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Mr J.C. Kobelke:  If it is the drug bus, it will be to the bus nearby, but it may be available at a police station.  If 
there are one or more cars operating out of the police station that is administering the test, they are required to 
bring the person back to the police station. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 10 to 23 put and passed.   

Title put and passed.   
Third Reading 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [3.31 pm]:  I move - 

That the bill be now read a third time.   

I thank members for their very positive contributions to the Road Traffic Amendment (Drugs) Bill 2006.  I 
reiterate my undertaking to look at the matters raised in the amendment before the bill is debated in the other 
place to see whether we can come up with some amendment that I am happy with from an operational point of 
view and that also meets the clear intention that as many people as possible should be tested for drugs.  I thank 
members for their contributions to the debate. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

ROAD TRAFFIC AMENDMENT BILL 2006 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 2 November. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [3.33 pm]:  The opposition will be supporting the Road Traffic Amendment 
Bill 2006 because we cannot see any reason not to support it.  Our problem is that we feel it does not go far 
enough.  I foreshadow some amendments that I have put on the notice paper, which I am sure the Minister for 
Police and Emergency Services will have been advised of.  The opposition believes that these amendments will 
strengthen the bill and send a very clear message to irresponsible drivers that this Parliament will not tolerate 
their unlawful behaviour.   

There are two different types of people to consider when looking at this bill.  There are the people who 
unintentionally creep a little over the speed limit, anything up to 10 kilometres an hour.  I genuinely believe that 
most people would not travel at 70 kilometres an hour and creep up to 79 kilometres an hour intentionally.  It is 
very, very easy to do.  I am sure every member in this house and most members of the public would agree that 
there are times when people intentionally creep past the speed limit.  I do not believe that those people are 
necessarily a danger on the roads.  We are not talking about reckless driving or high speeds.  Those types of 
people - I include myself and every member of this house - would not intentionally break the speed limit and put 
their own lives and, just as importantly, and more importantly perhaps, other road users� lives in danger.  At the 
moment those people are pinged with a $50 fine or a $75 fine or something like that.  Provided drivers are 
travelling at less than 10 kilometres an hour over the speed limit, they do not get a demerit point.  That would 
occur only if a driver was travelling at more than 10 kilometres an hour over the speed limit.  Our forebears in 
this cherished chamber have considered in the past that those people are not speeding intentionally but, 
nevertheless, they have broken the law.  If they drive at less than 10 kilometres an hour over the limit, they are 
pinged to remind them to keep within the speed limit.  I do not have a problem with that because it does not 
interfere with their licence and it does not build up demerit points so that people lose their licences.  Those 
people are unintentionally exceeding the speed limit.  They are not the people we need to worry about.  They are 
the vast majority.   

The people that we have to worry about are those who intentionally break the law, those people who are driving 
15, 20, 25, 30 or 45 kilometres an hour over the speed limit.  Those people who want to do burnouts and 
doughnuts and skid and all the sorts of things that the hoons have been doing in the past few years do so 
intentionally.  The people who commit road rage do that intentionally.  There is intent in their minds to carry out 
an act of violence or an act that very often leads to road rage.   

Over the past two or three years, maybe a bit longer, road rage has increased.  It has been increasing at enormous 
levels in the United Kingdom over the past five to 10 years.  It is something we never really thought of in 
Western Australia 10 years ago.  We never dreamt of road rage; it came in from another country.  A new saying 
was put to somebody.  There may have been a situation in which a driver unintentionally - or maybe even 
intentionally - ducked in and out of traffic and caused annoyance to somebody driving another vehicle.  There is 
no excuse for the driver of that vehicle to then pursue and sometimes damage the vehicle of the first driver and 
very often assault him.  There is no excuse for violence in our society.  I would never excuse anybody for a 
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violent attack on another human being.  That is something we are seeing far too often these days, not only with 
road traffic offences, but also with crime in general.   

The propensity for violence is creeping up at a very fast rate in our society.  We have to do something to stop it.  
That is why the opposition supports this bill.  We certainly support the provisions that relate to road rage.  I 
foreshadow an amendment in relation to that offence.  Once again, if a driver behaves in that manner after 
having committed a first offence - everybody is entitled to make one mistake in life in this particular area - and 
does it a second time intentionally, that driver needs a clear message sent to him.  I want the courts to send a 
clear message that if a driver commits road rage a second time and assaults another driver on the road, he or she 
will be dealt with severely.  As the legislation currently stands, a court may, by order, confiscate the vehicle.  I 
suggest that for a second offence - this is part of the amendment I will be moving - the same sentence should 
apply, but that the word �may� be substituted with �shall�, so that a clear demand is sent to the court that the 
vehicle is to be confiscated.  I do not care whether the vehicle belongs to parents, a best friend or whoever.  At 
the end of the day, if someone commits these offences, the vehicle should be confiscated.  It is the only way 
these people will learn.  Quite honestly, if parents are stupid enough to lend one of their cars to a son or daughter 
who has committed an offence for a second time - a third time with respect to antihoon legislation - they should 
run the risk of losing the vehicle.  I have no sympathy for them at all.  If any of my kids had done that, they 
would not have had the opportunity to commit a second offence.  I would not have allowed them to drive the car 
after the first offence.   

I can quote examples of traffic offences perpetrated by P-plate drivers, and I am sure every member of the house 
would have had similar experiences.  I had such an experience the day before yesterday when I was driving on 
the Mitchell Freeway.  Most of the people were driving at or around 100 kilometres an hour.  I was driving just 
under 100 kilometres an hour, not because I was trying to be good; I just happened to look at my speedometer 
and I was driving at about 95 kilometres an hour.  There was a fair bit of traffic on the freeway, and all of a 
sudden, out of the blue, a P-plate driver in a sporty, souped-up car zoomed up past me and ducked in front of me.  
He then went over to another lane and ducked back again.  There was not a lot of space between the cars.  He 
was obviously exceeding the speed limit.  It was a young bloke, and I thought that here is a young bloke who is 
in a hurry to die or to cause the death of somebody else; or, just as bad, to cause such a serious accident that 
somebody is critically injured, maybe disabled for life, and never to enjoy the life that we in this house 
individually enjoy.  That young man did that intentionally.  I would throw the book at him.   

I am interested not only in monetary penalties, although they are important and play a part.  However, if people 
persist in driving recklessly, I quite frankly want to get them off the road.  They are a danger to themselves - 
although that is their choice - but most importantly they are a danger to other road users and to pedestrians in 
some cases.  Some of our young P-plate drivers act so irresponsibly that if they are caught, they should have 
their driver�s licence suspended and perhaps be given learner plates.  When their driver�s licence is returned, 
they should drive only under the instruction of a qualified driver and should spend at least six months as a 
learner driver.  The message would soon get out that the government is not prepared to tolerate that type of 
behaviour, and I think there would be a reduction in such behaviour. 

Although the opposition supports the legislation, there are problems.  I have foreshadowed some amendments.  
One of the main problems is that the bill does not send a clear enough message that the government is really 
serious.  The police currently have the authority to impound a vehicle - it does not have to be a car; it can be a 
motorcycle or another type of mechanical vehicle - for 48 hours.  After 48 hours, the owner of the vehicle is 
legally allowed to have the vehicle back, even if it is at an unsociable hour or an unreasonable time for the police 
to allow the person to have his or her vehicle back.  This bill addresses that problem.  A car can be collected only 
during normal business hours, which I suggest are nine to five during weekdays.   

A problem has been flagged in the media.  I believe what I have read and I have heard stories about it.  Some 
young people have been wearing as a badge of honour the fact that their car has been impounded for 48 hours.  I 
thought long and hard about this issue.  If somebody�s car is impounded for 48 hours, that is not really a 
hardship.  Members of this chamber could do without their cars for 48 hours.  They could get a lift, or use a taxi 
or public transport.  There are many other options.  A period of 48 hours is nothing if it is over the weekend.  If 
kids are to wear as a badge of honour having a car impounded for 48 hours, we need to have agreement on the 
amendment that I am proposing.  I think I have gone easy on them.  As you know, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr M.J. 
Cowper), many people would say that people who behave in a hoon-like manner when driving or who break the 
law in other ways, perhaps by excessive speeding at more than 45 kilometres an hour over the speed limit, and 
people who commit road rage, should have their cars impounded for a lot longer than 48 hours.  Some say it 
should be for a month, and some would even say three months.  If they lost their vehicle for three months, they 
would certainly learn the lesson.  However, perhaps that is a bit extreme at this stage. 

I am sure the minister will be aware of the New Zealand legislation, which is known as the boy racer act.  Is the 
minister aware of that?   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Not in detail. 



8960 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 29 November 2006] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I thought I was tough on law, order and crime, but the New Zealanders have done a great 
job with people who breach the equivalent of the Road Traffic Amendment Act.  I urge the minister to read the 
New Zealand act because its provisions are very much tougher than the amendments that I foreshadow moving 
during consideration in detail.  I will get the minister a copy of that boy racer act, if he wants it, or at least the 
main detail of the act.  Many people drive in illegal street races, not just youngsters - some of the drivers are in 
their mid-20s and some in their 30s.  If a person in New Zealand drives a car in an illegal street race, accelerates 
in an unnecessary way on the road, causes a car to do wheel spins, which is hooning, or drives a car on the road 
in such a way that it causes the car to lose traction, unless authorised by law, which would obviously involve an 
organised race of sorts, that person can face up to three months in prison or fines of up to $4 500 and lose his 
licence for at least six months.  The police may impound his car for 28 days at his expense.  That is effective 
immediately, as it should be.  Of course, if that person injures or kills somebody when driving in such a manner, 
he can go to prison for up to five years or face a fine of up to $20 000 and lose his licence for one year.  I think 
that is the weakest part of that legislation.   

Mr T.K. Waldron:  Is there any data showing what New Zealand has achieved?  Can the New Zealanders show 
that they have cut the number of incidents, or do you not know? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The bill was introduced in 2002.  I believe there are statistics that show that the act has 
reduced the amount of road rage and hoon-like behaviour.  The New Zealanders have obviously introduced 
pretty draconian legislation.  New Zealand would usually follow us.  We like to think that we are very often the 
leaders in Australia.  We like to think that we are the leaders in the world in doing certain things, but New 
Zealand is leading the way in this area of legislation with its boy racer act. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  They have led the world for a number of years.  That comment is disparaging. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I think the minister is disparaging.  The minister should not interject on another minister�s 
legislation.  It is very rude of him.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  What has New Zealand got to do with this? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  What did the Romans ever do for us?  Why does the minister not go and have a cup of tea 
or something and give us all about a half-hour break?  It is very rude for a minister to interject on another 
minister�s legislation.  I can assure the Minister for Disability Services that that is the convention in this place.  I 
am very sorry he is doing that because I thought he had learnt his lesson when he and his colleague were 
described as dumb and dumber and the minister said to me, �Which one am I?�  He said that and now he has the 
audacity to start interjecting on a very serious matter in another minister�s legislation.  It is unbelievable. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  Most English people understand satire, but you are one of the exceptions. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  How is that spelt? 

Mr T.K. Waldron:  It is my task to get you back on track.  The Acting Speaker (Mr M.J. Cowper) might have a 
chat to you later about that New Zealand experience. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Absolutely.  The point I am trying to make is that New Zealand has some really tough 
legislation to deal with the sorts of problems we are facing with hoons in Western Australia.  I live on an estate 
in Kallaroo, and if members go through my estate they will see tyre marks - doughnut marks - on most roads and 
in most culs-de-sac.  Some of them are nice, quiet roads.  I have seen those tyre marks in the member for 
Joondalup�s electorate many times and I know he has seen them. 

Mr J.R. Quigley:  In Kallaroo? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  They are in Mindarie, too, and in Innaloo or Scarborough, or wherever the member lives.  
I am sure the member has seen those marks on the roads.  That is happening all the time.  Apart from the fact 
that it is visual pollution, it is a nuisance.  I suspect that most of my colleagues in this place regularly get 
telephone calls and correspondence from their constituents complaining about the problems caused by these 
young yobbos doing this in their streets and neighbourhoods. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  It is the number one issue. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is right; it is the number one issue.  I have had more calls on this issue than on any 
other, apart from daylight saving, because people are getting sick to death of this type of behaviour.  I know what 
it is like to be in bed fast asleep at one o�clock or two o�clock in the morning and to wake with a start - it is not 
the wife; not these days - because some idiot yobbo has decided to do a burnout in the cul-de-sac in which I live.  
By the time one comes to one�s senses and gets to the window to get the registration number, the yobbos have 
switched off the car headlights and are hooning down the road.  I will catch them one night. 

Mr J.R. Quigley:  There is a good side to the story.  We have community meetings at which hoon behaviour is 
presented, as the member for Hillarys said, as the main social and law and order issue throughout the electorate 
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of Mindarie.  What surprised me was that people are not complaining about burglaries or assaults any more; the 
police have pushed these offences right down. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, they have not.  The number of assaults has gone up.  I do not mind a sensible 
interjection from my good friend and colleague the member for Mindarie, but if he is just going to do an 
advertising campaign for the community forums he is holding in Mindarie and try to talk up the fact that he 
believes the number of burglaries and assaults has decreased, he is living in cloud-cuckoo-land. 

Mr J.R. Quigley:  That is a fact. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  If the member believes that, he is living in cloud-cuckoo-land.  I will prove later that that 
is not the case.  The member knows it and I know it.  I am happy to take interjections about the legislation from 
most people, but not everybody. 

This is the problem; people�s lives are being disturbed and they should not be.  Another point is that people 
spend hours cultivating the lawns outside their homes to make their gardens look beautiful.  That is great.  The 
member for Joondalup may not do that. 

