. 

In 2013, a Schools Plus Senior Consultant presented a half-day training session in the Kimberley region 
to school administrators and learning support coordinators to facilitate the application process. 

In addition, School Psychologists are allocated to all public schools through Statewide Services.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CROSBY/ TEXTOR RESEARCH 

562. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Crosby/Textor Research, since 21 March 
2013 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 

No  

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES — SANTORO CONSULTING 

567. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Santoro Consulting, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
No  

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

572. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda &Wills, since 21 March 2013 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
Yes  

(a)  29 May 2013 

(b)  CareFlight Limited  

(c)  Briefing on CareFlight’s interest in developing a critical care retrieval service in the South West  

(d)  Yes  

(e)  Chairman of Careflight, Hon Dr Andrew Refshauge CEO of CareFlight, Mr Derek Colenbrander Mr 
Fraser Allen, Business Partnerships, CareFlight 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — PROFESSIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS 

577. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Professional Public Relations (PPP), 
since 21 March 2013 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 

No. 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES — KREAB GAVIN ANDERSON 

582. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson, since 21 March 
2013 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
No  

(a)–(e) Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — BARTON DEAKIN 

587. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Barton Deakin, since 21 March 2013 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
Mr Eacham Curry was my former Chief of Staff until Monday 15 April 2013 when he informed me was 
resigning to commence employment with Barton Deakin. His duties in my office ceased immediately.  
(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CANNINGS PURPLE 

592. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Cannings Purple, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
No. 
(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GRA EVERINGHAM 

597. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist GRA Everingham, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
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(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
Yes  

(a)  28 March 2013, 19 April 2013 

(b)  Serco 

(c)  Introduction and meet and greet  

(d)  No  

(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — FTI CONSULTING 

602. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist FTI Consulting, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
No  

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CROSBY/ TEXTOR RESEARCH 

615. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Crosby/Textor Research, since 1 July 
2012 and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e) Nil 

It is possible that I or my staff have had incidental or social contact with representatives of Crosby/Textor 
Research, since 1 July 2012. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — SANTORO CONSULTING 

627. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Santoro Consulting, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
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(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  Nil 

It is possible that I or my staff have had incidental or social contact with representatives of Santoro Consulting, 
since 1 July 2012. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

639. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda &Wills, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e) [See paper 623.] 

It is possible that I or my staff have had incidental or social contact with representatives of Duda &Wills, 
since 1 July 2012. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — PROFESSIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS 

651. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Professional Public Relations (PPP), 
since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  [See paper 624.] 

It is possible that I or my staff have had incidental or social contact with a representative of Professional Public 
Relations since 1 July 2012.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — KREAB GAVIN ANDERSON 

663. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
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(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  [See paper 625.] 

It is possible that I or my staff have had incidental or social contact with a representative of Kreab Gavin 
Anderson since 1 July 2012.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — BARTON DEAKIN 

675. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Barton Deakin, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  [See paper 626.] 
It is possible that I or my staff have had incidental or social contact with representatives of Barton Deakin, 
since 1 July 2012. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CANNINGS PURPLE 

687. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Cannings Purple, since 1 July 2012 and, 
if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  [See paper 627.] 
It is possible that I or my staff have had incidental or social contact with a representative of Cannings Purple 
since 1 July 2012.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CANNINGS PURPLE 

689. Mr M. McGowan to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Tourism: 
Could the Deputy Premier advise if the Deputy Premier, or any staff member or placement within the Deputy 
Premier’s Offices, has had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Cannings Purple, 
since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Deputy Premier and his current minister staff have had the following 
contact via email related to government business. The Deputy Premier and his ministerial staff may have had 
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contact with representatives of Cannings Purple for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or 
irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 
(a) 25 January 2013 
(b) Cannings Purple 
(c) Request for a Department of Health contact regarding guidelines for the disposal of clinical waste. 
(d) No. 
(e) Email was between Linda Reddi and Melinda Hayes. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — FTI CONSULTING 

699. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist FTI Consulting, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  [See paper 628.] 

It is possible that I or my staff have had incidental or social contact with a representative of FTI Consulting 
since 1 July 2012.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GRA EVERINGHAM 

711. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist GRA Everingham, since 1 July 2012 and, 
if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  [See paper 629.] 

It is possible that I or my staff have had incidental or social contact with a representative of GRA Everingham 
since 1 July 2012.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — PLANT HIRE OR PURCHASE 

715. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
(1) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within each department 

and agency within the Minister’s portfolios since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company 
or companies through which flowers or plants have been hired or purchased? 

