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INTELLECTUAL DISABILITY DIVERSION PROGRAM 
BUSHFIRE PREPAREDNESS 

Statement 

HON ALISON XAMON (East Metropolitan) [10.10 pm]: Before I begin what I was going to talk about 
tonight, and still will, I want to respond to the Attorney General’s nice little reinvention of history about what 
was actually clear buck-passing of questions I asked about whether this government had progressed any of the 
Law Reform Commission of Western Australia’s recommendations regarding the expansion of the intellectual 
disability diversion program. The Attorney General knows full well that after I got the runaround from three 
ministers in trying to get answers to my questions, in an attempt to get answers I spoke to the Attorney General 
face to face outside this chamber, near the courtyard. I showed the Attorney General the two answers to my 
questions. The Attorney General pointed to the Minister for Corrective Services; the Minister for Corrective 
Services pointed to the Attorney General—they both said that the other was responsible for answering my 
questions. At that point the Attorney General eventually answered some of my questions. We now know, which 
was the point of my statement last night, there has been no progress in relation to the expansion of the IDDP 
under this government. 

I want to take time tonight to talk about issues that have been raised with me very recently about bushfire 
preparedness in my electorate, particularly the preparedness of rural and urban interface areas in the Perth hills. I 
note that the Bushfire Cooperative Research Council anticipates a higher-than-average risk of fires across much 
of southern Western Australia, including the Perth hills area. It is almost two years ago now that there were two 
large, destructive fires burning in the Perth hills on the same day, in the urban fringe. There was one at Red Hill, 
which is at the northern end of the Perth hills, which started on the evening of 5 February. The other one was in 
Roleystone–Kelmscott, which started at midday on 6 February. There was also actually a smaller fire in Ferndale 
that started around about the same time as the Roleystone–Kelmscott fire. They were significant. It is said that 
plumes of smoke could even be seen from space. Everyone in this place is glad that no lives were lost, but we 
know that the Roleystone–Kelmscott fire destroyed 71 homes and damaged a further 39, which includes the 
homes of people I know.  

The Keelty report on the management of the Roleystone–Kelmscott fire in particular paints a pretty distressing 
picture of confusion and lack of communication, and a failure to follow procedures, policies and guidelines. The 
Keelty report contains statements such as — 

… the fact no lives were lost should not be used to claim that the response to this fire was an 
unmitigated success, or that the State’s bushfire prevention, preparedness, response and recovery 
arrangements are as robust as they could be. They are not. 

The special inquiry’s recommendations had been identified by previous reviews and not acted on. The report 
talked about problems with the way the agency had operated. Mr Keelty particularly raised concerns about the 
way the fire was managed on the day and the many ways in which the procedures, particularly Westplan–
Bushfire, were not followed. It talked also about the fact that a number of outstanding recommendations 
stretched back to 1994 and had not been dealt with. It talked also about the failure of the lead firefighting agency 
to communicate with the state duty director as well as many of the other agencies that had firefighting roles on 
the day. 

In that light, I have been concerned, from answers to questions that I have been asking, about the government’s 
continued insistence that no financial assistance or ex gratia payment will be given to affected residents in the 
Perth hills. I understand that ex gratia payments have been offered to victims of the Toodyay fires, as well as 
victims of the Margaret River fires, and that these issues revolve around degrees of liability. But I think there is a 
counterargument that government agencies are at least partially the cause of some of the loss and the trauma that 
was suffered by the victims of the hills fire. The Keelty review outlines a series of errors and incidents that 
occurred and that contributed quite significantly to the fire. I cannot see that it rightly matters where in the chain 
of events the state government has failed to do its duty to the victims of bushfires. I think that certain residents 
who were affected feel that there is still a compassionate response that could, and should, be given. I know that 
no-one in this place wants to see another event like the Kelmscott–Roleystone fire. I do not want to see my 
constituents, or the constituents of any member here, lose their homes. I know that people in the Kelmscott–
Roleystone area who have been affected are feeling abandoned by the government in light of having seen other 
fires that have happened and that have had payments associated with them.  

I see from the most recent bushfire review implementation stakeholder briefing that a great number of the 
55 recommendations of the Keelty review into the Perth hills bushfire have been completed or have been 
substantially progressed. I do on the surface find this reassuring. But I do recall that Westplan–Bushfire had been 
overhauled shortly before the February 2011 bushfires, and that revised Westplan–Bushfire had been approved 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 7 November 2012] 

 p8046b-8047a 
Hon Alison Xamon 

 [2] 

by the State Emergency Management Committee on 13 December 2010. However, even with those changes, that 
plan did not perform well under the pressure of two large fires.  
Many of my constituents in the Perth hills, and I suspect in other bushfire-prone areas, although I am talking 
about my constituents, are not looking forward to this bushfire season, and they feel an amount of trepidation. I 
know that our public service is working hard to rectify the issues that were brought into stark relief by the 
failures of the management of the Kelmscott–Roleystone fire. I know also that in the main my constituents in the 
hills are better prepared and more aware of the risks than ever, and I certainly appreciate the work that has gone 
into ensuring that this is the case. Obviously I would like there to be no fires in the Perth hills, or anywhere else 
for that matter, and I would like there to be no risk to homes or livelihoods or to the lives of residents and our 
professional and volunteer firefighters—but, failing that, I would like at least the confidence that the 
recommendations identified in the Keelty review have been fully implemented and tested.  

But I do think that the government needs to re-think the position that it has taken in terms of compensation for 
those who lost their homes in the Kelmscott–Roleystone fire. As I say, for many of those residents, the task of 
rebuilding has been extremely difficult, partly because, as they report, they are having difficulties in being able 
to obtain appropriate building services and are experiencing the other sorts of delays that seem to be apparent in 
a boom town. Also, many of them were not fully insured and a lot of them were underinsured. Worse, I am 
hearing stories about people who really believed they were fully insured and there are some less than scrupulous 
activities being undertaken by some of the insurance companies involved with some rather spurious definitions 
of “full compensation” or “under compensation”. These people are still suffering. It is almost two years later, but 
they are very much living with this. The issue of compensation is one that has been raised with me again only 
recently, so it is not something that it is wise to ignore. That is why I have been asking questions about it, 
because it has been raised with me. I think it would be good if the government could at least turn its mind to 
these people and how the government could be best placed to help them. I know that Keelty has instigated 
important reform and I am glad about that. 
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