Mr A.P. O�Gorman:  I have Weeding Women to look after mine. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Weeding Women!  Retired people in particular love keeping their gardens looking 
beautiful.  Good luck to them.  It gives them something to do and it is good exercise.  Also, beautiful gardens 
add to the aesthetics of the environment.  It annoys me and it is disheartening for them when a mindless yobbo in 
a souped-up car does burnouts on their lawns at one o�clock, two o�clock or three o�clock in the morning and 
leaves marks on the grass that take weeks to go away.  Apart from causing criminal damage, which is an offence, 
I wonder how the mindless yobbos who behave in that manner can do that to someone who has spent hours, 
weeks and months making the garden look good.  One must wonder what is between their ears.  It is not a great 
deal.  It speaks volumes for the type of mentality that those people have.  If they want to race their cars, they 
should go to the Barbagallo Raceway in Wanneroo, where they can race their cars as much as they want to.  I do 
not have a problem with that.  They should not do it on my constituents� streets and roads.  My constituents are 
the same as other members� constituents; they want to live a normal, peaceful life without any unnecessary noise 
or fear and to not have to work on their lovely gardens and streets after they have been abused and desecrated by 
mindless yobbos.  Let us jump on those people. 

It will be very interesting to see whether the minister accepts my amendment to increase the time for which an 
offender�s car can be impounded from 48 hours to seven days.  I have not suggested that amendment to score 
political points.  If I had, I would have gone down the path of the New Zealand legislation.  Politically and 
morally, I would have thought that the government would accept my amendment.  I believe that most members 
of this house agree with it.  Never mind about the amendment relating to confiscation; the amendment to 
impound a vehicle for seven days rather than 48 hours is much better.  I know that all the constituents of Labor 
government members would love to see it passed, except for those people who are committing the offences.  
They do not want it to pass.  It would inconvenience them far more if their vehicles were impounded for seven 
days.  If they had used mum or dad�s car, this provision would work doubly well.  I can guarantee that if a car is 
impounded for seven days rather than for 48 hours for a first offence, mum and dad will not let little Billy or 
Susie drive the vehicle again unless the parents receive a rock-solid guarantee that it will be driven properly and 
responsibly and that the children will not be a nuisance to other people.  A person who commits a second offence 
runs the risk of having the car impounded for up to three months. 

I would take the vehicle off anybody who drove at 45 kilometres an hour above the top speed limit; that is, 
155 kilometres an hour.  I would also ban him from driving for five years.  They are the people who cause the 
deaths of innocent people on our roads and they cause innocent people to suffer with lifetime disabilities.  I have 
no time for those people whatsoever.  They are mindless actions. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  They are belligerent, perhaps. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is not a word I would use.  However, I do not believe that the Acting Speaker is 
supposed to take part in the debate.  I appreciate his prompting.  He might like to add to the second reading 
debate when he leaves the Chair. 

I am sure members know what I am talking about.  That is why I say we must get tough on these sorts of people.  
As I said earlier, they are the people who speed intentionally.  Very often we seem to concentrate too much on 
the people who unintentionally break the speed limit by up to, say, 10 kilometres an hour.  I have faith that most 
of my fellow human beings do not do that intentionally.  Their speed in a 60-kilometre-an-hour zone might creep 
up to 66 or 67 kilometres an hour so, technically, they are breaking the law.  However, I do not believe that the 
vast majority of drivers intentionally break the speed limit.  Their speed creeps up slowly and suddenly they 
notice that they are driving a few kilometres above the limit. 

Mr A.P. O�Gorman:  What speed do you drive at on Mullaloo Drive?   
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is a very good question from my colleague the member for Joondalup because, to a 
great extent, we share that road.   

Mr A.P. O�Gorman:  Not any more.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  We do.  I live very close to it, so we share it in that respect.  I am sure I will use it again 
at some stage.  The problem with Main Roads is that it is run by bureaucrats.  It throws the baby out with the 
bathwater and makes one law for all things.  When the speed limit was reduced on most of the secondary 
suburban roads from 50 to 60 kilometres an hour, that included the roads that divide the suburbs.  My colleague 
the member for Joondalup referred to the speed limit on Mullaloo Drive, which is a classic example of the effect 
of that bureaucracy.  The speed limit on Mullaloo Drive, which separates two suburbs, has always been 60 
kilometres an hour.  I am not aware that any serious crashes have occurred on that road.  In the almost 19 years I 
have lived there and made regular use of that road, I have never witnessed any serious crashes, let alone heard of 
any deaths or serious injuries.  There may have been the occasional prang or two, but I have not heard of any.  
The speed limit on that dividing road has been changed from 60 to 50 kilometres an hour, so we are being forced 
to creep along at the lower speed.   

Mr A.P. O�Gorman:  What speed do you do? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is a good question.  I drive at 55 kilometres an hour because usually police officers 
on motorbikes are patrolling the road, and sometimes police officers with a radar gun are targeting drivers.  They 
obviously see Mullaloo Drive as one road on which drivers are easy pickings.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  Do you support them?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No; I do not support them.  I think drivers are easy pickings, and those police officers 
should be patrolling roads and pinging people who are breaking the speed limit on those roads on which there is 
a record of crashes.  If someone is booked for driving at 56 or 55 kilometres an hour on a street on which the 
limit is 50 kilometres an hour, even though for the past 30 or 40 years it has been 60 kilometres an hour, that is 
unreasonable.  I have mentioned this many times and I think the member for Joondalup agrees with me.  Is that 
correct? 

Mr A.P. O�Gorman:  Yes.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is good; he agrees with me.  I do not mind the speed limit on internal suburban roads 
being 50 kilometres an hour; that is reasonable because children at play can be at risk.  Although it is the parent�s 
responsibility to keep children safe, they do play in the gardens and sometimes wander onto the street, and in that 
situation there can be a tragic accident waiting to happen.  I do not have a problem with driving on those roads at 
50 kilometres an hour.  We can do so without feeling frustrated or feeling that we could walk faster.  However, 
the roads that divide suburbs on which the speed limit has always been 60 kilometres an hour - 

Mr A.P. O�Gorman:  They�re feeder roads.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes.  Neither the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, nor the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure, who is responsible for transport, will sit down and listen to commonsense from 
people like the member for Joondalup and me.  If fatal or serious crashes have not occurred on those roads, the 
speed limits on those roads should be reverted to 60 kilometres an hour so that drivers are not easy pickings by 
police officers who want to chalk up a few more tickets.  That is unreasonable because those feeder roads are not 
a danger to people.  Many people expect the limit on those roads to be 60 kilometres an hour.  That is why 
drivers� speed, usually unintentionally, sometimes creeps up over the speed limit to 66 or 67 kilometres an hour 
and they get pinged by the police.  That is wrong and we need to address that.  It is not those drivers who are 
killing or seriously injuring other road users.  It is those drivers who go out onto the other main roads, where the 
speed limit is 60, 70, 80 or 100 kilometres per hour, and intentionally exceed the speed limit by 45 kilometres an 
hour who are morons, and they should not be allowed on the roads.  Those drivers should be dealt with in the 
most severe terms.  Those drivers who drive dangerously - for example, those who knowingly carry out an 
illegal right-hand turn to get around a corner as quickly as possible - show intent.  These are the people whom 
we need to deal with seriously and come down on like a tonne of bricks.  If we can get those people off the 
roads, we may save one life or one person from being so seriously injured that the person�s life is changed 
forever and the person will never again live a normal life.  These are the people we need to target.   

I would like to see this legislation go further, but I am happy to go step by step.  I hope the minister agrees to my 
amendment - he may not agree to the word �shall�, and I accept that because it goes against the minister�s 
philosophy of having mandatory sentences, and he may classify that as being the same thing.  I believe the word 
should be �shall�, but the minister may not.  I cannot see any reason that the minister cannot justify increasing 
the time that a vehicle is confiscated from an offender from 48 hours to seven days.  I think it would work and 
my colleague the member for Joondalup may think it would be a better idea.   

Mr A.P. O�Gorman:  I am quite happy with 48 hours as a first step.   
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Even though a lot of young people are wearing it as a badge of honour?   

Mr A.P. O�Gorman:  I do not believe they are.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  If that were true, a lot more people would be caught a second time.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is interesting.  Members opposite think it is a great hardship to a person to lose his 
car for 48 hours after he has committed a serious offence?   

Mr J.R. Quigley:  It would be if it went for 14 days - 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am proposing seven days. 

Mr J.R. Quigley:  If the penalty were seven days and the offender was driving his parents� car, without any 
warning about his son�s abhorrent behaviour dad could lose his job or business.  He would not know that his son 
was behaving in this way.  The first 48 hours sends a very clear message to the family that there is a problem.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Mindarie can get up and speak in a minute.  The member is missing the 
main point; that is, a person could lose his or her life.  If the member thinks that the loss of one�s car for seven 
days is more important than a person losing his or her life, I am sorry, but he and I have different views on 
human life.  I will not take any more interjections from the member for Mindarie because all I get from him is 
trouble.  All he does is spout off and big note himself by telling us what community events he is holding and the 
rest of it.  I will not take another interjection from the member for Mindarie because I am sick to death of hearing 
him spout off to make him look as though he is some sort of saviour when, in fact, he puts a greater value on 
mum or dad not losing their vehicle for 48 hours or seven days.  It may not be mum�s or dad�s vehicle; it may be 
the kid�s vehicle.  The member for Mindarie is more worried about that person losing the use of his or her 
vehicle for seven days than a person losing his or her life.  That shows that we have different values.  The 
member for Mindarie should look at the New Zealand legislation.  He is happy for people to commit a serious 
offence and lose the use of their vehicle for 48 hours.  If the member thinks that is justice, it shows more clearly 
that the watering down of justice in Western Australia is perpetuated by people like him and his government.  
They are weak on crime, drugs and all those things.  He should hang his head in shame.  I will go to his next 
community meeting and tell the people what their member says in this house.   

I will print off some of the comments that the member has made in this house to show his community how tough 
he is on law and order.  He speaks big and beats his chest; however, when it comes to the crunch, he is not 
prepared to put it into legislation.  I will tell the community the truth about the member.  I am disappointed with 
the member for Joondalup; I thought he would have supported this type of measure because he is a father and a 
fairly young man.  Further, he is aware of the problems in his electorate.  However, I am not surprised by the 
comments made by the member for Innaloo.  He has let himself down today.   

Point of Order 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  I realise that it might have something to do with the member for Hillarys� age, but I have 
not been the member for Innaloo for some years.  I miss the good people of Innaloo!  For years I have 
represented the wonderful community of Mindarie.  I take his comment as a slight.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Speaker has made it quite clear that members who take spurious points of order in 
the way that the member has just done should be called to order.  I ask you, Mr Acting Speaker, to do that.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr G. Woodhams):  I instruct members to identify the members whom they wish 
to direct comments to or ask questions of by referring to their appropriate electorate or title.  I am sure that in the 
spirit of this debate, the member for Hillarys did not intentionally call the member for Mindarie the member for 
Innaloo.  I urge members to continue with the debate  

Debate Resumed 
Mr A.D. McRae:  That is a wise ruling.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is the member for Riverton canvassing the Acting Speaker�s ruling?  He should not try to 
butter up the Acting Speaker just because he has made mistakes.   
Mr A.P. O�Gorman:  Are you going to talk for much longer? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I was not!  I am tempted to now; I might even ask for an extension after I use my allotted 
hour.   
Mr A.P. O�Gorman:  I would like to make a speech also!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member may get that chance.  
In view of the heated exchange over the past 10 or 15 minutes, it is important to bring what I am talking about 
into perspective.  It is timely for every member in this chamber to reflect on the number of road crash deaths in 
Western Australia this year.  The latest report is appalling.  If members have not read it, they should do so.  I am 
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talking about people needlessly losing their lives.  Between January 2005 and October 2005 there were 135 road 
deaths in Western Australia.  The figure for the same period this year is 163 deaths.  That is a needless loss of 
life.  I support this legislation.  However, it is not tough enough.  I do not think that it will save one life, because 
it does not introduce different measures.   
Mr M.J. Cowper:  How does WA compare with the other states?   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  We are the top of the league!  A graph shows quite clearly that Western Australia is right 
up there.  I refer to the percentage change in road deaths in each state over the past 12 months.  Western 
Australia is at the top of the list.  The rate for two states has gone down.  When the figures are averaged over the 
past five years - this is important - WA is still at the top of the list.  The average in four of the other states has 
gone down.  The only state that comes close to Western Australia is Queensland.  That is a disgraceful 
indictment.  How long has the Labor Party been in government?  I hate to say this, but since the Labor Party has 
been in government, road deaths have increased.   
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  That is totally false.  
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  What does the report state?  These are accurate figures.  Over the past five years Western 
Australia�s average has increased - it is just above Queensland�s - while the average in the other states has 
decreased.  Since the Labor Party has been in government -  
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Every year has been lower than your last year.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am talking about the past five years.  The Labor Party has been in government for five 
years. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Every year we have been in government it has been lower than your last year. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  This past year the government has a record. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  A record low. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, a record high. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  A record low. 
Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Balcatta is saying that I do not understand figures.  Have a good look at 
them, my friend, because they have gone up. 
Mr J.R. Quigley:  You will not show us. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  They are here; they are available on the website of the Australian Transport Safety 
Bureau.  It is the October 2006 bulletin entitled, �Road Deaths Australia�. 
Mr J.R. Quigley:  Why not lay it on the table? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I do not mind it being on the table.   
[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Members think I am telling lies; it is the truth.  Just have a look at them.  This is over the 
past five years.  Members opposite can say that in 1999 or in 1998 when we were in government, there were 
more deaths than they had at one particular time. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  There were 212 deaths in 2000. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  What does the member for Balcatta think his number will be by the end of this year?  I 
dread to think.  However, that is no excuse.  I am making the point that the Labor Party has been in government 
for nearly six years now. 

Point of Order 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  The member for Hillarys is not talking about the graph of road deaths on this document, 
as he has put to the chamber; he is talking about a graph that differentiates the amount that road deaths have 
varied in each state each year; not the amount of road deaths, or whether we have a higher number.  The member 
for Hillarys has misled the house. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr G. Woodhams):  Members, I direct the member for Hillarys to continue with 
his information.  If he has a particular document to which he wishes to refer, and he has laid the document on the 
table - as is the procedure in this house - and the member has accessed that, I will provide an opportunity at the 
conclusion of the member for Hillarys� speech for the member to rebut, or to put other points that he would like 
to elucidate from a particular document. 

