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DAMPIER TO BUNBURY GAS PIPELINE CORRIDOR — LAND RESUMPTIONS 

Grievance 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Darling Range) [9.49 am]: My grievance today is to the Minister for Lands. In the 

southern part of Keysbrook in my electorate of Darling Range, land resumption is proposed for the widening of 

the Dampier to Bunbury gas pipeline corridor. The corridor is 30 metres wide and the government wants it 

widened to 60 metres in the next few years for the extension of the gas line. A process has already started of the 

acquisition of land from the affected landowners. I will provide a bit of background on this whole process. It 

started some time back in 2005 and 2006. Affected landowners were offered a voluntary agreement for the 

government to take up the land. In that process a number of landowners were paid out some time in 2006 and 

2007. Affected landowners in Keysbrook have come to me, and three in particular went through that process and 

were not happy with the offer from the Department of Regional Development and Lands. They went off and did 

some quite extensive evaluations and looked at cross values and other sales to take consideration of the land and 

come up with a valuation. The department rejected that valuation; it said the valuation did not meet the figure 

that it thought it should be. 

I guess one of the main points in this issue is that although we are talking about just a piece of land in a bit of 

rural countryside, in Keysbrook we are talking about something in the vicinity of 200 to 300 hectares of land. 

These days it is getting harder and harder to make a living off that land. However, because of the gas pipeline, 

when the land is taken, it comes with a lot of conditions. Yes, a hole is dug and a gas pipe is buried in the 

ground, but the land also comes with a condition, for instance, that people cannot put a truck that weighs more 

than four tonnes on the land across the top of the gas pipe, so there can be only certain entry points. People 

cannot build any sort of dwelling within so many metres of the buffer of the gas line. That is another issue that 

has come up in this process. Under the new rules, currently one of the houses will be within the buffer zone. 

As the situation unfolded, the land was just being taken, but it comes with a lot of conditions. That is also part of 

that evaluation that has to be done. When we look at the valuations and what was paid for properties further up 

the road compared with what was offered to my neighbours, we see that the amount is considerably less. I have 

looked at the valuations that were done. These people spent quite a considerable amount of money getting what I 

would call a very good valuation. They paid a land valuer to go through that process, and that report reads quite 

well. 

This is a classic example of the Department of Regional Development and Lands and the affected landowners 

trying to work out the valuation of the land. Part of my grievance today, minister, is that under the act there is a 

process whereby people can go through what I think is called the forced acquisition of land. Under that 

mechanism, the valuer, the department and the landowners can go to the State Administrative Tribunal, and the 

tribunal becomes the umpire in regard to that land. This issue has been ongoing from 2006 to 2012, and they are 

still trying to resolve this issue. What we really need to do is try to get to the forced acquisition of land stage, so 

part of my grievance today is to ask the minister to start the process for the enforced taking of the land, because 

in that way the matter will end up in the State Administrative Tribunal. The umpire will be brought into the 

matter, and these people can have their day in court, so to speak, and put their case before the State 

Administrative Tribunal to try to get that valuation sorted out. If the minister can help me with an answer to that, 

it would be much appreciated. 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt — Minister for Lands) [9.51 am]: I thank the member for Darling 

Range for this grievance and congratulate him on his vociferous advocacy for his local constituents in the 

Keysbrook area. This is a matter that the member for Darling Range brought to me quite early in my time as 

Minister for Lands. It must be remembered that the Dampier to Bunbury gas pipeline is a very vital piece of state 

infrastructure, and the expansion of it is important because our state is expanding. The state is growing at a rapid 

rate, and we do not want to get to the stage that we run out of gas, as happened under the previous government. 

Therefore, the expansion of the pipeline is important, and the member has acknowledged that. I am nervous 

about grievances from the member for Darling Range, because he grieved to me about the non-eligibility for the 

Country Age Pension Fuel Card of members of his local community and had a resounding win on that as well. 

So in the grievance games of the member for Darling Range versus the Minister for Lands; Regional 

Development, I am losing roundly! Again, the member comes to the Parliament today with a solution rather than 

a problem. Of all the people who come to see me, he is one of the few who come to me with a solution rather 

than a problem, and I look forward to helping him out. 

The corridor is currently being widened from Kwinana to Kemerton. The existing corridor is 30 metres wide in 

the Keysbrook area, and is being widened to 50 metres. The former Department for Planning and Infrastructure 

obtained valuations to enable negotiations to commence with landowners for the acquisition of the state corridor 

rights in the existing and widened Dampier to Bunbury natural gas pipeline corridor. Voluntary negotiations to 

widen the corridor were initiated with landowners in September 2006. 
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I think one of the problems here is that the landowners look back at the compensation that was paid to 

landowners who have previously settled. However, they are looking back to a different time in the property 

market cycle and saying, “Well, our neighbour got that, why is our valuation saying this?” The problem is that 

the market has changed substantially, and the Valuer-General works on the values of the day, not on the values 

as they were. We would all love to have our properties valued as they were at the height of the property market. 

Unfortunately, that is not possible. However, I understand that that is why these people are concerned. 

On 3 November we met with the owners’ representatives and the valuer for the Department of Regional 

Development and Lands, Mr Brian Zucal. Following a request, Kevin and Roberta Thorn were also included in 

the negotiations; so the relevant affected landowners now are Kevin and Roberta Thorn, Robert Giura, James 

and Allan Hill, and James Hill. They are the four landowners affected. We had revised valuation reports done for 

all four properties as of 30 December. However, after the valuation, revaluation, negotiation and everything else, 

it still seems that we are not going to reach a landing point with these landowners, as the member for Darling 

Range has pointed out. The landowners seem to have anticipated compensation for the widened corridor, 

including an allowance for injurious affection and consequential losses, as well as market value for the land, and 

this is not supported by the valuation advice supplied by RDL. That is really where the gap is. 

As I said, the member for Darling Range quite properly is not looking at just highlighting a problem; he is 

looking at coming to a solution. His suggestion is that the government should essentially, without agreement of 

the landowners—obviously, we would have liked to have negotiated an agreement—move to acquire the 

corridor, as it needs to do, to widen the pipeline. Because no negotiated outcome has been reached with 

landowners, that will allow the landowners and the state to go to the State Administrative Tribunal, and 

essentially we can have an umpire decide what a fair compensation would be. 

Off the back of the member’s advice and strong advocacy for his landowners, I will set that process in train. We 

will move to compulsorily acquire those pieces of land needed for the widening of the corridor. Because we have 

not reached a negotiated outcome with the landowners, it will mean that they will be able to go to the State 

Administrative Tribunal and get an outcome adjudged by an independent umpire in regard to their compensation 

for that land. We have tried over a number of years to come up with a settlement, but we have not been able to 

do that in terms that RDL can agree to. Therefore, I think this is a good solution. I thank the member again for 

his advocacy for local landowners, and again I thank him for coming from the local level with a solution to the 

problem, rather than having this issue continue for many more years to come. This is a good grievance and I 

thank the member for it. Hopefully, once we move to compulsory acquisition, we can get an outcome that 

satisfies both the needs of the state and the needs of the affected landowners. 

 


