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ECONOMICS AND INDUSTRY STANDING COMMITTEE 
Fourteenth Report — “Inquiry into the 2011 Kimberley Ultramarathon —  

tabling of formal evidence and other documents” — Tabling 
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [3.02 pm]: It was an extraordinary position to have had so many reports 
this morning that I actually rose to speak at 12.49 pm; I looked up at the clock and knew what was going to 
happen. I do not want to delay the house very long but I want to draw attention to the fact that we have, for the 
first time ever, tabled evidence in the form of an external hard drive. The point I want to make about this is that it 
is an exciting new development, but I understand that the expectation is that the hard drive will, over time, cease 
to function. At some distant time in the future—maybe 10 or 15 years’ time—the hard drive containing the 
evidence we have tabled will no longer be accessible. An incredible volume of evidence was given to the 
committee and almost all of it was in the form of digital files. We are not actually tabling the digital information 
contained on the hard drive; we are tabling the hard drive itself, so it is time for the house to consider allowing 
the tabling of digital information. Of course, in this case that information will be available through many 
different sources and it will not cease to be available in the future, but the actual item tabled in Parliament will 
cease to function. If we were to actually table the digital information in the Parliament, it could then be backed 
up and used in any other way, so that evidence would then be available. In practice it is not actually different, 
because the information will be available, but it is time that we considered how we can deal with digital 
information rather than going through the artificial procedure of putting the information on the hard drive and 
tabling the hard drive. 
Those were the only issues I really wanted to raise. It was a very complex inquiry and I was very pleased to be 
involved with it. I went over the issues when I spoke on the tabling of the substantive report, and I want to again 
thank the staff, particularly Mr Nalder, who was of great assistance to the committee at the end of the inquiry 
and has obviously worked very hard on this digital information. I also congratulate the members of the 
committee for the hard work they have done. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [3.03 pm]: I rise to make a few brief remarks about the Economics and 
Industry Standing Committee’s fourteenth report that has been tabled today. I certainly commend the member 
for Kingsley for what she put on record in her response earlier today when tabling the report and, in particular, 
tabling all the evidence. The member for Cannington also made some excellent remarks in respect of the 
technology involved here.  

I would like to briefly reflect on the evidence. I think the key paragraphs in the report are at paragraphs 1.6 and 
1.7. Committees often table all the evidence at the time of tabling the substantive report; on this occasion, that 
did not happen. Paragraph 1.6 states — 

Such were the time pressures involved in tabling the Committee’s Report on 16 August 2012 that the 
Committee deferred consideration of what evidence and documentation it would table with the House 
until after the Committee’s Report had been tabled. 

Paragraph 1.7 states — 
The Committee has now resolved that all evidence, submissions and communications that informed the 
Committee as to the issues raised by the Inquiry should be tabled so as to inform the House, unless 
there is a very good reason not to. 

The member for Kingsley in her speech elaborated much further on those points. In the brief time that was 
available to me when we tabled the substantive report, I did not get adequate time to properly place on record my 
thanks to the committee and the committee staff. Members will be aware that I raised this issue in my first 
speech on the opening day of Parliament this year. I raised the issue because I had heard about the event and I 
had previously asked some questions about it. I was not satisfied with the answers I got and, in the interim, I met 
earlier this year with one of the very badly burnt victims, Kate Sanderson, at the Alfred Hospital. I heard her 
story and I was shocked by it. I thought she deserved, at the very least, answers to some of the questions she and 
others were asking. 