Debate Resumed 
Several members interjected. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Mindarie has almost called me a liar for the comments I have made.  I 
take great offence at that.  He has got away with it again by using a spurious objection under standing orders.  
That is not the case, because that is not what I said.  The figures are there, my friend. 

Mr J.R. Quigley:  They are not what you say they are. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I expect an apology from the member for Mindarie for the comments he has made. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I have already given a ruling.  The member for Mindarie will 
have an opportunity to give his interpretation of that particular document if he wishes to do so when the member 
for Hillarys has finished.  I ask members, in the spirit of this debate, to allow the member for Hillarys to proceed. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Stop bullying me, all right. 

I would like to go over this report once again so that it is mentioned in Hansard.  It is headed, �Road Deaths 
Australia�.  It is a monthly bulletin for October 2006 from the web site of the federal government�s Australian 
Transport Safety Bureau.  These are accurate figures, state by state, of road deaths. 

Mr J.R. Quigley:  No, they are not. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  For goodness sake; the member for Mindarie has not even seen the paper, so just button it 
up.  He should stop flapping his gums; button it up, my friend!  This document shows two graphs: the percentage 
change over the past 12 months - quite clearly, state by state - and the average over the past five years - state by 
state. 

Mr J.R. Quigley:  Change. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is the percentage change.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Let us look further.  Just because they are not pretty pictures, members opposite cannot 
understand.  If members go further down the page, they will see quite clearly the number of road deaths state by 
state for the year to date - January 2006 to October 2006.  Unfortunately, the figure for WA is 163.  For the same 
period last year it was 135.  Road deaths have gone up, not down.  It is a disgraceful and sickening situation 
when we think of all those lives that have been wasted.  Why have they been wasted?  I am trying to make a 
point about the reason they have been wasted.  It is because there are some reckless drivers on the roads.  There 
are drivers who drink themselves silly, and there are magistrates who give people their licences back after they 
have committed the same offence on about five different occasions because they give some hard luck story that 
they cannot do their jobs.  I do not give a damn if they cannot do their jobs.  If we can stop those people driving 
on the roads and killing somebody, I say who gives a stuff if they cannot do their jobs.  Let them find another 
mode of transport.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure is always saying that we should be encouraging 
people to use public transport.  That magistrate obviously does not think the same way.  He wants to give the 
licence back to the drink-driver after he has been convicted on five or six separate occasions.  That is an 
absolutely disgraceful situation. 

This house has just passed some legislation on drug-driving.  Many people drive while under the influence of 
drugs.  There was a tragedy recently in which five people lost their lives.  It was absolutely tragic. 

Mr M.J. Cowper:  There was another one in Kojonup today. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  My colleague said that there was another one in Kojonup today.  In the accident I 
mentioned, five people lost their lives because one brainless young man decided to drive when he was well and 
truly under the influence of drugs.  He represents the sort of people I want off our roads.  If government 
members are quite happy to allow those people on the roads and to take their cars for just 48 hours if they are 
caught, good luck to them.  Shame on them, I say.  Government members may want to do that, but I certainly do 
not, and I will not rest until those people who drive dangerously are taken off our roads.  It is bad enough when a 
person is killed in a road accident.  If a family member is lost in a tragic road accident, we can only try to 
imagine how the family must feel.  However, it is just the same, if not worse sometimes, if a person is almost 
lost and ends up brain damaged for the rest of his or her life and can never live a normal life. 

I urge members of this house to forget which party they belong to.  I will not move my amendments for political 
reasons; I will move them because I honestly believe that we need to send a clear message to those people who 
intentionally break the law and intentionally drive at speeds that are an absolute danger to other road users, 
pedestrians or whomever.  We must send a clear message to those people.  A mum or a dad might lose the use of 
his or her car for a week.  The government may believe that it should not take a person�s car because those 
people will be disadvantaged.  The government should not give that a higher priority than setting an example for 
younger drivers.  I am only suggesting that the car might belong to a mum or a dad.  I have four kids, and they 



8966 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 29 November 2006] 

never borrowed my car.  They always had their own car to drive.  I can tell the house that it was not a valuable 
car.  However, I would not let them drive my car.  I made them drive their own car.  I suggest that most parents 
should do that.  If parents cannot trust their kids to drive properly, safely and responsibly, they should not allow 
their kids to drive their cars. 

The problem in society today is that parents are letting their kids get away with far too much, and they are not 
keeping control of their kids.  That is a problem.  Parents may allow their child to drive their car, and the kid 
may commit a serious offence.  It could be a criminal offence.  The child might breach the Road Traffic Act, and 
it could lead to a criminal charge.  Road rage certainly could.  Apart from being charged under the road rage 
classification, if the child ends up bashing people bandy, smacking their heads in and all the rest of it, he will be 
charged under the Criminal Code.  If the government wants to make the inconvenience of parents a priority over 
the risk of somebody�s life being lost or somebody being so critically injured that his or her life will never be the 
same, I am sorry, government members and I have different values and different principles.  I hope they never 
suffer the loss of someone in their family because of the actions of one of these stupid drivers.   

They should think about this matter carefully.  I urge members to support my amendments.  As I have said, I am 
not moving these amendments for political reasons.  I am moving them for genuine reasons.  I believe that if we 
do not send that message to the community, people will continue to engage in bad driving practices.  In this state 
kids do not need to be 17 to get a driver�s licence.  They can apply for a driver�s licence when they are 16 years 
of age.  Kids in the United Kingdom cannot even apply for a driver�s licence until they are 17 years of age.  That 
should be the case in this state.  Kids aged 16 are too young to be in charge of a motor vehicle, albeit under the 
supervision of a person who might be 19.  I have had 16-year-old kids on L-plates drive past me at a rate of 
knots.  If the government is serious about saving lives and reducing the road death toll, which is so abhorrent and 
disturbing, it should not tinker around the edges.  It should do something positive.  It should send out that 
message.  I am not asking the government to send out the same message as was sent out in New Zealand with the 
boy racer act.  That act is really draconian.  We should send out this interim message now.  However, if people 
do not pay attention to that message and continue to behave in the same manner, we may need to introduce such 
an act.  The government will be in a very serious position at the next election if it does not do something now to 
reduce road death and trauma and the number of people who are critically injured on our roads. 

During consideration in detail I will be moving the various amendments standing in my name.  I urge every 
member of this house to support those amendments.  If members do not support my amendments, I will be 
asking them to explain why they place a higher priority on inconveniencing another person than they do on 
saving people�s lives.  I hope there is not another road death in this state between now and Christmas.  
Unfortunately, I think there will certainly be more road deaths.  Unfortunately, many families have a tragic 
Christmas because of one thing or another.  It is tragic enough if a person suffers a stroke and is unable to 
communicate, or is injured in a workplace accident or whatever.  However, it is terrible for a family to lose a 
loved one at this time of the year, just before Christmas, due to a road death, when that could have been avoided.  
Road deaths can be avoided if we send out the right message.  I urge members to support the amendments. 

Mrs J. Hughes:  I listened the other day to a person from Sweden who was talking about road safety.  He said 
that some of the onus should be put onto the car manufacturers, because some of their practices are not up to the 
mark.  He was talking about how car manufacturers could install devices in cars that would prevent a person 
from starting his car if he had been breathalysed and his blood alcohol level was above the limit.  That would 
move some of the responsibility to the industry rather than just to the road users.  Do you have a view on that?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I would support anything that would reduce the incidence of road death and trauma.  I 
would support any bill that was brought into the Parliament that would require the car manufacturers in this state 
to do X, Y or Z because it was a proved safety mechanism.  If it cost $1 million and it saved one life, it would be 
worth it.  Even if it cost $10 million and it saved one life, it would be worth it.  We cannot put a monetary value 
on a person�s life.  Yes, I would support those things.  I would support anything.  The member for Kingsley is a 
very reasonable and caring person, and I ask her to support my amendment.  It could save somebody�s life.  All 
it will do is change the reference to �48 hours� to �7 days�.  We should not worry about somebody being 
inconvenienced.  If it is the driver�s vehicle, he or she deserves to be inconvenienced for seven days.  If the car 
were impounded for only 48 hours, there would be no inconvenience, but there would be with seven days.  We 
should not automatically take the view that it might be mum and dad�s car.  If it is their car, too bad.  If they 
have any sense, they would not let their child drive the car again.  I raised my children to do the right thing, not 
to break the law.  I am very proud that none of my children has ever been in trouble with the police, either in the 
United Kingdom or since we moved to Western Australia 19 years ago.  None of my kids has been in trouble 
with the police.  I like to think that my wife and I have raised them in the right way.  We have been firm but fair, 
and we have shown them plenty of love, but we do not spoil them by buying them souped-up cars to drive.  That 
is a nonsense.  We should let them learn the normal way.  Our other problem is that too many young people are 
driving souped-up cars, and do not have the road skills to drive those cars properly.  I ask members not to put 
inconvenience above the value of life and the cost of death and critical injury.  If we are concerned about 
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inconvenience, we should remember that the cost to the state of people who are killed and critically injured runs 
into hundreds of millions of dollars.  Saving money that could then be spent on giving people a better way of life 
and on medical research and various other things should be a priority over inconvenience to people who may 
lose the use of their vehicles for seven days.  It is not 30 days, but seven days; that is all.  It is not a lot to ask, but 
it might just be enough to send the message that we need to send out to those people to drive carefully, safely 
and responsibly and to consider other road users and pedestrians.  Most young people think they are invincible.  
They think it will not happen to them.  How many parents and families have we seen in traumatic situations after 
getting the news that their child has been killed in a road accident or, just as bad, has suffered brain damage in a 
road accident and will never be able to live a normal life again? 

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin - Deputy Leader of the National Party) [4.33 pm]:  I support the Road Traffic 
Amendment Bill 2006 on behalf of the National Party and I support it personally.  All members would agree that 
we must do everything we can to reduce the amount of death and serious injury on our roads.  We have heard 
some figures this afternoon.  I do not intend to go through those figures.  The member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale 
mentioned the road safety forum I organised.  I ran that forum because of the concern in my area about the 
numbers of deaths and serious injuries we have seen over the past two years.  This morning, news came of 
another road death in Kojonup, my home town.  The issue is felt very strongly there.  I and the Nationals 
strongly support any reasonable and fair legislation that would lessen the risk of death and injury on our roads.  
Hooning on our roads leads to crashes, death and injury, and all the things that flow on from such injury.   
I will mention a couple of things.  We can be proactive in dealing with hoons on roads.  There are a number of 
young people in my area involved in this activity.  Young guys will always be young guys.  As such, they always 
want to go out on the roads and �give it a burl�.  They will want to do a wheelie or a burnout.  Narrogin holds a 
revheads weekend every year.  It would be great for somebody from the minister�s office to come along one 
year.  It is a huge event.  However, I must say that it is not my cup of tea. 
Several members interjected. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I was just a farmer�s boy with a good Falcon ute.  All I wanted to do was to go to 
football training and the drive-in! 
We can be proactive in dealing with hoons.  As such, I support this legislation.  I spoke to a young fellow at the 
tyre shop in Narrogin about this.  He told me that he and his friends would go out at some stage and have a go.  
He said that his mates and he wanted to do it; they wanted to have a chance.  He said that they would try to do it 
on Billy�s farm in the gravel pit or whatever but, occasionally, young fellows do that on the roads.  We all know 
about peer group pressure.  One thing leads to another.  The revheads weekend provides an outlet for people who 
like motor cars and burnouts.  It provides an opportunity for them to drive their cars in a controlled environment.  
Approximately 20 000 people visited Narrogin on the last revheads weekend.  All the money raised went back 
into the community; it was given to the hospital etc.  Neale Fong visited the hospital to see the revheads people 
donate equipment to it.  As such, there are some positives.  Not every town can hold a revheads weekend.  
Despite that, with the assistance of local police and local service clubs, if we are really serious, we should 
provide some controlled areas where youngsters can let off steam.  I am no expert on how to do that, but it would 
be very good for someone from the minister�s office to, at the appropriate time, have a chat to the people who 
run the revheads weekend.  Those people are car people; they understand how other car people think.  We can do 
some good work in that area.  We will not be able to do it overnight but it is something that we should look at. 

Mr A.J. Simpson interjected. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  The member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale has just shown me a photograph on his laptop of 
them doing burnouts. 
This bill also deals with road rage.  I support the provisions.  I have real concern about road rage.  We keep 
reading about different incidents.  It is becoming a big problem.  We all make mistakes when driving.  I have 
never had any serious accidents although I have had a couple of little ones.  I remember once when I was not 
concentrating.  The road was wet and I jammed my brakes, slid, and hit another car.  It was not major but I could 
understand why the other person might have got upset.  He was a volatile Italian guy but he kept his cool that 
day.  I admit that I was completely in the wrong.  Even though some people may make a mistake when driving, 
we cannot condone anybody taking the law into his own hands or becoming physically or verbally abusive.  We 
must stamp that out. 
I will speak about the amendments that the member for Hillarys mentioned.  I have not read the amendments; I 
should have done my homework.  Nevertheless, they sound all right to me.  However, for first offences perhaps 
seven days is too long.  Possibly, it could be for up to seven days.  That would allow some discretion.  I know 
that the member is looking at the situation more firmly than I am.  I would like to hear the minister tell the house 
how the system has operated over the past year or so.  Nevertheless, we need to be pretty strong on this.  As 
such, I support what the member for Hillarys seeks to achieve with the amendments.  I look forward to hearing 
more about them. 
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The member for Hillarys also mentioned the driving age.  I have four daughters.  I worry about my children 
driving on the roads.  One of my daughters has just obtained her licence.  Two of her sisters obtained their 
licences when they turned 17.  What we are doing now has quite a bit of merit.  Young people are able to drive at 
16 years of age under supervision.  The process of my daughter obtaining her licence recently has made me think 
about this.  Possibly the 25 hours of supervision could be increased to 50 hours.  It does not need to be more than 
that.  That amount of time would produce a lot of advantages.  It is a good thing that people can drive under 
supervision as young as 16 years of age.  Those of us in this place never had that opportunity when we got our 
driving licences.  I had driving lessons in Perth, but a lot of people in country areas had tests with the local police 
and were then allowed onto the roads.  I believe the process under this legislation is quite reasonable.  One of the 
greatest things about driving is experience.  People must get experience at some time.  Unfortunately, the reality 
is that the only place to get experience is on the roads.  I actually quite like the system.  I would go as far as to 
raise the period for driving under supervision from 25 hours to 50 hours.  However, I think 50 hours would be 
enough.  I think the Road Safety Council is talking about 100 or 150 hours, but I think 50 hours is probably quite 
enough.  Those are my thoughts on that.  Getting experience is very important.  At some stage, like everything 
else, we must do the best we can to show some confidence in youngsters, which gets back to what the member 
for Hillarys said about how people try to raise their kids in the best way they can.  It does not matter who they 
are, they do the best they can.  However, once the kids are out on the roads, they are out there. 