(2) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within the Minister’s 
Office since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company or companies through which flowers 
or plants have been hired or purchased? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
Office of Minister Francis  

(1)  See responses below. 
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(2)  Nil  

Department of Corrective Services  

(1)  $600.87 from Broome Florist, Karratha Florist, Tracey’s Flowers, Fast Flowers Pty Ltd, Flowermagic 
and Archer Street Flowers.  

(2)  Not applicable. 

Department of Fire and Emergency Services  

(1)  Nil  

(2)  Not applicable. 

Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund 

(1)  Nil  

(2)  Not applicable.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — PLANT HIRE OR PURCHASE 

718. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Energy; Finance; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 

(1) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within each department 
and agency within the Minister’s portfolios since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company 
or companies through which flowers or plants have been hired or purchased? 

(2) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within the Minister’s 
Office since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company or companies through which flowers 
or plants have been hired or purchased? 

Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 
(1)  Department of Finance, $7,352.86 from Ambius. 

(2)  Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — PLANT HIRE OR PURCHASE 

728. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

(1) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within each department 
and agency within the Minister’s portfolios since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company 
or companies through which flowers or plants have been hired or purchased? 

(2) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within the Minister’s 
Office since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company or companies through which flowers 
or plants have been hired or purchased? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(1)  Department of Education 

$9,446.60 Active Foundation Inc and Rentokil Initial Pty Ltd 

Country High School Hostels Authority  
Nil 
Department of Education Services  
$1,231.92 Ambius 
School Curriculum and Standards Authority 
Hiring of plants (21/3/2013 - 11/7/2013) $1,901.82 
Floral arrangements in office nil 
Purchase of flowers  $171.00  
Department of Aboriginal Affairs 
Nil 

Department of Electoral Affairs  
$1,386.18, Indoor Gardens 
 

(2)   $1,011.36, Ambius  
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

732. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 

(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; 

(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; and 

(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s 
Ministerial Officers? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

745. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 

(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; 

(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; and 

(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s 
Ministerial Officers? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENT AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING 

749. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 

(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 

(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 

(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 

(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 

(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non-fleet vehicles; 

(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 

(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 

(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non-fleet vehicles; and 

(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
Responsibility for maintenance of vehicles lies with the individual vehicle custodian. This includes responsibility 
to keep the vehicle clean and in a roadworthy state. Commercial cleaning includes where a fee has been paid for 
a cleaning service done by a third party. This does not include automated external car wash facilities. 
Department of Corrective Services  

(1)  (a)  421 

(b)  321 

(2)  (a)  $300.01 
(b) Nil 
(c) Equal Enterprises, 56 Forrest Street, Northam WA 6401 

Upper Great Southern Family Support Association, 107 Federal Street, Narrogin WA 6312 
(d) $150 
(e) Nil 
(f) Esperance Detailing, 2 Arthur Street, Esperance WA 6450  
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Department of Fire and Emergency Services 
(1) (a) 200 

(b) 9 
(2) (a)–(c) Nil 

(d) $2,126.38 (exclusive of GST) 
(e) Nil 
(f) Geraldton Car Wash 229 Lester Ave Geraldton WA 6530 

Car Care Mindarie Mobile Car Cleaning 
Fat Cats Car Wash &Detailing 8 Vine St, Albany WA 6330 
Champagne Cleaning 4 Rosevilla Court Dunsborough WA 6281 
Manjimup Toyota PO Box 587 Manjimup, WA 6258 
Car CareHigh St Fremantle WA 6160 
Extreme Makeover Cleaning PO Box 1625 Toodyay Perth WA 6566 

 Fire & Emergency Services Superannuation Fund 
(1) (a)–(b) One 
(2) (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable  
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

 SCHOOL CLEANERS — SAFETY 

765. Ms J.M. Freeman to the Minister representing the Minister for Education: 
I refer to the 2009 Review of the Physical Safety of Cleaners in Western Australian Schools and the 
recommendation that all cleaning staff in large schools be allocated two-way radios plus training to use the 
radios, and I ask: 
(a) given that the recommendation said all schools will have this equipment by 30 June 2010, have the 

following schools been issued with the security alarms, two way radios or mobile phones as per the 
review’s recommendations: 

(i) Alinjarra Primary School; 
(ii) Balga Primary School; 
(iii) Balga Senior High School; 
(iv) Boyare Primary School; 
(v) Burbridge School; 
(vi) Dryandra Primary School; 
(vii) Gladys Newton School; 
(viii) Illawarra Primary School; 
(ix) Koondoola Primary School; 
(x) North Balga Primary School; 
(xi) Waddington Primary School; 
(xii) Warriapendi Primary School; 
(xiii) Westminster Ed Support Centre; 
(xiv) Westminster Junior Primary School; and 
(xv) Westminster Primary School; and 

(b) if the schools are still without the security alarms, two way radios or mobile phones, when will they be 
provided with them? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  Schools were advised in May 2010 that where they believed that cleaner safety was at risk, they should 

ensure security measures were put in place for cleaners. 
• Dryandra Primary School has supplied their cleaners with two-way radios, and the cleaner-in-

charge has a mobile telephone; 

• North Balga Primary School has supplied two-way radios to their cleaners.  

