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Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs — Twenty-second Report — “Overview of Petitions” 

Tabled on 18 July. 

Motion 

Hon BRIAN ELLIS: I move — 

That the report be noted. 

Considering the previous subject, this may seem quite a tame report. Also, considering some of the comments 
made on the previous committee report during last week’s sitting, and comments about the workings of that 
committee, I thought it was probably an opportune time to point out the functions of the Standing Committee on 
Environment and Public Affairs. 

The functions of the committee, as provided for under terms of reference 1.3(a) and (b) are to inquire into, and 
report on, any public or private policy practice, scheme, arrangement or project in Western Australia, the 
implementation or intended implementation of which will affect, or may affect, the environment; and to inquire 
into, and report on, any bill referred to the Legislative Council.  

A further function of the committee provided for by term of reference 1.3(c) is to inquire into, and report on, 
petitions. The committee’s petition function occupies a significant part of its work. This work actually scrutinises 
and enhances the transparency and accountability of decisions made by state and local governments. In contrast 
with the other place, where petitions are sometimes presented, all petitions presented to this chamber are given 
due consideration and the petitioners are replied to. The expectations of petitioners may not always be met; most 
petitioners seem to think that their petition warrants an inquiry, although obviously not always. However, the 
committee can hold an inquiry into any petition. In actual fact, the work done by the committee on every 
petition—writing to get information, asking questions on behalf of the petitioners, and getting explanations from 
ministers, departments and all other relevant people—is, in a way, a mini-inquiry in itself. I can assure all 
petitioners that although the due consideration and work done by the committee is done in a way that may not 
always satisfy the petitioner, the committee takes seriously all the petitions that are presented to this chamber. 
On that point, I would like to congratulate the members of the committee on the work that they have put in; there 
is a good cross-section of different interests on our committee, and I am sure they will support my remark that 
we give due consideration to all petitions. 

The report we are considering today covers January 2010 to 30 June 2010—quite a while back! The committee 
is working hard to bring overview reports to the chamber in a more timely fashion, and hopefully the next report 
will bring us up to 30 June 2011. The intention of the committee is to deliver to the chamber a more concise 
report, and to provide on the internet a more detailed explanation of each petition for members to follow, and so 
that petitioners can find out what has happened with their petitions, read all the information that has been 
gathered by the committee, and find out the reasons why the committee has either held an inquiry into their 
petition or decided to close the petition. 

This is the tenth overview of petitions by the committee. During the reporting period, 33 new petitions were 
tabled in the Legislative Council and referred to the committee. Petitions still remain a popular method of 
informing members of Parliament of a wide range of issues and concerns. The petitions considered by the 
committee dealt with a number of matters, including environment, planning and development, transport, 
agriculture and social issues. 

The purpose of this report is to provide a snapshot of the petitions and issues considered by the committee, and 
will not necessarily, as I said before, include a summary of every piece of correspondence that was undertaken 
by the committee, or other evidence that it has received. As I have mentioned, a wide range of petitions are 
contained in this report for members’ consideration. It goes back quite a way; I think the first petition in this 
report was presented by me when in opposition. It deals with a number of different issues—for example, 
uranium mining, bauxite mining, GM canola and the Moore River development; there is a minority report on that 
particular petition that I am sure Hon Lynn MacLaren will have something to say about. 

Sometimes we do not take petitions any further and we write back to the petitioners, explaining the reasons. It is 
quite often because the subject of those petitions has already been dealt with in the chamber or through 
legislation that has been debated in the chamber, but we always explain those reasons to the petitioners. 

A number of issues have been dealt with, and there was one that I am sure Hon Ken Baston was very pleased 
with. It was tabled by Hon Ken Baston and it was with regard to boat launching in Broome. Some views were 
expressed by the tabling member—that boat launching for recreational fishers in Broome is inadequate and 
dangerous, and that there are no finger jetties or breakwaters, and this lack of any protection from wave and wind 
action has caused injuries to persons and damage to boats. The tide range in Broome is such that the ramps are 
not accessible from mid-tide and lower tide. One consequence of this is that there is the temptation to launch 
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from the beach, and this has led to vehicles being bogged and subsequently lost; something that has probably not 
been experienced by many people down this way!  

Hon Ken Baston interjected. 

Hon BRIAN ELLIS: Hon Ken Baston beat me to it! I was going to point out how successful the committee was 
in chasing that up for his constituents. It was pointed out that $5 million was contributed that year, with a further 
$30 million over the forward estimates. That is just an indication that although there may not be an inquiry held 
into a petition, we follow up on behalf of petitioners what is happening, and we get answers that are satisfactory 
for most petitioners. 

I will close there, but I hope that the report is useful for members to follow up on the petitions they have 
presented to the chamber, and I commend the report to the chamber. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I am a member of this committee and also note the report. As the chairman of the 
committee, Hon Brian Ellis, has mentioned, I filed a minority report, which is published at the back of the 
overview. I want to go into some detail about the reasons for that minority report. I also want to bring the 
chamber’s attention to three other petitions that we considered during that time, because they are relevant to 
events that are currently occurring. One was mentioned by Hon Brian Ellis and was tabled some time before I 
entered Parliament. It was a petition to do with the meat industry—an inquiry into the shortage of abattoir 
capacity. 

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to temporary orders. 
Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 

 