Another issue I want to mention is my old chestnut of advanced driver training and the different groups that 
provide it.  I will talk about what the Kojonup Rotary Club is doing in that town and what clubs in other towns 
are doing.  The Road Safety Council does not agree with advanced driver training but I think it is coming around 
to the view.  I read an Australian article recently - I do not have it with me - that indicated that there are great 
benefits to be had from advanced driver training.  I think it is a great way of giving people experience and I am 
particularly supportive of groups that offer a subsidy to people in their town or area for advanced driver training.  
It cannot do any harm when people work with the police.  It is a great thing for the police to have an opportunity 
to talk to young drivers in their first year of driving, because suddenly they realise the reasons the police pull 
them up.  There is a respect that youngsters, although perhaps not all youngsters, gain from working with the 
police.  I believe that is important.  I have spoken to the Road Safety Council about it.  I do not know whether 
the council believes in it yet, but I think the council members who have talked to the people attending the forum 
I referred to are thinking about it.  I encourage the minister to think about it, and I would be happy to talk to him 
about it at any time, as it would be a positive move. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  There is a similar trial under way in New South Wales and Victoria. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I am saying to the minister that from what I have seen at the local level, it appears to 
work to a great degree.  It might not work with all youngsters, but I know that they come out of an advanced 
driver training course with a heck of a lot more knowledge.  Pilots are trained and must return constantly for 
retraining on what to do when something goes wrong.  Things rarely do go wrong; however, we do not do that 
sort of thing enough in training drivers.  An advanced driver training course does that, and it is worth it if it saves 
a couple of lives, particularly when local community groups and local police are prepared to work on it.  I think 
we should greatly encourage it, as it gets people involved in road safety. 

It is important that there is going to be an ongoing review of the way the legislation is working.  It may be that 
the Parliament will need to review some of the issues that the member for Hillarys raised.  If the government 
does not agree with the proposed amendments of the member for Hillarys, it should at least keep them in mind 
and monitor the legislation, as I am sure he has very genuinely put them forward. 

I will leave my speech there, as I believe I have made my points.  The National Party will always support road 
safety legislation that has a positive effect and is reasonably sensible.  We will therefore support this legislation. 

MR A.P. O�GORMAN (Joondalup) [4.43 pm]:  I rise to support the Road Traffic Amendment Bill as put 
forward by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.  I support the bill because, as the member for 
Hillarys has alluded, there is a major issue with hoons in my electorate and in the suburb where the member for 
Hillarys lives.  I am part of a group that organised meetings in the Kallaroo area to deal with people racing 
around Bridgewater Drive.  We have dealt with some of those issues.  I am not quite sure whether the police 
were following up with speed cameras and radar guns on Bridgewater Drive to make sure they caught people 
hooning.  Some did. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  They haven�t got enough officers to make sure of that on a regular basis; that�s the problem. 
Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  Yes, and that is why this legislation, once it is passed, will give to people living in 
Kallaroo - in fact to people in all suburbs - the power to produce video and photographic evidence to an officer 
when the officer arrives on the scene.  That is what the legislation seeks to do.  The minister included that 
provision in the previous hoon legislation but, unfortunately, it was knocked out by an amendment in the upper 
house.  Under the act, about 800 vehicles have been impounded for 48 hours, and of the 800 owners, only about 
20 have re-offended.  I do not think it is a badge of honour. 
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Mr R.F. Johnson:  So far. 

Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  Yes, so far.  It is a reasonably good result if only 20 of the 800 or so vehicle owners 
have re-offended.  I understand the stronger stance that the member for Hillarys wants to take by impounding 
vehicles for seven days.  I fully understand his personal view and I have some sympathy for it.  However, the 
onus of proof will be slightly lower, in so much as a police officer will not need to witnesses the hoon behaviour; 
someone who lives close by or who is on the road at the time can give evidence and the police officer can 
impound the vehicle based on that information.  This is probably a good first step.  As the member for Wagin 
said, we should keep a very close eye on this legislation to make sure that people do not use the confiscation of a 
vehicle as a badge of honour.  I do not think that is the case, regardless of the reported comments of the assistant 
superintendent in the Peel district. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  They do have a serious problem down there. 

Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  They do have a serious problem down there, but I cannot comment on that problem.  I 
know that there is a serious problem in the Joondalup electorate.  I have mentioned Bridgewater Drive.  I could 
list at least one road, if not two or three, in every suburb in my electorate on which hoon behaviour occurs on a 
weekly, if not nightly, basis.  This behaviour occurs on Camberwarra Drive and Eddystone Avenue in Craigie; 
on Craigie Drive, Gradient Way, Eddystone Avenue and Pacific Way in Beldon; and on Oakover Way, King 
Edward Drive, Admiral Grove, Conidae Drive and Caridean Street in Heathridge. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You could take an hour to list the streets in your electorate where this problem occurs. 

Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  I could.  However, this legislation will give the people living in those streets who 
witness that behaviour the power to act, as long as they are willing to do so. 

Mr J.E. McGrath:  At four o�clock in the morning? 

Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  Sometimes it happens at four o�clock in the morning, but a police officer will not be 
there at four o�clock in the morning.  It will make no difference whether the vehicle is impounded for 48 hours 
or seven days if a police officer is not present or a resident does not witness the behaviour. 

When Currambine was in my electorate, a police officer whose house backs onto Kinross Drive came into my 
office and told me that he saw this behaviour at four o�clock in the morning and that he could not get out there 
fast enough to get evidence.  That will always be the case.  If it is only the police who can take evidence, they 
will never be able to get enough to charge the majority of people who are behaving in this way.  Under this 
legislation, every man and woman over the age of 18 years can be our eyes and ears on the street.  They will be 
able to give evidence to the police and the police will be able to impound vehicles based on that evidence. 
Another reason that I support this bill is that a young man in his mid-20s who drives a Nissan Skyline lives in a 
cul-de-sac in Joondalup, which I will not name because if I do, people will know exactly whom I am talking 
about - 

Mr A.J. Simpson:  What colour? 
Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  It is white. 
Mr M.J. Cowper:  Registration number? 
Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  Part of it is 1BGF, but I will not give members any more of the registration.  When he 
leaves his driveway, he does not do a burnout at the end of the street after he has left his house; he does a 
burnout from his driveway all the way down the street.  However, the police are not there at the time to see him 
do it; therefore, they cannot impound his car. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  I think I know the person you are talking about. 

Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  It is not me! 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  I have been approached about that particular person as well. 

Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  I have been blown off at the lights by this guy.  He came around on the left-hand side 
as we were turning right and cut me off at the lights. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  Don�t take his car away for seven days; that�s too much!  It might inconvenience him! 
Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  If this guy gets his car impounded - so far it has not been impounded for 48 hours - he 
may see it as a badge of honour and then will go for the longer period, because he will get caught.  In the first 
instance, the period of 48 hours is reasonable.  I do not care whether it is mum or dad�s car.  If I am silly enough 
to give my car to one of my daughters and they misuse it, there is a bit of an onus on me - 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  They won�t get a second chance. 
Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  No, they will not get a second chance.  As the member for Wagin said, our current 
method of training young drivers is markedly better now than it was five or six years ago.  Speaking directly 
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from experience, my son, who is 26, learnt to drive when he was 17.  He did not go through the 25-hour process.  
Four hours after he gained his licence - he is overseas at the moment so I know he will not hear me - he went to 
his girlfriend�s house in Connolly, happy and proud to be showing off.  He overshot an intersection, though not 
intentionally.  It was his bad luck to be caught by a police officer who happened to be there.  He wound up with 
the juvenile justice team where he got his lecture.  I think I had to listen to the lecture as well for an hour or two.  
He was taken to a hospital in Shenton Park to be shown the consequences of actions similar to his.  He also had 
to resit the written part of the driver�s test at the time.  He passed.  He behaved.  He learnt a big lesson from that.  
He could have learnt his lesson a lot harder.  He could have been badly hurt if there had been another car 
coming.   

The method of driver training with the 25-hour program that we have now is very good.  I can offer a direct 
contrast.  My youngest daughter, who is 21, went through the 25-hour program.  I think we put her through in 
about four weeks because her mother was going overseas and we needed her to be able to drive herself to school 
because I could not.  We got her to drive us everywhere, including down to Margaret River and back and things 
like that.  She gained a much broader level of experience with us in the car.  The first time my eldest daughter 
came onto the freeway via the Narrows, she panicked because there were six lanes and she was not quite sure 
which lane she had to be in.  As I said, we went down to Margaret River with my younger daughter.  When we 
went down the freeway and asked her to try a certain lane, she was quite confident and never had an issue with 
it.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I don�t think anybody�s arguing with your comments; I agree with your comments. 

Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  I am referring to the comments made by the member for Wagin about our driver 
training.  I think it is exceptionally good at the moment, far better than that in many other areas.   

At the moment we have an issue with hoons.  This legislation will give people on the streets the power to front 
up to a police officer and to have the cars of hoons confiscated on the spot for 48 hours.  That will address some 
of the issues in our suburbs.  I can name at least one street in every suburb of my electorate that has had a 
problem with hoons.  The funny thing that I have learnt about hoons is that they offend close to home.  We had a 
particularly bad night in Connolly.  I happened to be in that suburb on the same night.  There were three parties 
going.  The following day there was not only a huge amount of graffiti through the suburb, but also evidence of a 
huge number of hoon burnouts.  The people who attended the party all lived in the suburb.  There were probably 
a few from outside.  A lady by the name of Mrs Fitzgerald from the suburb of Joondalup rang me and asked me 
to talk to her.  A hoon had come around the corner of her street and took out not only the car that was on the 
driveway and the letterbox, but also one of the skip bins they had hired because they were having renovations 
done to their house.  The hoon�s car moved the skip bin about 15 feet.  Mrs Fitzgerald had a fair idea who it was; 
it was a local.  Nothing has been able to be progressed on that because the police officer did not see it happen.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Surely the police officer could have matched up the paint from the skip bin with the paint off 
the car.   

Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  They tried all that but could not manage it for some reason.  I do not know the ins and 
outs of that.  The legislation before the house will give the likes of Mrs Fitzgerald and her husband the 
opportunity to gather that evidence and present it and have that car confiscated on the spot.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Not confiscated; impounded.  There�s a big difference. 

Mr A.P. O�GORMAN:  Yes, it will be impounded for 48 hours.  Although this legislation does not go as far as 
the member for Hillarys suggests it should, it is putting back in place the original legislation which the 
government put through this house and which was amended in the other place.  I believe it is a good way to 
move forward.  Impounding a car for 48 hours for an initial offence is probably quite sufficient.  The evidence to 
date shows that there are not that many repeat offenders.  The government will keep an eye on the situation, and 
if offenders start wearing as a badge of honour the impounding of their cars, the government will take action. 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury) [4.56 pm]:  I support the thrust of the legislation and also the amendment 
foreshadowed by the member for Hillarys.  I agree with everything that has been said.   

Bunbury has a major issue with hoons, who probably think that their behaviour is okay because they cannot see 
any victims.  They might claim it as a victimless crime and ask what damage is done by laying rubber, having 
smoke come from car tyres and making excessive noise.  They are probably having fun and cannot see any 
physical damage.  As the member for Hillarys and other members have said, some people are intimidated by the 
excessive noise that occurs at all hours from early in the morning until late at night.  Some of the people who 
have approached me have said they have been fearful about going out.  One case that was absolutely stupid 
occurred in a school zone when children were coming out of school.  I was on the street when I heard the 
screeching of tyres.  I and other people turned to look.  The young driver saw us looking, put his head out of the 
window, pulled a face and made a noise.  He thought it was a big joke to be laying rubber and showing how 
tough he was.  Because that occurred in a school zone when children were leaving the school, he could have 
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caused serious physical damage or maybe even death.  Many people feel threatened and intimidated by the 
irresponsible action of such hoons. 

I am happy to support any legislation that tightens the law governing this.  I certainly support the amendment 
that the member for Hillarys has foreshadowed, because people I have met are sick and tired of the behaviour of 
hoons.  Some people who live at a T-junction came to see me.  They were absolutely frustrated because they had 
been to the police on several occasions to report a hoon.  They had given the police the registration number of 
the car and told the police who the person was.  They were fed up and frustrated because police had told them 
that they could not do anything about it because they had to catch the person in the act.  Those people said what 
a joke the law was.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  That is a bit of a cop-out by the police.   

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I can say only what I have been told.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Those people would be absolutely right.  I have had similar complaints brought to my office, 
and I probably know better than anybody.   

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  They said that it was a joke.  They said that they saw this going on and could identify 
the car and tell the times when the incidents happened.  They said they could give all the details, yet nobody 
would do anything about it.   

I am very happy with this legislation and the proposal to change the intent of the act, as the member for 
Joondalup and others have said, so that police do not have to be on the spot to catch these people.  The citizens 
themselves can give corroborated and supporting evidence to back up the charges.  I am all for that because I 
think it is a good starting point.  People will know that if they have the evidence, it will not be solely up to the 
police to be on the spot when the offence is committed.  As I have said many times before, policing is a whole-
of-community activity.  We are there to back up the police because they are our agents in the field.  We need to 
be able to back them up. 