• All other schools listed have advised that the majority of cleaners or the cleaners in charge have 
their own mobile telephones. 
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(b)  Individual schools will continue to assess the type of personal security measures that will be made 
available for their cleaners. It is the responsibility of each Principal to provide security measures that 
meet the needs of their cleaners. 

JUVENILE DETAINEES — TRANSPORT 

766. Ms J. Farrer to the Minister for Corrective Services: 
Can the Minister advise for the years 2009–2010, 2010–2011, 2011–2012 and 2012–2013 (to date), for the 
juvenile populations of Banskia Hill and Rangeview detention centres, the following: 
(a) the number of juveniles transported from the Kimberly region to: 

(i) Banskia Hill; and 

(ii) Rangeview; 

(b) the modes of transport deployed; 

(c) the average cost of transport for each of the modes of transport outlined in (b) from the Kimberly to: 

(i) Banskia Hill; and 

(ii) Rangeview; 

(d) the average length of stay in: 

(i) Banskia Hill; and 

(ii) Rangeview; and 

(e) the average cost of stay in: 

(i) Banskia Hill; and 

(ii) Rangeview? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
In November 2010, the Department of Corrective Services (the Department) commenced a pilot trial for the 
transportation of young people from regional areas. Due to the success of the pilot, the Department took over 
formal responsibility from Western Australia Police for the service in November 2011. Subsequently, the 
Department can only provide data from this period onwards.  

Further, all young people were transported to Rangeview Remand Centre (RRC) from November 2010 to 
October 2012 in which month the amalgamation of Banksia Hill Detention Centre (BHDC) was finalised.  

(a)  (i)  1 November 2010 to 30 June 2011: Nil 

2011/12: Nil 

2012/13: 100 (Please note that young people were not transferred to BHDC directly prior 
to 12 October 2012 when the amalgamation was completed.) 

(ii)  1 November 2010 to 30 June 2011: 147 

2011/12: 185 

2012/13: 42 

(b)  The Department advises that young people from the Kimberley region are transported by aircraft via 
domestic or charter flights. 

(c)   The Department advises that cost of transportation did not differentiate between RRC and BHDC. 
Young people are flown to respective airports and then transported to youth detention centres by 
vehicle. Subsequently the Department has provided total costs per financial year below. 

(i)   1 November 2010 to 30 June 2011: $519,471 

2011/2012: $662,870 

1 July 2012 to 24 June 2013: $667,774 (Please note that young people were not transferred to 
BHDC directly prior to 12 October 2013 when the amalgamation was completed). 

(d)  (i)–(ii)  Average Days in Facility per Detention Stay 

2009/2010 2010/2011 2011/12 1/7/12–15/6/13  

BHDC  75.26  76.49  84.06  24.32  

RRC   10.12  11.5  12.41  10.31*  
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HJDC** 46.36*** 

• It is noted that young people were moved from RRC to BHDC on 12 October 2012. 

** Hakea Juvenile Detention Centre 

*** It is noted that young people were moved from BHDC to HJDC on 20 
January 2013 following the disturbance at BHDC. 

The Department advises that the average stays in BHDC are higher than those in RRC 
as BHDC initially catered, for sentenced detainees only. Only Remand and Arrest 
status detainees were held in RRC. Sentenced periods are much longer than Remand 
periods; Arrest periods are very short, often less than 24 hours. Therefore the average 
stay length in BHDC is higher than that in RRC. 

During the period 1 July 2012 to 15 June 2013, Remand and Arrest detainees were 
moved to BHDC. That reduced the average stay lengths in BHDC as compared with 
previous years. 

(e)  The Department advises that for part e (i-ii), costs below have been based on direct site costs for the 
below responses and exclude: 
• Departmental executive services; 
• Maintenance; 
• Corporate costs (e.g. depreciation and amortisation expenses); 
• Health services; 
• Education services; 
• Program services; and 
• Juvenile transport. 
No information has been provided for year to date 2012-13 as due to the closure of RRC as a detention 
centre in November 2012 and the incident at BHDC in January 2013 some costs at present are not 
accurately reflected against the correct site. 