When the Parliament agreed to establish the inquiry by referring it to the Economics and Industry Standing 
Committee and also agreed by motion to second me to that committee, I was not sure how the inquiry would go, 
how much evidence we would be able to collect and how useful our findings and recommendations would be. I 
was quite surprised at the amount of evidence we were able to collect. The committee staff members—Tim 
Hughes, Kristy Bryden and, towards the end, Scott Nalder—provided enormous support to the committee, 
particularly Kristy and Tim. Their job was to collate a lot of that evidence, and I know that Kristy watched all the 
footage that was available. Although we knew that there would be evidence in the form of the Beyond Action 
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film footage, we were absolutely unaware of the use of what are called GoPro cameras. A number of race 
competitors had these cameras effectively attached to their foreheads as they participated in the race, which 
meant that there was an enormous number of hours of footage to look through. I might note that the vast majority 
of that footage is incredibly boring and shows people walking, shuffling and running through country, and some 
parts of the country are more interesting than others! There was a lot of monotonous footage that did not provide 
terribly much information to anyone, but the committee staff, particularly Ms Bryden, diligently watched all the 
footage and drew relevant bits to our attention so that they could be sure that the committee had not missed any 
bits that were relevant. We also obtained communications from the police and other agencies and we listened to 
000 calls; those things informed the committee also. There is quite a good table at the end of the report and a lot 
of other information. I expect that it will be informative for some of the participants and the many other people 
who have shown an interest in this committee report.  
Before I conclude my remarks, I want to thank the members of the Economics and Industry Standing Committee, 
including the former chair of the committee. It became very clear to me that committee members did not regard 
this as some additional inquiry that the house had inflicted upon them; they undertook the job very diligently and 
thoroughly. I believe they became very interested in every aspect of the inquiry and took the job the house gave 
them most seriously. I note that some of my colleagues were clearly emotionally affected by evidence presented 
to the committee. Indeed, my colleague the member for Collie–Preston—I was surprised because I was not in the 
chamber when he gave his last speech on the report—was quite emotionally moved by the circumstance. It is 
very difficult to not be emotionally moved when we see the injuries particularly to Turia Pitt and Kate 
Sanderson. One of the things people will see when they view this footage is a very healthy, fit and beautiful 
Turia Pitt at the start of that race—someone who was not generally an ultra-marathon runner but who had been 
offered a free place in the race. Most recently, when I looked at some of the footage I was moved at the 
realisation of what was about to happen to someone I was watching half an hour before the tragedy befell her.  

I cannot commend enough the members of that committee for their very thorough work—I commend the 
member for Kingsley as a member of the committee, and now as chair; the member for Riverton, the former 
chair; the member for Collie–Preston; the member for Cannington; and the member for Geraldton on their roles 
in the inquiry. They did a most thorough and earnest job and I express my appreciation to them.  

MR J.J.M. BOWLER (Kalgoorlie) [3.11 pm] — by leave: I was not on the committee when the inquiry took 
place but I want to talk about one of the reactions I have noticed in my electorate from the deliberations and the 
earlier release of the first report. Ridiculous risk-management plans that are a total waste of money and a total 
overreaction are suddenly coming out of government departments for minor events. Whilst I concur with what 
members have said in here about their findings and the way forward, what we do not want in Western Australia 
is an overreaction. For example, we have just had the annual race round for which some money came through 
Tourism WA. There were three events in particular for which money could have been provided; one was a 
rodeo. Naturally, a rodeo should have an extensive risk management plan, and it did. We also held a cocktail 
party to which $2 000 was to be provided, yet Tourism WA wanted the cocktail party organisers to spend $2 500 
on a risk management plan so that the organisers could receive the $2 000. Much the same happened for a card 
night in a local hall.  

Dr K.D. Hames: I agree with you, and I have had that discussion with the department to find a balance. They 
have swung the pendulum too far one way, and they need to come back to a sensible spot somewhere in the 
middle.  

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: The previous speaker alluded, I think, to the fact that I raised this concern at one of our 
first committee meetings. Even within the committee, they were aware that this may lead to an overreaction. 
They were right. I am glad the minister said that. I am saying it in this place because not only this minister and 
his departments, but I think all ministers, should ensure that there is not an overreaction and a waste of public 
funds. 

Formal Evidence Tabling — Standing Order 278(2) — Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams): Members, I rise to provide a statement with respect to the Economics 
and Industry Standing Committee’s fourteenth report that has just been tabled. In their comments on the report, 
some members have reflected on this particular issue. Standing order 278(2) provides — 

Unless the committee resolves otherwise, relevant formal evidence taken by the committee will be 
tabled with the report and it may also be accompanied by minutes of proceedings and other documents.  

I have determined that the recording of video, audio, graphic files and photographs in digital form on external 
hard drives falls within the expression “and other documents” as referred to in standing order 278(2). I am also 
cognisant of the need for committees to be able to receive, analyse and table evidence that may not necessarily 
be in a paper format. That said, I note that the issue has been raised by members in this place. I also have 
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concerns about the tabling of information on devices such as external hard drives. Storage devices such as zip 
drives and floppy disks, once popular, are hardly in existence anymore, and are now totally redundant. You 
would have to ask questions, and no doubt, in time, the external hard drive will go the same way and become 
unsupported technology. I also comment that I am concerned about the deterioration of the data on such devices 
over the years. My final comment with respect to the report that has been tabled is that, in every instance where 
it is possible, it is preferred that the evidence be in paper format. 
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