I have held several community meetings that the senior police officers in Bunbury have attended.  The inspectors 
and the senior sergeant have been absolutely fantastic.  They have come to every public meeting I have had to 
talk about community issues.  What issue comes up?  It is hoons.  The police also get frustrated at not being able 
to meet the community�s expectation of being able to put these offenders away.  They know that the law can go 
only so far.  I am sure the police in general will welcome this change in the law and hopefully the minister will 
agree to the amendment the member for Hillarys has put forward. 

As we all know, the majority of people do not want to jump up in public and scream and shout about everything.  
The majority do not want to be in the limelight.  They are the quiet majority, if I can put it that way.  However, 
they are at the end of their tether.  They feel they have nowhere to go.  I hope the minister will agree to the 
foreshadowed amendment, which will strengthen the bill.  It will go some way to fixing the situation. 

The procedures people have to go through to catch hoons have really turned them off.  They get frustrated.  
Some of the people who have come to see me have said they do not necessarily want to see a young kid brought 
before the court, because it might be his first offence.  They would like to be able to hand the details to the police 
so that the police can knock on the offender�s front door and say, �Listen here, Charlie Brown, you�ve been 
spotted.  We�ve got witnesses.  If they want to take this further, you�re gone.  Take this advice: do this again and 
you�re gone.�  Some of my constituents have said that maybe a good talking-to -  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  The police can do that now, but they don�t. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I am not au fait with the Police Act and what police may or may not do.  If that is the 
case, maybe they should do it more often.  As the member for Wagin said, we were all young once, and a lot of 
this type of behaviour might be stopped by a really stern talking-to by the police.  I remember the police used to 
do that many years ago when we were young.  I think the member for Yokine knows what I am talking about.  
Police used to say that they would come and see our fathers, and we started to pack it a bit.  It was a case of, 
�Don�t go and see dad.  Sorry, I won�t do that again.�  My father said to me that if he found out that I had got 
into trouble, it would not matter what it was, when I came home he would give me exactly double.  I wanted to 
put that on the record. 

This is a major problem and it is getting worse.  Everywhere one goes, burnt rubber can be seen on the roads.  I 
have seen people go through fences after having lost control of the car.  It is easy for somebody to be injured and 
to lose their life.  I welcome the introduction of this bill.  Hopefully, the government will agree to the 
amendments.  The capacity for the community to become involved and to corroborate evidence and for the 
police to investigate and use that evidence to impound a vehicle is a major step forward. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The increase from two days to seven is very poorly conceived and reflects the opposition�s 
total lack of understanding of the legislation.  I will explain that when I respond. 
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Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I hope the minister does provide an explanation.  Currently, the perpetrators do not 
care. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The main part of the legislation enables the police to take action on the evidence provided by 
other people. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I am talking about the current situation.  The perpetrators do not care because they 
know that nothing can be done unless the police are present.  They are thumbing their noses at everyone.  People 
can pretend to take down the licence plate numbers, but the police cannot do anything about it.  The public is 
absolutely sick and tired of it.  Antisocial behaviour is the number one issue.  I am all for doing anything we can 
to strengthen the legislation and to send a tough message to the hoons that we are sick and tired of it and will not 
tolerate it any longer.  From what I have heard members say, I believe we are agreeing with each other.  It is just 
a matter of the amendment.  I implore the minister to look at this.  We have a good opportunity to send a 
message to the hoons that the community and members of Parliament will not tolerate that type of rubbish 
anymore.  People�s lives are in danger.  The hoons have no regard for young people who are in schools and they 
have no regard for families or the elderly.  The hoons are burning rubber at two o�clock and three o�clock in the 
morning.  They do it because they know that nobody can do anything about it. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Like you, I believe that this the most common problem raised with members.  Each 
constituent of mine who has talked to me about this problem has said, after realising that the hoons� vehicles are 
impounded for just 48 hours, that the vehicles should be taken away from the hoons for at least a month.  Seven 
days is hardly enough. 

Mr M.P. Murray:  Why not just hang them!  It would be far easier! 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Does the member think they should be hanged?  Can I quote the member? 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O�Gorman):  Order, members!  The member for Bunbury is on his feet. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I will quote him. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  The member for Collie-Wellington does not have any problems. 

Mr M.P. Murray:  Bring the tanks out from China and run them over! 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I will use that quote too!  I hope it is recorded in Hansard.  They are your comments, not 
mine. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I think I will just sit down, Mr Acting Speaker. 

We were talking about the Acting Speaker�s front lawn earlier.  The member for Hillarys was talking about 
people driving on other people�s gardens.  Somebody told me that he was looking for somebody and that he was 
eventually found hiding in the long grass ringbarking the weeds.  I do not know what people have been saying to 
the member for Hillarys, but I can tell him that some of my constituents have suggested a helluva lot worse 
punishment than what he suggested.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  They are bound not to be as extreme as what the member for Collie-Wellington suggested!   

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  The member for Collie-Wellington does not have any problems in Collie - at least, that 
is what he tells me.  
Mr M.P. Murray:  They are law abiding people in my electorate.   

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  There are no hoons in Collie! 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  They are all terrified of him! 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  The member for Yokine knows how it works.  Everybody is scared of the top hoon in 
town, so they do not take him on!  We say that in jest, member for Collie-Wellington. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You can say that; I couldn�t possibly comment.  
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Fair enough.  I make the point to the minister and members that my constituents are 
sick and tired of hoons and their antisocial behaviour.  I am sure the police will welcome any legislation to 
strengthen the current provisions because it will give them extra powers.  The last thing the police or any of us 
want is complaints continually rolling in.  If we can eliminate complaints by implementing appropriate 
legislation that will enable the police to take serial offenders off the road, everybody will welcome it.  Society in 
general is sick and tired of their behaviour.  

MR R.C. KUCERA (Yokine) [5.11 pm]:  I think it was Robert Peel who said when he first established what we 
now know as a modern police force that the police are people and the people are the police, and the police are 
merely people who are paid to do what everybody else should do anyway.  I was pleased to have some input into 
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some of the policy issues surrounding this bill.  The main thrust of the bill is to empower the public to do what 
they should do.  It is as simple as that.   

I will address some of the issues raised by the member for Bunbury.  Under the present legislation, the police can 
take the actions that are enshrined in this bill.  However, the process of collecting evidence and convincing 
people to go to court and give evidence is a convoluted process.  I have been to court on these issues on a 
number of occasions.  Subsequent to my leaving the police service a number of years ago, in my capacity as a 
citizen I have been prepared to go to court.  Following an incident in which my wife and I were almost run down 
in Green Street, we were quite happy to go to court to give evidence.  Even though the defendant was convicted, 
and as it turned out had had three previous convictions and had lost his licence for life, he was prepared to 
challenge my wife in court and call her a liar.   

When this legislation is in operation, the challenge to both the government and WA Police will be to support 
people who are prepared to come forward and give evidence.  At the moment that does not occur.  It is far too 
easy for young and even older and wiser police officers who ask people whether they are prepared to go to court, 
to dismiss complaints from citizens because they are unsure about going to court.  That happens time and again, 
and I have seen that happen.  As a former 35-year serving police officer, I say, as the member for Murray will 
agree, that is a cop-out - pardon the pun!   

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  I agree with your sentiments, and you probably agree that, as I said, the majority of people 
are unassuming and do not seek the limelight.  Many of them are intimidated at the prospect of going to court.   

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Absolutely.  Facing a defendant�s counsel in court can be very intimidating.   
Many years ago when I was in the police service we were driving down High Road on a Sunday afternoon when 
a bunch of bikies drove past.  As they drove past a car, one of the bikies slapped the driver across the face 
through his open window just for the hell of it and then looked back and grinned at him.  The best part about that 
was that the bikie forgot about the car in front of him and ran into it.  I should not have laughed at him, because 
he ended up going to hospital; nonetheless, I thought that was poetic justice.   
My second point is that it is very important that we reinforce that and support the public generally when they 
give evidence against these idiots.  We need to do that because regardless of the punishment that is imposed - I 
can say this after 35 years� experience - people do not consider the punishment when they do something wrong 
until they are caught.  It is the only deterrent.  The proof of this is that there are people in the Middle East 
running around with two hands missing.  The only thing that prevents people from committing an offence is that 
they think they might get caught.  It is as simple as that.  The more that we can empower the public to do the job 
that they pay the police to do, the more important it will be.  All the talk about hanging, capital offences and 
increasing penalties is a nonsense.  What kind of idiot will walk into Hungry Jack�s with a hand pistol and 
commit an armed robbery for a hamburger and $15 when they know they will face 15 or 20 years in jail?   
Mr G.M. Castrilli:  They still do.   
Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Yes, because they think they will not get caught.  The reason I support this legislation is 
that the more that the public support the police by going to court to give evidence and having that evidence acted 
upon, the more we will start to win back our strengths.  All the talk about severe punishments comes to nothing 
if the idiots, hoons and galahs that I have dealt with over all these years think they will get away with it.   
I will recount what happened to me when I was returning home from school in a Welsh mining town.  The 
greatest neighbourhood watch person in the town was my Nanna Williams.  She would sit at the window of her 
house, and as people walk down those streets in Wales all the women can be seen behind the curtains.  I may 
have told this story before.  When I was eight years of age I crossed Western Avenue on my way home from 
school and while Copper Smithy was talking to somebody on the other side of the road, I ignored him and 
walked across the road.  I nearly got hit by a coal truck that was coming from the coal yards.  The truck just 
missed me, and Copper Smithy reefed me off the ground, gave me a kick in the backside and told me to stand by 
my bike.  I wondered what I had done wrong, apart from being nearly bowled over by the truck.  I had to stand 
there freezing to death in my short pants while my mates walked past.  He then put me on the bar of his bike and 
took me home.  I will never forget travelling that street in that Welsh mining town with all the curtains moving 
as we went past.  We got to my house and my Nanna Williams� curtains moved.  I walked in and Copper Smithy 
explained what had happened and that I had done something wrong.  I found out years later that if I had been hit 
by the truck, he would have been filling in forms for about five months.  Obviously he was upset about it.  As 
soon as he left and the door was shut my grandmother gave me the biggest hiding I have had in my life; not 
because I had done anything wrong but, as the member for Bunbury said about his dad, I had brought the copper 
to the door and brought shame on the family.  My mother gave me a hiding and I got those magic words, �Wait 
until your father gets home.�  I waited for about six hours and then got another hiding off the old man and my 
grandfather also gave me a hiding because it happened in his house.  My point is that I learnt a very good 
lesson - either do not get caught or do not do anything to get caught for.  The idiots get away with it and the 
public feel intimidated.   
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The police are under great pressure with their workload and unless people give evidence, such as my wife and I 
did a couple of years ago, and are prepared to say, �This idiot drove like this�, the hoons will continue to get 
away with it.   

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  They will get off.   

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Exactly.  When people are reported and the police act on it, 99 times out of a 100 they will 
admit to the police that this occurred and the necessity to go to court is no longer there.  The worst thing we can 
do to a hoon is not fine him - 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Will you move your microphone, because it is rubbing against something? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  I am sorry.  I am playing with it.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  It sounds like you have indigestion.   

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  As a matter of fact I have.  

Another measure that can be employed to discourage hoons is the confiscation of their cars, which are their pride 
and joy.  I have considered the two amendments suggested by the member for Hillarys.  I have sympathy for the 
first amendment, which deals with multiple offenders.  I think we should consider impounding their vehicles for 
a longer period.  Maybe we can talk about that during consideration in detail.  I have some reservations about the 
second amendment.  I will defer to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to explain his and my 
reservations.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Which amendment? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  The amendment that deals with the confiscation of a person�s vehicle if he or she offends 
more than once.  I have some sympathy for that amendment, because the best thing we can do to discourage a 
hoon from that type of behaviour is to confiscate his car.   

I reiterate that we must ensure that we empower the public to do what it has always done.  That is the 
fundamental change.  One of the worst things that has happened to the Western Australia Police was the break-
up of the specialist units, particularly the traffic branch and the specialist crime units.  Everyone was made a 
generalist.  Everybody became a jack-of-all trades, but master of none.  That is a great shame.  Commissioner 
Falconer first started that process and as a senior officer I was obliged to go along with his program.  In some 
instances there was need for change.  Traffic policing is a specialised area.  People become passionate about 
being traffic officers and target hoons.  They do something about hoons, because removing them from our roads 
becomes a personal challenge.  Those officers must be supported by legislation.  This legislation goes an 
enormous way to giving power back to the public and the police.  The police hierarchy must realise that people 
are worried about this kind of behaviour.  It must reiterate to its officers that these kinds of offences lead to other 
offences.   

A very good Greek Macedonian friend of mine - he is probably a good friend of some other members because he 
was involved with the City of Perth - gave his son a V8 vehicle on his seventeenth birthday and buried him the 
following day.  That event is the most tragic and saddest event I have ever seen.  I will not name my friend.  I do 
not think he ever got over his son�s death, for which he felt responsible.  Youngsters think that they are 
indestructible.  However, they will not behave that way if they think they are going to get caught.  The member 
for Bunbury mentioned the old days when the police would give someone a kick up the backside.  Plonky 
Williams, who has passed on, used to be a police officer in Fremantle.  The hoons who hung out at the 
Lamplighter restaurant in the middle of Fremantle used to wait until they heard the Doppler effect from Plonky�s 
motorbike as he went up the hill and past the monument before they jumped into their cars.  Plonky used to turn 
his motorbike off and roll it back down the hill.  Two minutes after they thought Plonky had gone, the hoons 
would start up their engines and get their wheels going.  As they came up the road the headlights on their cars 
would cut into the middle of the road; and, standing in the middle of the road with his arms folded would be 
Plonky with his crooked finger beckoning them to approach.  He was on his own; he had no back-up.  He had no 
gun, no pepper spray - nothing.  All he used was his crooked finger to pull them over.  He knew every one of 
those hoons.  He knew their fathers and, in most instances, I think he knew their grandfathers.  Unfortunately, 
people have lost respect for the police.  Perth has become a great and big city.   