 (i)   Banksia Hill  
2009-10 - $23k 
2010-11 - $24k 
2011-12 - $27k 

(ii)   Rangeview  
2009-10 - $3k 
2010-11 - $4k 
2011-12 - $4k 
Higher costs at BHDC are due to longer periods of detention for sentenced offenders.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STOLEN COMPUTERS AND MOBILE PHONES 

770. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

For each department, agency or government-trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask: 

(a) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(b) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; 

(c) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen notebook computers; 

(d) how many mobile phones have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(e) how many mobile phones have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; and 

(f) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen mobile phones? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Department of Education 

(a)  7 

(b)  234 

(c)  Estimated value: $241,000 
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(d)  1 

(e)  17 

(f)  Estimated value: $8,100 

Country High Schools Hostels Authority 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d)–(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable. 

Department of Education Services 

(a)–(b)  Nil 

(c)  Not applicable 

(d)–(e)  Nil 

(f)  Not applicable 

School Curriculum and Standards Authority  

(a)–(b)  Nil 

(c)  Not applicable 

(d)–(e)  Nil 

(f)  Not applicable 

Department of Aboriginal Affairs 

(a)–(b)  Nil 

(c)  Not applicable 

(d)  Nil 

(e)  Two 

(f)  Estimated total cost $1,584.00 

Department of Electoral Affairs  

(a)–(b)  Nil 

(c)  Not applicable 

(d)–(e)  Nil 

(f)  Not applicable 

 GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STOLEN COMPUTERS AND MOBILE PHONES  

783. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Emergency Services; Corrective Services; Veterans: 
For each department, agency or government-trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask: 
(a) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 
(b) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; 
(c) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen notebook computers; 
(d) how many mobile phones have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 
(e) how many mobile phones have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; and 
(f) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen mobile phones? 
Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
Department of Corrective Services  
(a)–(c)  Nil 
(d)  17 
(e)  4 
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(f)   $5,478 

Department of Fire and Emergency Services  
(a)  1 
(b)  3 
(c)  $1,520.00 
(d)  2 
(e)  5 
(f)  $3,394.00 
Fire & Emergency Services Superannuation Fund 

(a)–(f)  Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING 

787. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Education; Aboriginal Affairs; 
Electoral Affairs: 

(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 

(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 

(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 

(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 

(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 

(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non-fleet vehicles; 

(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 

(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 

(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non-fleet vehicles; and 

(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Department of Education 
1  (a)  483 vehicles 

(b)  174 vehicles 
2  (a)  $3,732.50 

(b)  Non-fleet vehicles are generally located in schools, which take responsibility for cleaning the 
vehicles. The cost of cleaning these vehicles is not kept centrally. 

(c)  A1 Car Detailing is used to commercially clean vehicles located at  
151 Royal Street, East Perth. The remaining vehicles are cleaned by local providers as 
required. 

(d)  There has been no expenditure on detailing fleet vehicles. 
(e)  Non-fleet vehicles are generally located in schools and are not detailed. However, some 

vehicles located in remote areas are cleaned internally as the interiors become heavily soiled 
due to the environment in which they operate. The cost of cleaning these vehicles is not kept 
centrally. 

(f)  Not applicable. 

Country High School Hostels Authority  

1  (a)  2 cars 

(b)  25 buses 

 2  (a)–(b)  Nil. 

(c)  Not applicable 

(d)–(e)  Nil 

(f)  Not applicable 
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Department of Education Services 

1   (a) 10 

(b) Nil 

2   (a) $153.00 

(b) Nil 

(c) BP Connect, 386 Scarborough Beach Rd, Innaloo BP Connect Carlisle, Orrong Road, Carlisle 
BP Connect Wembley, 240 Cambridge Street, Wembley 

(d)–(e) nil 

(f) Not applicable 

School Curriculum and Standards Authority 

1  (a) 12 

(b) Nil 

2  (a) $15.00 

(b) Not applicable 

(c) BP Garage Innaloo 

(d)–(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable  

Department of Aboriginal Affairs 

1  (a) 41 

(b) Two 

2  (a) $462.00 
(b) Nil 
(c) [See paper 630.] 
(d) $591.50 
(e) Nil 
(f) [See paper 630.] 

Department of Electoral Affairs  

1  (a) 2 

(b) 2 

2 (a)–(f) Not applicable. 

PUBLIC HOUSING — ARMADALE 

797. Dr A.D. Buti to the Minister for Housing: 
I refer to your answer for Question on Notice No. 270 concerning Department of Housing properties in both the 
City of Armadale and the electorate of Armadale and the fact that in the last 4.5 years, 118 new Homeswest 
dwellings have been purchased in the City of Armadale, in the equivalent time frame and ask: 
(a) how many dwellings have been purchased in other metropolitan Local Government Authorities and 

what is the breakdown of numbers in each suburb of every metropolitan Local Government Authority, 
including in the City of Armadale; 

(b) of the stated 1000 houses in the City of Armadale: 

(i) what are the individual statistics for each suburb making up the City of Armadale; 

(ii) what percentage of dwellings in each suburb in the City of Armadale are Homeswest 
dwellings; and 

(iii) please provide Homeswest/non-Homeswest density comparisons with all metropolitan 
suburbs; 

(c) of the people evicted from Homeswest properties in the City of Armadale, how many have now been 
rehoused in Homeswest properties in the City of Armadale; and 
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(d) if a tenant is evicted from a Homeswest property, are they then placed at the bottom of the waiting list 
or do they leapfrog those who are currently at the top of the list? 