What I said about being taken home to my grandmother�s house no longer applies.  When young officers pay a 
visit to someone�s home to explain to a parent what his or her son has been doing, they cop a mouthful of abuse.  
It is often the case - I have seen it happen time and again - that those officers go back to the same house five days 
later to tell the parent that the son he was sticking up for is now in the mortuary at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.  
We must employ measures that encourage respect for the police and help the police enforce the measures that 
will remove these kinds of idiots from our roads.  This is good legislation, and good legislation must be backed 
up by an appreciation and realisation by senior police and those who enforce this legislation that these measures 
are dearly wanted and requested by the community.  Once this legislation is passed, they must be prepared to 
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reinforce it and to make sure that their young officers are buffered, supported, trained and educated on the 
impact of this legislation. 

I used to work with an old detective sergeant, who was my mentor, many years ago.  He said to me, �Bob, a 
pinch is a pinch is a pinch.  If somebody does something wrong, it doesn�t matter whether it�s going through the 
stop sign outside the Charles Hotel on Friday night when you�re half full of syrup or whether you break into the 
Governor�s house and steal the Governor�s sword, it�s an offence.  That�s what you�re paid to do; you�re paid to 
police and to make sure that people don�t think they can get away with things.� 

A myth grew up around this city, I think long before the member for Hillarys arrived in Perth, about a set of 
vehicles called the black Galaxies.  Some people might remember them back in those days.  For its night-time 
patrols, the criminal investigation branch bought four great big black Galaxy cars with tinted windows so that 
nobody could see who was sitting in them.  All that used to happen was that those vehicles were driven around at 
night.  I do not think anyone in those vehicles ever stopped anybody.  However, everybody was terrified of them, 
because there was a view in the city that those cars were around, and if people did anything wrong, they would 
be caught. 

I compliment the minister for introducing this legislation.  There are some issues for discussion.  I have some 
sympathy for the member for Hillarys� first amendment regarding the confiscation of the vehicle of a dual 
offender.  I will leave it to the minister to talk about the second amendment.  However, I support this legislation.  
I congratulate the minister for bringing it into the house.  I think it is a great shame - this is the only political 
statement I will make tonight - that we have had to revisit this legislation on a couple of occasions.  I urge 
members on the other side of the house to make sure that the support that they have displayed today in this 
place - I compliment them on that - is also displayed in the other place. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  We can�t dictate what they do in the other place.  You know that. 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  I realise, member for Hillarys, that opposition members in this place cannot dictate to their 
colleagues in the other place.  However, there are issues for all of us in this legislation.  There are some issues of 
commonsense in this legislation, which the opposition supports and which I support.  I commend the legislation 
to the house. 
MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [5.26 pm]:  I support the Road Traffic Amendment Bill 2006.  It is good 
legislation.  I will also support the amendment that will be moved by the member for Hillarys, and I will explain 
my reasons for that.  I believe that 48 hours� impoundment is not enough.  The offences are outlined in the 
legislation.  They include hoon behaviour, driving at 45 kilometres an hour or more over the speed limit, road 
rage and similar types of offences.  The public is sick and tired of having to put up with people who commit 
those offences, and the public wants members of this Parliament to be very strong in their actions in this regard.  
Normally, these offences happen on the weekend or on a Friday night.  An offender will lose his car for the 
weekend.  He will have his car back for work on the Monday; or, if it is his parents� car, the parents will have the 
car back for work on the Monday.  We do not believe it is a real hardship if the car is impounded for 48 hours.  
The point has been made previously that some of these young people treat it as a badge of honour.  Even if we 
bring in tougher penalties, people will still do it.  Most of these people are young.  Members have spoken about 
things they did when they were young.  Most of us took risks and did silly things.  Young guys are young guys.  
They drive powerful cars and they will take risks.  It does not matter what penalty we impose, there will be an 
element of people who will want to defy the law, find a place where there are no cops and try to get away with it 
in the middle of the night.  Then, before anyone arrives on the scene, they are gone.  It will be a challenge for 
those people. 
The point that we are trying to make as an opposition is that when those people are caught, a period of 48 hours� 
impoundment for the first offence is not enough.  The member for Hillarys has said that he thinks the period 
should be seven days.  I know that some members of the opposition believe that it should be more than seven 
days.  The member for Murray will talk about penalties in other legislation that are stronger than the penalties in 
this legislation.  I believe seven days is a reasonable time for which to impound a car.  I also believe in the 
principles of our justice system.  If a person is a first offender, he does not have the book thrown at him.  We 
need to find a balance.  However, we also need to provide a strong deterrent.  A first offender will have an 
incentive not to offend again if he knows that if he commits a second offence he will face the possibility that his 
vehicle will be impounded for three months.   
Speeding has become very prevalent on our roads.  We often read in the paper about people speeding on roads in 
the south west, particularly just south of Mandurah.  On a number of occasions motorists on south west roads 
have been clocked doing over 200 kilometres an hour in a 110 kilometre-an-hour zone.  In one case a three-year-
old child was in the back seat of the car.  That is totally irresponsible.  People who drive like that should have 
their cars impounded for a long time.  We certainly support that. 
A number of members have spoken about the hoon behaviour that is occurring in their electorates.  The member 
for Joondalup, who is now in the chair as Acting Speaker, reeled off a number of streets in his electorate.  He did 
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well to remember those streets.  I do not think I could list all the streets in my electorate of South Perth in which 
there is evidence of hoon behaviour.  The member is obviously doing a great job in going around his electorate 
and marking down all the streets. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I think he could probably name another 50 streets in his electorate, as I could too if I went 
around my electorate to have a look. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  I could do the same in South Perth.  I do not want to upset country members too much, 
but I suspect that a lot of the hoon behaviour in South Perth is carried out by young country boys who are driving 
hotted-up utes -  

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  It is a big problem in South Perth.   

Mr M.P. Murray:  Do you think they just go from a tractor to a car?   

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  Yes!  Many young country boys drive big, powerful utes.  The other morning I was 
walking along Gardner Street, Como, when a young guy came speeding around the corner and took off -  

Ms J.A. Radisich:  It was not the government Whip, was it? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  No.  I do not think the government Whip lives in South Perth when he is in Perth. 

By the time this young bloke had gone 100 yards up the street I could not begin to guess how fast he was going.  
Cars were parked on both sides of the street.  I thought if a young mother had been walking along the street with 
her kids and one of the kids had run out from behind a parked car, the kid would have been dead.  How senseless 
it is to do that.  Many young guys get behind the wheel and just want to take off.  We need to try to stamp out 
that sort of behaviour.  We need to be strong on this issue.  That is why I will be supporting the amendment 
proposed by the member for Hillarys.   
It is good that the police will be allowed to use the evidence of witnesses.  I had some concerns initially that 
people would be setting themselves up as vigilante groups.  No-one wants that.  No-one wants confrontation on 
the streets if a young aggressive driver decides to stop a car and get into an ugly situation with a person who has 
witnessed his hoon behaviour.  I agree with the comments of the member for Yokine.  If the police are able to 
use the evidence of witnesses and say to an offender, �People tell us this is what you have been doing, and we 
have a photograph to prove it�, often the offender will admit to doing it.  That is good.  If the police find it 
necessary to ask the witnesses to appear in court, they will have the power to do so.  It is very good legislation in 
that regard.  The police have had their hands tied, and this legislation will help.  
The other thing I will talk about is road rage, which is one of the most insidious crimes.  An incident occurred 
when I was living in Melbourne.  My wife was trying to find a parking space in a car park.  She took a space 
ahead of a group of young guys, and they abused her very badly.  She was with a friend in the car, and she was 
quite shaken by the experience.  A group of young guys started hurling quite insulting obscenities.  It is 
intimidating, and it is even worse when it is on the road.  People want to intimidate other drivers who will not let 
them pass or are not driving fast enough for them.  Whereas in the old days, a simple toot of the horn was 
involved, now there is an element of society that has become so aggressive that some quite serious 
confrontations can occur.  The ability for the courts to order the impounding or confiscation of a vehicle 
following a conviction for an offence of assault, damage or reckless driving in road rage circumstances is very 
good.   

This whole bill is good.  The community has been looking for it.  People are sick of seeing the streets marked.  
In my own street two lawns have been damaged, one alongside my house.  Someone just got on the lawn and 
dug it up by driving across it.  The other lawn is on the corner of South Terrace, and is much bigger.  There was 
no-one in the house at the time, but a hoon driver damaged the lawn in a quite senseless act of vandalism.  The 
member for Bunbury made the point that the squealing and screeching of tyres outside the bedroom window can 
be quite frightening late at night for older people, many of whom live in my electorate.  We must make Perth a 
better place to live in if we can, and we must do anything we can to assist the police in enforcing this law.  The 
Road Traffic Amendment Bill 2006 is excellent legislation.  I support it, but I will also support the member for 
Hillarys in his move to amend the first impoundment from 48 hours to seven days, because 48 hours is not quite 
long enough to send the message home to these young people that this behaviour will not be accepted.   
MR A.J. SIMPSON (Serpentine-Jarrahdale) [5.38 pm]:  In debating the Road Traffic Amendment Bill 2006, 
we have spoken about a lot of issues, but one of the main issues identified is the number of deaths on the roads 
every year.  One of the significant things is that the chance of people aged between 17 and 24 years being 
involved in a fatal motor vehicle accident is 50 per cent higher than for those above that age.  Most members 
have spoken about that issue.  To keep our young people under control, we are now looking at a hoon law.  I can 
see what the government is trying to do.  I must confess that when I think of the number of times I was involved 
in doing the occasional burnout or whatever, I realise that if I were a young bloke today, I would probably have 
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my car confiscated for 48 hours.  It was something I did in my younger days.  I have had motorbikes, V8 cars 
and a burnout ute and so forth.  The member for Wagin spoke about the Narrogin RevHeads weekend.  That is a 
fantastic opportunity.  I helped a mate put a ute together and he went down.  Unfortunately, I could not make it 
because my commitments as a member of Parliament took me somewhere else.  They had a great weekend.  A 
group went down.  They used the ute they have had for four or five years.  Unfortunately, they are all getting a 
bit old like me, and they said that they had a bad night when all the young blokes kept yahooing and screaming 
at three or four o�clock in the morning.  They could not get to sleep.   

We know of the Quit Motorplex.  Street meetings have been held there.  There was also Motorvation in January, 
which is a big burnout competition.  We must tell young people that if they want to drag race and things like 
that, there is a place where they can do it.  That is something that we must emphasise and push.  We must 
identify who wants to do what and allow them to do it in a controlled environment.  People should do it where 
everything is on hand.  The Motorplex is available; it is a fantastic facility but it could be utilised a lot more.  As 
lawmakers, we should encourage people to utilise it more. 
Some members have expressed concern about vigilantes, who are people who chase road offenders.  Mr Acting 
Speaker (Mr A.P. O�Gorman) spoke about a young bloke who lived in his street and often drove down the street.  
When I got my first GPX 750 there was a section of road -  
Ms J.A. Radisich:  Is that a car or a bike? 
Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  It is a Kawasaki motorbike.  There was a section of road with a hump in it and when I 
wound out my bike, I would become airborne over the hump!  I used to come home from work the same way.  
One day when I got home there was a policeman waiting for me on my front lawn.  He told me that if I did that 
again, he would have me.  I learnt very quickly not to do that.  The member for Yokine mentioned that police 
used to visit people or give them a tap on the shoulder if they saw them doing something wrong.  A policeman 
knocking on the door does not mean the same as it did 20 years ago.  That is a bit of a shame because it seems 
that the authority of the police has been taken from them.  I do not know why.  Nevertheless, I learnt my lesson.  
I used to be pulled over by the police many times.  I can remember living in the small country town of Kondinin.  
I was 16 years of age and did not have a licence.  I hopped on my motorbike and rode down a laneway.  When I 
came to the main road I slowed down, had a look, and shot across to the next road.  The third time I did that a 
policeman was waiting for me.  He told me off for not wearing a helmet!  He was a new bloke in town.  He did 
not know that I did not have a licence.  I said thank you very much and left the bike at my mate�s place.  That is 
life in a small rural town.  Anyway, it was a stupid thing to do.  Young people think they are invincible.  They do 
not think about things.  I have had many different motorbike accidents.  I used to ride in off-road races.  I got it 
out of my system in other ways.  That is what it is all about today.  If a person drives like that, he will lose his 
car.  That is a good thing.  I support the member for Hillary�s amendment providing for a driver to lose his car 
for seven days.  I would be concerned if that happened for a second or third offence.  It would be all right for a 
first offence.  Everybody is entitled to make a mistake and get his ear chewed off.  For a second or third offence, 
the penalty should be heavier. 
As I said at the start, our main goal is to protect society.  We must protect the youth; we want to keep them alive.  
When they drive fast and do burnouts, they are not in control of the vehicle.  The next thing is that they will do 
drag races.  We need to find a way to bring them back under control.  People in my electorate are very 
supportive of this bill; they think it is fantastic.  However, there are some concerns about how the provisions will 
be policed and how we can stop vigilantes from wrecking the system for everybody.  That is a concern.  My 
golden rule in life is that if a person does nothing wrong, he has nothing to fear.  That is what it boils down to.  
No-one will come knocking on my door because I have not done anything wrong. 
I will not take more time of the house, otherwise I will simply repeat what other members have said. 
MR M.J. COWPER (Murray) [5.43 pm]:  In the time available I will touch on what the situation was in the 
past, what it is at the moment and what I hope will eventuate in the future concerning people who hoon in their 
cars and cause the community a lot of angst and discomfort.  I will start with what used to be the case.  When I 
first arrived at Australind Police Station in 1996 I sent out a survey to approximately 9 000 homes in my police 
subdistrict.  Unfortunately, believe it or not, I got only nine responses.  There were two main issues of concern in 
the nine responses.  One was burglary.  Even though the area had a very low burglary rate, it was a major issue.  
The second issue was hoon behaviour.  I do not think much has changed in a number of years.  In fact, in recent 
years hoon behaviour has been a growth area.  I will touch upon why I believe that is the case.  Previously, if 
police received a complaint about a person driving a car in a dangerous manner, doing burnouts, or driving in a 
fashion as described under this legislation, police had available to them a number of options.  One option was to 
charge people under sections 60, 61 and 62 of the Road Traffic Act with reckless, dangerous or careless driving 
when the evidence supported such a charge.  The problem with that was that police officers had to spend a fair 
bit of time trying to prove certain elements of those charges.  A charge of reckless driving in particular needed 
proof that the act that was done was inherently dangerous to another person, whether the act was done inside the 
vehicle or in the street.  An alternative charge of causing undue or excessive noise was available to police for 



8978 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 29 November 2006] 

someone spinning car wheels.  The penalty for that charge, from memory, was about $300 and three or four 
demerit points.  That was a fairly hefty penalty - particularly the demerit points - compared with the penalties 
under the previous legislation. 

A situation developed back in 2003 for New Zealanders.  I take a bit of an issue with members of the house who 
said today that New Zealanders usually copy what happens in Australia.  I enjoy from time to time - particularly 
when the rugby is on - giving our Anzac cousins across the Tasman Sea a bit of a touch up, particularly the wife 
of one of my best mates who is of Kiwi origin.  I enjoy from time to time giving them a bit of a going over, just 
for the fact that they are Kiwis.  Whether we are Kiwi or Australian, it is almost a traditional sport to beat up on 
each other. 
Mr R.C. Kucera:  Do you realise what you have just said about your mate�s wife? 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  What; that she was a Kiwi? 
Mr R.C. Kucera:  No, before that. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  I have no idea. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Check it in Hansard. 
Mr M.J. COWPER:  I will check it in Hansard and have a bit of a laugh.  Okay?  However, I can assure the 
member for Yokine that there was nothing - 

An opposition member interjected. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  The member for Yokine needs to get his mind out of the gutter. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  I wasn�t having a shot.  I don�t think you realise what you said. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  I was going to say that New Zealanders - this is hard for me to say - have been at the 
forefront of road safety for many years.  In fact, some of the stuff they have been coming up with has been 
copied by Americans, and I know that Monash University Accident Research Centre - MUARC - in Melbourne 
has been closely tracking it.  I believe the New Zealand government is currently considering graduated drivers� 
licences.  Believe it or not, members, that initiative originated in New Zealand.  Another initiative that actually 
came out of Toronto, Canada, and Christchurch, New Zealand, was Crime Prevention Through Environmental 
Design - CPTED.  It was that sort of combination that came up with the principle that many local governments in 
Western Australia are adopting.  Certainly the City of Mandurah has adopted it as part of its strategy for 
reducing crime.  It is therefore unfair for us to have a crack at New Zealanders when it is not justified.  If there 
were a Kiwi member of this house, I probably would not be speaking like this, as I do not like to give Kiwis 
credit when they are present!  However, they deserve it in this situation as I believe they are in front of us. 
Mr B.S. Wyatt:  Are you sure they didn�t rip it off from us? 
Mr M.J. COWPER:  I wish I could claim that, but I understand that New Zealanders introduced this sort of 
legislation back in 2003, way before any government in Australia introduced it.  I believe Queensland has similar 
legislation and South Australia may also have something along similar lines. 

Until this hoon legislation was introduced in 2003, the police had available to them only a certain number of 
options.  As I said, they had to prove a charge of reckless, dangerous or careless driving, or causing undue or 
excessive noise.  When this legislation came into the Parliament, it was met with some amount of scepticism by 
members of the police force, who thought it would be another impost on their time because they would have to 
do certain things to fulfil the requirements of the legislation.  When the hoon legislation was in the upper house, 
an amendment was inserted that said that only police officers who witnessed the offence were able to proceed 
with a charge under the legislation.  That was a mistake.  I am sure members of the upper house made the 
amendment with all good intentions because they had some genuine concerns that the legislation would not be 
met very well by the public; however, that has proved to be not the case.  The fact remains that hoon behaviour 
was a problem way back about 10 years ago.  It is a growing, not diminishing, problem.  I believe it is continuing 
to grow because we have created a culture in young people in particular that it is acceptable.  A number of 
movies such as The Fast and the Furious and movies of a similar ilk have had an impact on young people.  My 
son has a computer game called Need for Speed.  It has sensational graphics.  It uses about 2.8 gigabytes on the 
computer, so when I get on my computer in the study, it is as slow as a wet week.  When I try to work out why it 
is so slow, I find that it is because he has this computer game with massive graphics loaded on the computer, so I 
have to dump that game before my computer will function in a proper manner.  In this computer game, players 
swap tickets.  It is an American idea.  If one player beats another player in a race, he gets a ticket and he owns 
the other player�s car.  Players progress by winning races, and they can win money and soup up their cars.  The 
cars that are used in this game are cars that people can buy today.  We see on the streets of Perth Nissan 
Skylines, which were referred to earlier by a member, WRXs, Porches, Audis and so on.  Some of these cars 
have only four cylinders but they are very high-performance cars.  They are a bit different from the old Zephyr 
that my good friend the member for Bunbury owned in the 1950s when he thought he was pretty hot. 
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Mr G.M. Castrilli:  I didn�t have a Zephyr! 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  What did the member have - an Austin or something?  The situation today is totally 
different.  Therefore, we must have a different way of dealing with this issue. 

Currently, if members of the public wish to report to the police an incident of hoon behaviour, they ring the 
police, but nine times out of 10 by the time the police attend, the offending vehicle has gone.  On occasions on a 
still night I can hear cars doing burnouts not far from my house.  Most of the noise comes from Challenger 
TAFE in Mandurah, where there are a couple of bus lanes.  The amount of rubber on the bus lanes makes it look 
like the touchdown runway at Perth airport.  It is similar at the Singleton car park near the beach.  It is another 
great area for this sort of behaviour.  There is more rubber on the road than there is bitumen.  I heard the member 
for Hillarys and the member for Mindarie engage in a bit of friendly banter about the hoon behaviour in their 
electorates.  There would not be an electorate in Western Australia that is not affected by this behaviour.  
Virtually every road in Western Australia has a black mark on it somewhere.  I have heard it remarked that the 
police have apprehended about 850 people under this legislation, with only 20 re-offenders.  That is fantastic.  
That gives members an indication that the message is getting through to people.  I take the contrary view.  Those 
people were apprehended over about three years. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Exactly.  It is not a lot in three years. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  Despite this good legislation, which I will give the government a tick for, there is still a 
proliferation of this sort of behaviour.  We must ask why.  Let us do a bit of maths, and members can help me 
out.  Let us say that there are two million people in Western Australia, and probably two-thirds, or 1.2 million, of 
those people would have drivers� licences. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You should get the member for Vasse to do the numbers for you! 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  The member cannot help himself.  I am trying to run through an exercise.  I know that 
exercises were hard for him when he was at primary school. 

Statistics show that those in the age group 17 to 25 years are most at danger and are overrepresented in the 
figures for people who engage in this sort of behaviour.  Let us say that 100 000 of those 1.2 million people are 
in the age group 17 to 25 years.  If anyone has an accurate figure, that is fine, but I am just giving members an 
idea of the numbers.  If only one per cent of those 100 000 people engaged in this type of behaviour, there would 
be 1 000 people behaving in that manner on the roads.  Given the amount of rubber on the roads in our 
electorates, I hazard a guess that more than 1 000 people are engaging in this behaviour. 

My first car was a magnificent HZ Holden station wagon, and I put BFG fat tyres and Elstar chromies on it. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Did you have a mattress in the back? 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  I did have a mattress in the back.  These BFG tyres cost me some enormous amount, 
probably more than a week�s wage.  They were worth about $250 each in those days, which was about three or 
four weeks� wages or something ridiculous like that.  I cannot remember the exact figure.  There was no way in 
the world that I was going to do burnouts in that V8 HZ station wagon of mine, firstly, because I could not afford 
new tyres and, secondly, because I had saved up for the car and I was not about to mistreat it.  Young people are 
a little more materialistic these days than I was.  These days people can buy cheap cars.  The V6 Commodores 
are fairly high performance cars.  The 3.8 litre V6s go like cut cats!  The local proprietors of the tyre shops sell 
these car owners second-hand tyres.  They go home, unbolt their good tyres, put on these other tyres and go 
down to the local bus or boat ramp - or whatever is in the minister�s electorate - and burn up the town, leaving 
smoke and rubber and damaging the road surface.   

People are not so much concerned about crime but the fear of crime.  They lie in their beds feeling vulnerable 
when they hear the squeal of tyres.  They do not feel empowered to do anything about it.  They ring the police.  I 
have worked at the Police Operations Communications Centre.  It gets a ridiculous number of jobs.  By the time 
it prioritises the various jobs, squealing tyres is not as high a priority as other matters.  Hence, it may take a 
considerable amount of time to get to these jobs.  That reflects the fact that only about 800 people have been 
caught.  The police in the Peel region, including Superintendent Parkinson, Senior Sergeant Jeffery Beaman and 
the officer in charge of traffic, Sergeant White, do a very good job.  In Pinjarra, the officer who goes by the 
nickname of PK does a very, very good job.  They are overrepresented in the number of cars seized.  The 
minister knows that very well.  Potentially, they are missing a whole bunch more.  How do we address the issue 
of getting a better coverage of police? 

When I first read this legislation, I thought it was an interesting ploy by the government.  I looked at it from a 
political perspective.  The government is conducting polling in the community, as is the federal government, to 
find out the issues.  Next year there will be a federal election.  The number one issue is hoons.  People in our 
communities are feeling unsafe.  It is interesting that the government has said that it introduced this legislation 
three years ago.  I give it a tick for that.  Why will we have no more hoons when this bill is passed?  It is 
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ridiculous to suggest that we will solve the problem of hoons after we pass this legislation.  I do not believe that 
is the case.  When the second reading of this legislation is passed - it will be supported by members on this side - 
I will be proffering a few amendments during consideration in detail to help it achieve the outcome we all desire.   

The last thing any of us want is people beating down the doors of our electorate offices saying that the hoons are 
driving them crazy.  They drive me crazy.  I have rung police communications.  I did not tell them my 
occupation.  I said I was Joe Citizen, I had observed a car being driven recklessly and I was prepared to go to 
court, much like the example given by the member for Yokine earlier.  Unfortunately, there are people who are 
happy to give the information but are not prepared to go to court.  The member for Yokine is correct in saying 
that the police are partly to blame for this situation.  They should simply say to people that they would like to 
take a statement and a photo from them so that they have some sort of evidence to support a case.  If they ask 
whether they have to go to court, the police will say that they do.  If the people do not want to turn up, they can 
be summonsed.  If they do not want to give the evidence that they gave on the statement, we should declare them 
a hostile witnesses and make them give evidence.  We all have a responsibility as citizens to make our 
community safe.  We cannot expect the police to do it by themselves.   

Dr J.M. Woollard:  The government should put more police on. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  Absolutely.  We need more police on the roads.  I do not think anyone would argue with 
that.  The notion that this legislation will enable police to get photographic evidence to support a further 
conviction is wrong.  I hope it does result in that, but it is not quite right.  As the members for Mindarie and 
Victoria Park know, we still need proof of evidence.  It is bad enough being a police officer and witnessing 
something happening when the courts will not convict on the evidence of one officer.  I will repeat that point.  If 
I see a car crossing double white lines and I am in a patrol car by myself, I write out an infringement notice and 
give it to the offender.  He takes it to court.  Irrespective of what evidence I give, unless it is supported by some 
other motorist or some other source - another police officer, for instance - the court will not convict the person.   

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 

[Member�s time extended.] 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  It might take me some time to get back to the point I was making before the adjournment 
when I referred to the situation in the past, the current situation, and what it should be in the future.  I was also 
talking about other aspects of the hoon legislation.  I believe there are in excess of 80 000 young motorists in the 
community, and if one per cent are hoons, it means that 8 000 hoons are driving on our roads.  People might 
think there are more hoons than that, because on any street in any location in Western Australia there is evidence 
of drivers having done burnouts.  It gets worse than that, and I will touch on it very shortly.  I spoke about the 
culture and the attitude of young people to driving.  I said that in my day I was too concerned about the cost of 
tyres, but that these days young people buy cheap second-hand tyres, slap them on their cars and drive off for 
some entertainment.  It has virtually become an entertainment for these young people.  There is very little by 
way of deterrent to this behaviour by young people that will stop them perpetuating the culture throughout their 
age group.  The police officers I have spoken to say that young people who have had their cars seized for 48 
hours regard it as a badge of honour.  We are not here to argue whether it is or is not.  Some concern was 
expressed by the members for Hillarys and Mindarie in relation to the road toll.  There is no argument whatever - 
and it serves no purpose to dispute it in this place - that there are significant numbers of road deaths.  One is too 
many.  As of today the state�s road toll for the year is 178, compared with a total of 145 in 2005.  According to 
the figures presented by the member for Hillarys, we are up about 20 per cent on last year.  It pains me to say 
that a woman died near Kojonup today when her Daihatsu Charade left the road about 25 kilometres south of the 
town and hit a tree.  Unfortunately she died as a result of her injuries.  It is just the tip of the iceberg.  If this 
number of fatalities occurred in Iraq, Afghanistan, Bougainville or the Solomon Islands or anywhere else where 
our brave soldiers are serving, there would be a huge inquiry - the inquiry to end all inquiries - as to why there 
were so many deaths.  I cannot remember how many Australian soldiers died in Vietnam - I think it was about 
70; I might be mistaken - but we are talking about a greater number of deaths on the roads in Western Australia 
alone, let alone the numbers of deaths in other states.  It is just not acceptable. 