Mr W.R. Marmion replied: 
The Department of Housing advises: 

(a)  [See paper 619.] 

(b)  (i)  The total number of public and community housing dwellings (as at 30 April 2013) for the 
City of Armadale, by suburb, is as follows: 

Armadale:  481 
Brookdale:  98 
Camillo:  86 
Harrisdale: 3 
Haynes:  2 
Kelmscott: 222 
Mount Nasura: 3 
Mount Richon: 2 
Roleystone: 18  
Seville Grove: 85 
Total:  1000 

(ii)  The percentage of public and community housing dwellings (as at 2011) in the City of 
Armadale, by suburb, is as follows: 

Armadale:  7.87 per cent 
Brookdale: 10.97 per cent 
Camillo:  3.42 per cent 
Harrisdale: nil 
Haynes:  2.13 per cent 
Kelmscott: 3.97 per cent 
Mount Nasura:  0.25 per cent 
Mount Richon: 0.23 per cent 
Roleystone: 0.75 per cent 
Seville Grove:  2.51 per cent 
Total:  2.13 per cent 

(iii)  Public Housing represents 3.72 per cent of all metropolitan dwellings.  

(c)  The Department captures figures for tenancies vacated post termination notice, post court order and 
through bailiff eviction. Figures are reported by Department regions and are not captured by city/town 
or by the number of tenant who are rehoused. 

 

(d)  After a tenant has vacated a property, including where a termination of tenancy has occurred, they may 
reapply for housing. Applicants will be assisted according to the date of their approved housing 
application. The Department reserves the right to refuse assistance or place conditions of further 
assistance to any applicants with substantiated breaches of the Residential Tenancies Act 1987.  

HOSPITALS — MRI SCANNERS 

800. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the availability of MRI scans in Western Australian Public Hospitals and I ask: 

(a) which public hospitals in Western Australian have MRI scanners; 

(b) how many hours per week are these MRI scanners used in each public hospital; 

(c) what are the hours of operation in each public hospital; 

(d) how many urgent and how many non-urgent patients are currently on the waitlist for an MRI scan; 

(e) what was the average wait time for urgent and a non-urgent patients for an MRI scan, on 31 May for the 
following years: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
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(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013; 

(f) since June 2012 how many public patients have been referred to private health providers for MRI scans, 
and what were the reasons for this; 

(g) for each MRI scan referred to a private health service provider what is the average cost to the 
Department of Health; 

(h) how many MRI scanners have been purchased since January 2008 for the Western Australian public 
health system; 

(i) what is the projected need for MRI Scanners in Western Australia for the next four years; and 

(j) does the Department plan to purchase any additional MRI Scanners in Western Australia in the next 
four years? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(a) 

Site Number of 
scanners 

Fremantle Hospital 1 
Princess Margaret Hospital for Children 1 
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital 2 
Royal Perth Hospital 2 

(b) 

Site  
Number of Hours used 
per week (sum of all 

scanners) 
Fremantle Hospital 65 
Princess Margaret Hospital for Children 65 
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital 120 
Royal Perth Hospital 126.5 

(c) 
Site Scanner Hours and days of operation 
Fremantle Hospital Scanner 1 07:00-20:00 Mon-Fri  
Princess Margaret Hospital for 
Children Scanner 1  07:00-20:00 Mon-Fri  

Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital  Scanner 1 
Scanner 2  06:30-22:00 Mon-Fri 08:30-17:00 Mon-Fri  

Royal Perth Hospital  Scanner 1 
Scanner 2 

07:00-21:00 Mon-Fri 09:00-15:30 Sat 08:00-
18:00 Mon-Fri 

(d)  Not all MRI requests are logged into the Radiology Information System at the time they are received. 
There is variability in practice between the hospital sites and health services. However, WA Health is 
working towards achieving common business practices. The issue is additionally complicated by the 
fact that some sites outsource to private imaging providers whose information systems are not visible 
and a technical issue with the Agfa RIS/PACS which is being addressed. 

(e) This information is not routinely kept. It can vary from week to week based on supply and demand and 
thus waiting times for non-urgent outpatient scans fluctuate over time. Revision of administrative 
processes to allow calculation of waiting times is currently in progress. 

(f)  There is no centrally managed referral system, therefore this cannot be determined. Specialists refer the 
patient direct to a public or private imaging provider. 

(g)  There is no ‘standard’ fee for MRI. The Medicare Scheduled Fee for outpatient MRI is between $336 
and $492, while the AMA Fee is &gt;$1,000. The fee charged by private imaging providers to the 
Department of Health for MRI scans may vary from one arrangement to another but will most often be 
the Medicare Scheduled Fee or a proportion thereof (eg. 85%). In some cases, there has been a small 
gap payment. 

(h)  Three (3) - an additional MRI scanner was purchased for RPH in 2011, SCGH has two existing MRI 
scanners which were replaced in 2010 and 2011. 
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(i)  There is no agreed figure on how many MRI scanners a population needs. There are currently 28 MRI 
scanners in WA (6 public and 22 private) serving a population of approximately 2 million people which 
equates to approximately 78,500 people per scanner. 

(j)  Funds have been approved to purchase an additional MRI scanner for King Edward Memorial Hospital 
(KEMH) and replacement MRI scanners for Princess Margaret Hospital (PMH) and Royal Perth 
Hospital (RPH). A further two (2) additional MRI scanners will be in place at Fiona Stanley Hospital 
when it opens in late 2014. 

LANDSDALE — EARLY EDUCATION 

809. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister representing the Minister for Education: 
I refer to the decision to build a kindergarten and preprimary school in Landsdale and I ask: 

(a) when will this be completed; 
(b) when is it anticipated first enrolments will occur; 

(c) how many children can be accommodated at this site; 

(d) what provision will be made for parking; and 

(e) is the building of this school a stop-gap measure in order to defer or delay the construction of another 
full K-7 primary school in South Landsdale, and if so, what is the estimated time that construction of a 
new K-7 primary school can be deferred? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  August 2013 

(b)  February 2014 

(c)  160 

(d)  A 54-bay car park has been constructed onsite, with 13 car embayments along Trentham Road. 

(e)  At this stage, there are no plans to construct a new school in the Landsdale area. Enrolments will 
continue to be monitored and the establishment of a new school in the area will be considered in the 
planning for new primary schools. 

SCHOOLS — POPULATION GROWTH  

810. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister representing the Minister for Education: 

I refer to your media release in December 2012 entitled $60m for four new schools in growing areas announcing 
new primary schools for Broome, Baldivis, Golden Bay and Lakelands on the rationale to accommodate rapid 
growth in these areas, and I ask: 

(a) how does the ostensible levels of growth in those areas compare with those in the suburbs of Landsdale, 
Madeley and Darch; and 

(b) when was population growth last measured for the northern corridor? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  The 2012 House Building Survey undertaken by the Department of Education accounts for new house 

constructions within the local-intake areas of the existing public schools serving these localities. The 
house survey results for June 2012 were as follows:  

Broome: House building survey was not undertaken. 
Baldivis: 303 new houses and significant future housing growth expected. 
Golden Bay: 58 new houses and significant future housing growth expected. 
Lakelands: 55 new houses and significant future housing growth expected. 
Landsdale: 163 new houses and significant future housing growth expected. 
Madeley:  30 new houses and minimal future housing growth expected. 
Darch:  26 new houses and significant future housing growth expected. 

The existing public primary schools serving the areas of Broome, Baldivis, Golden Bay and Lakelands 
are under extreme accommodation pressure, and are unable to accommodate the expected student 
growth arising from these areas. The new primary schools will be established to relieve pressure on the 
existing schools and to accommodate the <A name=OLE_LINK8>anticipated student growth arising 
from future residential developments. 
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The Department of Education is aware of residential developments occurring in the localities of Darch, 
Landsdale and Madeley, and is closely monitoring the enrolment pressures on the existing schools in 
the area. The projected enrolments for Ashdale Primary School, Landsdale Primary School and 
Madeley Primary School indicate that these schools will be able to accommodate the anticipated growth 
being generated from the residential development in the near future. 

(b)  The Department of Education undertook a House Building Survey in June 2012, and preparation is 
underway to commence the 2013 House Building Survey. The Department maintains regular contact 
with developers and Local Governments to gather additional empirical data on proposed future land 
developments, and to provide advice on school planning processes. 

SCHOOLS — POPULATION GROWTH  

811. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister representing the Minister for Education: 
(1) What are the projections of population growth from present to 2015–2016 for the following suburbs: 

(a) Landsdale; 

(b) Madeley; and 

(c) Darch? 

(2) Given these projections, can you advise what arrangements are being made for additional primary 
school places in these suburbs? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 

(1) The Department of Education estimates the projected student numbers for public schools but does not 
produce projections of population growth.  