We have become immune to this situation; we have become conditioned to the fact.  There would not be too 
many families who have not been touched by this sort of tragedy.  I lost a cousin in a vehicle rollover in the 
wheatbelt.  How many times have we driven on country roads - I am sure the member for Geraldton will 
acknowledge this because I have heard him speak about the dangers on Brand Highway - and seen near-misses 
and potential accidents?  It is just mind-blowing.  It comes down to driver behaviour.  I hear all this propaganda 
about speed and drink-driving being killers, but 98 per cent of crashes on our roads are caused by driver error, 
whether it be attended by alcohol, speed, fatigue or failure to pay attention.  Ultimately, it is driver error.  We 
have a culture that needs to be rooted out.  It is like a cancer that is going through our young people. 
I had to knock on the door of a person I know at two o�clock in the morning - he was a friend of mine; a dairy 
farmer from Brunswick Junction - and he looked at me and I looked at him and he invited me in for a cup of 
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coffee.  He did not ask me what I was there for at two o�clock in the morning, but I dare say that he knew when 
he saw me standing there in my daggy old clothes.  I had been called out of bed to attend an accident.  We sat 
down and had a cup of coffee and I was halfway through my cup of coffee and he said, �How bad was it?�  I 
said, �He is not coming home�, and he knew.   

Let us not pussyfoot about on the edges of this problem.  During the course of the debate among members on 
this side of the house I said we should be looking at something much tougher and coming forward with a 
tangible penalty that people would take notice of.  Seizing a person�s car for 48 hours is nothing; it is not even a 
weekend.  It is a minor inconvenience.  I still work on the premise that a licence is a privilege, not a right.  
People think that they have a right to drive on the roads.  That is rubbish.  It is a privilege.  People must 
demonstrate that they have the capacity to control a vehicle and that they are responsible while they are in 
control of a vehicle.  People who cannot demonstrate that they are responsible drivers should not have a licence.  
The threat of losing a driver�s licences does not deter anybody.  Some 15 000 people are currently driving on our 
roads without a licence.  The only alternative is to take away the source of temptation for people to drive again.  
Let us take their vehicles from them.  It is virtually meaningless to impound a vehicle for 48 hours.  It is 
tokenism.  I do not mind saying that I pushed for vehicles to be impounded for 28 days; I say it boldly and 
loudly.  I have said that in my electorate.  If people do not deserve to drive, their cars should be impounded for 
28 days.  If they do it again, they should lose the right to drive and their cars should be sold and the moneys 
disbursed.  We are talking about people�s lives.  The proportion of people killed on our roads is totally 
unacceptable.  If we are dinkum about this legislation, we should go all the way.  When I saw that this legislation 
was before the house, I worried that it was opportunistic.  We know that hoon behaviour is a major issue.  The 
government has been tokenistic.  It says it will allow the community to get involved.  I support that in one sense.  
We all have a responsibility as citizens of this state to support our police by coming forward on occasions when 
we observe that type of behaviour.  We must say with a strong, positive and single voice that it is unacceptable 
behaviour in our community.  People must understand the parameters by which they must abide.  Anyone who 
fails to obey those parameters should lose his car for 28 days.  The opposition�s amendment provides that a 
person will lose his licence for seven days.  I am happy to go along with that as an interim measure.  Impounding 
a car for seven days will be a gauge between 48 hours and 28 days.  I am prepared to make that concession.  This 
will be the consequence for people who act outside the parameters of the expected behaviour of the community.  
There must be consequences for a person�s action. 

The police officers are frustrated.  They were sceptical of the hoon legislation at first but they now believe it is 
good legislation because it gives them another tool in their kitbag to apprehend and sort out these people.  
Previously, the police could only deal with hoons for creating undue and excessive noise or for driving 
recklessly, carelessly or dangerously.  That is hard to prove without supporting evidence.  I have already stated 
that the police will not secure a conviction in a court unless their evidence is corroborated.  I foresee that that 
will remain a problem with this legislation.  If you, Madam Acting Speaker (Mrs J. Hughes), and your husband 
were stationary at a set of red traffic lights and the driver of the Nissan Skyline in front of you screeched his 
tyres and left a black mark on the road when the lights had turned green, you would have witnessed hoon 
behaviour.  Under this legislation, the owner�s car could be confiscated for engaging in that type of behaviour.  
However, by the time the Acting Speaker had pulled out her camera and had taken a photo, the hoon would have 
gone.  The Acting Speaker could go to the police station and make a statement about what she saw at a certain 
time and date.  She could provide the police with the licence plate number of the car and she could identify the 
driver as an 18-year-old Caucasian male.  The police officer could then photograph the marks that the driver 
made on the road and the member for Kingsley could confirm that they were indeed the black marks made by the 
car.  That is the type of evidence the police could take to court.  That was not the case previously because 
previous legislation required that the hoon behaviour be witnessed by a police officer.  That provision has gone, 
which is great; it was silly to start with.  The proof of evidence must be confirmed by more than one source.  
Uncorroborated evidence presented by a police officer will not hold up in court unless it is backed up with 
evidence from a red-light camera or a Multanova camera.  Recently in Mandurah some guys were driving in a 
car park and one of them was on the bonnet of the car.  The security cameras at the car park captured the incident 
and the driver was done for hoon behaviour, and rightly so.  Good riddance, I say.  Some members might say it 
is too harsh on our young people and that we were all young once.  We were all young once, and it is a miracle 
that some of us have survived to this point.  I am probably one of those who survived by a miracle.  We can all 
talk about near misses, as did my friend the member for Geraldton when he said that he does not know how 
many times he has been almost cleaned up on Brand Highway.   

To address another insidious offence, I will move to insert a new clause in the bill that reads in part - 

A person must not, without reasonable excuse, pour onto or place on, or allow to spill onto any road 
petrol, oil or diesel fuel, or any other substance likely to cause a vehicle to undergo loss of traction.  
Pouring, or spilling a slippery substance on the road is an infringement offence: 

6 penalty units, 
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and when a person committing this offence also uses his/ her vehicle to lose traction on the slippery 
road surface, a court may, by order, confiscate the vehicle used in the offence.   

People are deliberately putting oil on the road to create a slippery road surface and to cause smoke from their 
spinning wheels and to cause dissatisfaction among the community.  It is very dangerous when people behaving 
like idiots put those solutions on roundabouts just to see the carnage they can cause.  I was a victim of that 
behaviour one day when I was riding my pride and joy, an XL 175 trail bike.  I could not afford a car.  I came 
from around the corner into Goddard Street where some goog had poured oil on the road, and down I went.  
There is still glass in my right leg from the broken glass from my rear vision mirror.  I was not seriously injured; 
I managed to stand up the bike, get on it, go home and lick my wounds.  Every time I see a puddle of oil on the 
road, I feel very angry because I know what happened to me.  Inconsiderate people behave in that way, initially 
for a bit of fun, but it can have a serious impact on other people.  Those people need to be seriously dealt with.  
Police officers can deal with it by way of the Criminal Code, but they must then prove that damage was caused 
to the road surface.  If people put soap on the road for the same purpose, we could not argue there had been 
damage to the road.  To strengthen this legislation, I will move the amendment I just read out to cover the 
pouring of substances on the road.  The amendment is one small contribution that I hope to make to the 
legislation on which I support the minister.  This amendment will be welcomed by police officers because it will 
enable them to write out an infringement notice for six penalty units and a fine of $300.  That will send a 
message to people that it is not acceptable behaviour.   

As the member for Alfred Cove pointed out, unless there is a sufficient number of police officers on the roads to 
implement this legislation, it will not have an impact on the cultural shift we are experiencing.  As I pointed out, 
as a responsible parent, I am trying to convince my 10-year-old son that this sort of behaviour is not acceptable, 
despite being up against it from movies, games and such that reflect that sort of behaviour.  We have created a 
culture that we must turn around.  How do we turn it around?  As the member for Yokine said, we turn it around 
by creating the fear of being caught.  We must make it unacceptable in our community to get caught.  It reminds 
me of drink-driving in the past.  We must make this behaviour unacceptable in our community and people must 
support our police when they implement this strengthened legislation to get rid of this hoon behaviour.  

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [7.17 pm]:  I will not speak for long because the staff from the 
Department of Fisheries are here to deal with the Fish Resources Management Bill.   

I support the Road Traffic Amendment Bill 2006.  My constituents are constantly coming to my office and 
complaining about hoon drivers in almost every suburb within my electorate.  Members of the community are 
handing out notes to people telling them to call the police if they witness hoon drivers.  That is happening even 
without this legislation.  The problem has become so bad that already some members of my community are 
doing their utmost to try to stop this hoon behaviour.  I agree with the member for Murray that when the initial 
legislation was introduced, it was too weak.  Although some of the changes in this bill go towards improving that 
legislation, as he said, if hoon drivers know that they will lose their cars for a longer period, they will think twice 
before behaving like hoons.  In focusing on hoon drivers, we must also consider the innocent people who are 
killed because of their actions.  The police must be supported in their efforts to stop the very dangerous antics of 
hoon drivers on our roads.   
We must look also at what is really behind this issue.  One of the major problems is that we do not have enough 
police patrolling our roads.  In my electorate, and I am sure it also applies to your electorate, Madam Acting 
Speaker (Mrs J. Hughes), the hoons congregate in a specific area.  I continually hear complaints from people 
who live in the areas chosen by hoon drivers to perform their antics.  With more police in the community, these 
areas, once they are identified, could be monitored on a regular basis.   
A few years ago hoon behaviour was occurring along Leach Highway.  I believe the monitoring of this highway 
was a joint effort between the Palmyra and Murdoch Police Stations.  They stopped the hoon behaviour along 
Leach Highway, but it moved further south into someone else�s patch.  Therefore, the responsibility was 
transferred from the Palmyra and Murdoch Polices Stations to another police station.  We know that hoon 
behaviour is occurring and it is not acceptable.  We must do something to address not only the increase in deaths 
on our roads, but also the fear that hoon driving is inflicting upon members of community.   
Mr R.F. Johnson:  It is not just deaths.  Members keep focusing on the deaths.  There are just as many people 
who end up brain damaged or become paraplegics through this dangerous driving.  Very often that is a bigger 
toll on the family than when a person dies.   
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I agree with the member for Hillarys that not only are people killed on the roads, but 
also many others are seriously injured.   
The living wills legislation has been brought into the Parliament to ensure that people do not lie for many years 
in a nursing home or hospital bed in a comatose state.  Some people may not be left in that state but will have 
lifelong disfigurement or disabilities.  I agree with the member for Hillarys that some of the penalties for hoon 
behaviour should be increased.   
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Mr R.F. Johnson:  That is what my amendments do.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  One of the member�s amendments is that a vehicle be confiscated for seven days.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Instead of 48 hours.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I agree with the member for Murray�s suggestion of 28 days.  If people are caught 
driving at high speeds, their vehicle should be taken from them for a month.  If they aware that such a penalty 
was in place, they would think twice about racing two or three cars as they take off from the traffic lights or 
indulge in other hoon behaviour.   

I support the legislation and I am pleased that the government is trying to do something to lessen the problems 
that hoon driving causes within the community.  I do not believe that this legislation will be strong enough.  We 
will be back in a year or two to amend this legislation.  Nowadays there are more cars on the road.  In my day 
most people would be 20 before they got their first car.  My children and most of their friends started saving for 
a car when they were 15 or 16 and most of them got their own car at 17 and 18.  There are far more cars on the 
road nowadays.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  And they are far faster than they were 30, 40 or 50 years ago.  The vehicles of today have 
more excessive speed facilities.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I agree with the member for Hillarys that today�s cars are much faster.  I am pleased 
that this legislation will increase the penalties.  The government must seriously consider what has happened with 
the Western Australia Police, because it must be able to attract and retain officers.  Apart from this legislation, 
once an area is identified, the government should allocate more resources so that the police can install cameras in 
those areas.  Hooning behaviour should be publicised.  If the penalty for hoon driving was more severe and if 
such behaviour was more widely publicised, the youth of today would think twice before racing off with their 
friends.  I support the legislation.  

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr J.J.M. Bowler (Minister for Resources 
and Assisting the Minister for State Development).  

[Continued on page 9016.] 

FISH RESOURCES MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2006 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 21 June. 

MR G. SNOOK (Moore) [7.27 pm]:  It is with pleasure that I assume the task of lead speaker for the opposition 
on the Fish Resources Management Amendment Bill 2006.  The opposition supports the bill and will endorse the 
actions and directions as outlined.   

As a former fisherman, this is the first occasion on which I have had the privilege to speak on a fishing industry 
bill of any nature.  It is a privilege to stand in this place to speak on a matter about which I have had some 
experience.  After I left the agriculture industry, I was a fisherman for 30-odd years.  I do not claim to have a 
vast knowledge of the entire Western Australian fishery.  As members will be aware, the Western Australian 
fishing industry is complex and diverse.  The length of coastline that Western Australia encompasses in terms of 
its portion of the entire continent is the subject of many diverse estimates.  I have heard it stated that the 
coastline is 14 000 kilometres in length.  The most recent estimate I have heard is in the vicinity of 20 000 
kilometres.  Those of us who have had the pleasure and privilege of enjoying some of what that coastline has to 
offer, can only imagine how difficult it would be to determine the exact length of the Western Australian 
coastline, not only because WA represents a third of the nation in landmass, but also because of the nature of its 
shoreline.  If one took a flight along the coastline from Eucla and traversed its entire length to its northern 
boundary, which adjoins the Northern Territory, one would realise how difficult it is to assess the exact length of 
our coastline.  We could pick any part of the coast and we would see the intricate alteration to the shoreline in 
the bays, coves and estuaries, and we would wonder what we should and should not count. 

I have had the privilege of being able to fly over the very area that this bill focuses on, which is the northern 
demersal finfish zone in the Kimberley.  A number of years ago we flew from my home town of Jurien Bay to 
Meekatharra, and then to Mandora station and up the coast to Broome.  We experienced the choice weather of 
the middle of the year, around June.  It was absolutely amazing to see that northern coastline and the myriad 
islands, inlets and bays and how beautiful that coastline is.  When I flew over that coastline those many years 
ago, it was at a time when the foreign fishing incursions into our northern waters were beginning.  With my 
fishing background and knowledge, it struck me that it would be an enormous task for any government to be able 
to accurately and effectively manage that section of coastline, because there are massive bays, such as the area in 
Napier bay, near Kalumburu.  There is a massive inlet into Derby, where the fantastic tides are so effective.  The 
area towards the estuary system of the Prince Regent River appears to be a sunken mountain range.  It is just 