(a) Landsdale Primary School serves the locality of Landsdale. In Semester 1, 2013, it had an 
enrolment of 836 students and is expected to reach approximately 950 Kindergarten to Year 6 
students in 2016.  

(b) Madeley Primary School serves the locality of Madeley. In Semester 1, 2013, it had an 
enrolment of 530 students and is expected to reach approximately 660 Kindergarten to Year 6 
students in 2016. 

(c) Ashdale Primary School serves the locality of Darch and a portion of the Landsdale locality. In 
Semester 1, 2013, it had an enrolment of 940 students and is expected to decline to 
approximately 870 Kindergarten to Year 6 students in 2016. 

(2) Sites for future primary schools have been identified in South Landsdale at the corner of Trentham 
Road and Amistad Road and in east Landsdale on Lots 167 and 168 on Kingsway.  

An early childhood annexe is being constructed on the South Landsdale site to ease the accommodation 
pressures on Ashdale Primary School and Landsdale Primary School. The construction of this annexe is 
expected to be completed in August 2013. 

The establishment of a new school in the area of Landsdale will be considered in the planning for new 
primary schools for 2016. 

FIREFIGHTERS — CANCER RISK 

812. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister for Emergency Services: 

I refer to your commitment to enact laws to address the risks of fire-fighters developing cancer and I ask, have 
those laws been drafted: 

(a) if so, when will they be introduced into Parliament; and 

(b) is it intended that amendments to existing Workers Compensation laws will be the vehicle through 
which you will meet your election commitment? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 

(a)  The Government is committed to the introduction of presumptive legislation for both career, volunteer 
and former firefighters who have contracted any one of a range of 12 cancers prescribed in the national 
legislation. Preparation of the bills necessary to enact this proposal are in progress. 

(b)  This commitment will not solely be met through amendments to Workers’ Compensation laws. 
Amendments to the emergency services Acts will also be necessary.  



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 7 August 2013] 3005 

 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT — EMERGENCY SERVICES LEVY 

813. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister for Emergency Services: 
Can the Minister please advise, for each local government authority in the financial year 2012–2013: 

(a) how much money was raised under the Emergency Services Levy (ESL); and 

(b) the expenditure from ESL funds in each of those local government authorities? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
(a) [See paper 616.] 

(b)  In 2012/13 the ESL raised $228.904 million of DFES’ $310 million operating revenue . DFES provides 
and directly funds the following services: 

• career and volunteer Fire and Rescue Services; 
• volunteer emergency service units; 
• volunteer fire service units; 
• DFES operational management, technical support and administrative services; 

Costs associated with services that are provided and directly funded by DFES are not distributed to 
individual local governments as they service multiple local government areas.  
The Local Government Grants Scheme supports volunteer bush fire brigades and volunteer State 
Emergency Service (SES) units via payments to Local Governments. $24.158 million was paid to Local 
Governments through the scheme in the 2012-2013 financial year.  

[See paper 616.] 

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE ACT 1972 — SITES 

840. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
(1) How many places have been reported to the Registrar of Aboriginal Sites under section 15 of the 

Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 between the following periods: 
(a) 1 January 2011 to 30 June 2011; 

(b) 1 July 2011 to 31 December 2011; 

(c) 1 January 2012 to 30 June 2012; 

(d) 1 July 2012 to 31 July 2012; and 

(e) 1 January 2013 to 30 June 2013? 

(2) Of the places reported to the Registrar in (1) how many were assessed by the Aboriginal Cultural 
Material Committee within each of the listed periods? 

(3) Of the places assessed by the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee in (2) how many were assessed 
as sites according to section 5 of the Act, within each of the listed periods? 

(4) Of the places assessed by the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee in (2) how many were assessed 
as not meeting the terms of section 5 of the Act for each of the listed periods? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
1.  (a) 729, (b) 1021, (c) 824, (d) 224, (e) 683 

2.  (a) 317, (b) 517, (c) 410, (d) 39, (e) 105 

3.  (a) 254, (b) 443, (c) 288, (d) 28, (e) 24 

4.  (a) 63, (b) 74, (c) 122, (d) 11, (e) 81 

 PERTH ARENA — FIRE SAFETY SYSTEMS  

843. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister for Emergency Services: 
I refer to fire safety systems at the new Perth Arena and the issuing of the occupancy certificate and I ask: 

(a) who is the authorised person under section 33 and 33B of the Fire Brigades Act 1942; 

(b) if, in his opinion, there exists a danger to life, why has he not closed the Perth Arena in accordance with 
section 33B of the Act; 

(c) has the Department of Fire and Emergency Services (DFES) reported this matter to the Commissioner 
of Public Health in accordance with section 48 of the Fire Brigades Act 1942; 



3006 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 7 August 2013] 

 

(d) what training have the Fire Wardens at the Arena been given to undertake their task and who has 
approved their qualifications and competencies required for this task; 

(e) what full scale evaluation exercises has the Perth Arena undertaken to validate their Evacuation Plan 
and which authorities have they exercised this plan with; 

(f) has the Perth Arena exercised their Evacuation Plan with the relevant authorities and if not, how do they 
know it will work during an emergency incident and who certified the Plan; and 

(g) if DFES is only concerning itself with its operational requirements of any building application for 
approval in accordance with the Building Act 2011, how does it comply with its statutory duty, as 
outlined in section 25 and 25A of the Fire Brigades Act 1942, which states in part to take all necessary 
steps to protect life from fire? 

Mr J.M. Francis replied: 
There is no section 33B of the Fire Brigades Act 1942 (the Act). It is assumed that parts (a) and (b) of the 
question relate to section 33 and 33A of the Act The response has been prepared based on that assumption. 
(a)  The powers assigned to the Director under sections 33(1) of the Act may be exercised by an Area 

Officer/Station Officer or higher ranked Department of Fire and Emergency Services (DFES) officers 
as authorised by the Authority (DFES). 

(b)–(f)  DFES have not undertaken legislative actions available under section 33A of the Act in relation to the 
Perth Arena as they have not been considered as warranted or necessary. Risk management and 
contingency plans are in place and a preparedness exercise was undertaken in March 2012 involving 
DFES operational crews to test the venues emergency preparedness and response arrangements. Work 
is continuing to facilitate the fire alarm connection and these works are expected to be completed by no 
later than 4 September 2013.  

(g)  DFES reviews the fire safety provisions of building projects to ensure compliance with Building 
Codes/Standards and to ensure fire safety systems are compatible with DFES operational requirements. 

 SCHOOLS — ATTENDANCE RATES 

890. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister representing the Minister for Education: 
Will the Minister please provide the attendance rate and unauthorised absence rate for students at the following 
schools during the years of 2010-2011 and 2011-2012: 

(a) Southern River College; 
(b) Thornlie Senior High School; 
(c) Ashburton Primary School; 
(d) Gosnells Primary School; 
(e) Seaforth Primary School; 
(f) Wirrabirra Primary School; 
(g) Wirrabirra Educational Support; 
(h) Thornlie Primary School; 
(i) Yale Primary School; and 
(j) Forest Crescent Primary School? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
[See paper 631.] 

 SCHOOLS — VOLUNTARY FEES 

892. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister representing the Minister for Education: 
Bearing in mind that schools keep strict records on payments of voluntary contributions, what percentage was 
paid by parents in the 2012 year at the following schools: 

(a) Southern River College; 
(b) Thornlie Senior High School; 
(c) Ashburton Drive Primary School; 
(d) Gosnells Primary School; 
(e) Seaforth Primary School; 
(f) Wirrabirra Primary School; 
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(g) Wirrabirra Educational Support; 
(h) Thornlie Primary School; 
(i) Yale Primary School; and 
(j) Forest Crescent Primary School? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  Southern River College 55.78% 

(b)  Thornlie Senior High School 55.36% 

(c)  Ashburton Drive Primary School 39.40% 

(d)  Gosnells Primary School 46.10% 

(e)  Seaforth Primary School 31.79% 

(f)  Wirrabirra Primary School 40.43% 

(g)  Wirrabirra Education Support Centre 48.00% 

(h)  Thornlie Primary School 41.49% 

(i)  Yale Primary School 56.53% 

(j)  Forest Crescent Primary School 68.70% 

PILBARA UNDERGROUND POWER PROJECT  

902. Mr W.J. Johnston to the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to the Pilbara Underground Power Project, and ask: 

(a) what was the budgeted cost of the project for towns in the Shire of Roebourne; 

(b) what is the project’s current cost escalation in terms of works within the Shire of Roebourne; 

(c) what was the Shire of Roebourne’s original financial contribution to the project; 

(d) what is the amount the Shire of Roebourne will now need to contribute due to cost escalations; and 

(e) what additional charges will be passed on to ratepayers due to cost escalations? 

Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 
(a)  Karratha = $ 82,403,650 Roebourne = $ 1,928,186 Total Shire of Roebourne = $ 84,331,836 

(b)  $53,850,580 (including escalation from 2012 to 2016, as well as inclusion of the Karratha CBD and a 
provision for contingency). 

(c)  25% of budgeted total cost of project in the Shire of Roebourne as detailed in (a), which equates to 
$21,082,959. 

(d)  25% of revised total cost of project in the Shire of Roebourne, which equates to $34,545,604 as at 
June 2013. 

(e)  The Shire of Roebourne calculates the costs to ratepayers and issues rates notices. 

__________ 
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