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THE SPEAKER (Mr M.W. Sutherland) took the chair at 2.00 pm, and read prayers. 

BARNETT MINISTRY — CHANGES 
Statement by Premier 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [2.01 pm]: I take this opportunity to inform members of recent 
changes to the ministry that have been confirmed by His Excellency the Governor. The changes include the 
allocation of responsibility for tourism to the member for Scarborough. In addition, responsibility for small 
business has been transferred from the member for Scarborough to the member for Jandakot. For the information 
of members, I table a list of the full ministry and new administrative arrangements between the houses for 
representation of ministers. 
[See papers 505 and 506.] 

SOUTH WEST ABORIGINAL LAND AND SEA COUNCIL — NATIVE TITLE CLAIMS 
Statement by Premier 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [2.03 pm]: On Friday, 5 July 2013, the government of Western 
Australia presented a final offer to the South West Aboriginal Land and Sea Council to settle native title claims 
across the south west of Western Australia, including Perth. The historic offer is the culmination of more than 
three and a half years of close negotiations between the government, SWALSC and representatives from across 
the Noongar community, and has been conducted with immense effort and goodwill from both sides. If accepted 
by the Noongar people, the settlement will represent the most comprehensive agreement since the 1992 Mabo 
decision. 
The Noongar people are the largest single Aboriginal cultural bloc in Australia, comprising more than 30 000 
people, with the south west claims covering an area of approximately 194 000 square kilometres. The settlement 
is a fundamental investment in the Noongar community that will provide a foundation upon which the Noongar 
people can achieve generational change by directing development of their cultural, economic and social futures. 
The settlement will also improve partnerships between the Noongar community, government and the wider 
Western Australian community and foster respect and understanding of Noongar culture aspirations. 

A key element of the government’s offer is an act of Parliament to recognise Noongar people as the traditional 
owners of the south west. This act will symbolically recognise the unique place the Noongar people occupy in 
Western Australian society and history. The bill has been drafted, with input from senior Noongar elders and 
representatives. The state’s offer also includes: a perpetual future fund administered by the Noongar Boodja 
Trust into which the government will make instalments of $50 million a year indexed for 12 years; payments of 
$10 million a year for 12 years to support the establishment of a sustainable Noongar governance structure; a 
land package, comprising a maximum of 320 000 hectares of crown land in the south west in multiple tenure 
parcels to be transferred to the Noongar Boodja Trust; a joint management partnership between the Department 
of Parks and Wildlife and the Noongar community across the south west conservation estate; a streamlined 
Aboriginal cultural heritage management regime to increase the protection of Noongar cultural heritage; the 
transfer of 120 former native welfare department houses to the trust as part of an enhanced home ownership 
scheme; a funding contribution towards the development of a Noongar cultural centre in the metropolitan area; 
an improvement in the delivery of human services through increased partnerships between government and the 
Noongar regional corporations; and improved opportunities for Noongar economic participation through joint 
ventures and increased employment and contracting. 

The government’s offer is conditional upon every reasonable effort being made to authorise the settlement as 
soon as possible, with the objective being to commence the settlement in July 2014. The government takes great 
pride in having reached this point in the negotiations and acknowledges the difficult decision that lies with the 
Noongar people as they consider the offer presented by the state. The South West Aboriginal Land and Sea 
Council has now commenced an intensive consultation program in the Noongar community. The government has 
great faith that an agreement will be reached in the near future. 

ARTHUR BANCROFT — HMAS PERTH 
Statement by Minister for Veterans 

MR J.M. FRANCIS (Jandakot — Minister for Veterans) [2.05 pm]: On 28 July 2013, Western Australia lost 
one of its favourite sons, Arthur Bancroft. Arthur Bancroft was born on 24 November 1921 and grew up 
amongst the character of 1920s Fremantle in a large family. Although raised during the Great Depression, in his 
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own words he “had a happy childhood.” On 18 November 1940, at 19 years of age, Arthur joined the Royal 
Australian Navy—service number F3239—and became Ordinary Seaman Second Class A. In March 1942 he 
was serving on board HMAS Perth when she was torpedoed and sunk by the Imperial Japanese Navy in Sunda 
Strait. 

In his highly acclaimed book Arthur’s War, which was published in 2010, Able Seaman Bancroft wrote of the 
Perth — 

Everything—all of it sinking beneath the waves. I am appalled, and stupidly hear myself crying out, 
‘There goes my home.’ 

Of the 681 sailors, 353 went down with the Perth. All but four of the 328 survivors were captured as prisoners of 
war. Of those captured, 106 died in captivity and the surviving 218, including Arthur Bancroft, were returned 
home to Australia after the war. Upon the Perth’s sinking, Bancroft spent a week in the water before he, along 
with the remaining survivors of the Perth, were taken as prisoners to work on the notorious Burma–Thai railway. 
During his incarceration Bancroft risked his life to keep a diary. This record of his experience, made of scrap 
journals and rice paper, was kept buried beneath his bunk. In the diary he captured the horrific stories and 
thoughts of his mates, their memories and their poems.  

He was also a very handy sportsman, and in the 1940s played 12 games with the Subiaco Football Club in the 
Western Australian Football League. Arthur Bancroft’s life was a remarkable story, having survived two ship’s 
sinkings. His passing is a great loss to this state and our sympathy goes to all his family and friends. He is now 
reunited with his HMAS Perth shipmates. When later speaking of his war experience, Arthur Bancroft 
remarked — 

Sometimes I wonder how exactly I managed to survive while other men around me died. Some of them 
were better men than me … but many of the blokes we lost were the flower of our generation. Maybe 
they were unlucky because, for sure, luck had a lot to do with whether you lived or died back then. And 
I reckon I was lucky. 

Like many of Bancroft’s generation, these brave men endured hardship so that we might know opportunity, and 
some paid the ultimate price so we might know freedom. We wish Arthur fair winds and a following sea. 

DEPUTY PREMIER 

Accommodation Claims — Personal Explanation 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Deputy Premier) [2.07 pm]: I rise under standing order 148 to make a 
personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER: Leave is granted. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: It was recently brought to my attention that I had made errors in my claims under section 5 of 
the Salaries and Allowances Act 1975 determination in August 2012. These errors were largely a result of 
inconsistencies between my electronic diary, which I used to make the claims, and my day sheets. Two of my 
staff and I have now done a detailed examination, comparing both going back to September 2008. We have now 
identified nine dates that require repayment to the Parliament, one in 2008–09, six in 2010–11 and two in 2011–
12. Interestingly, I found a number of dates on which I could have made a claim. This number significantly 
outweighs those I incorrectly claimed. I will not, however, seek to make claims for these dates. My point is that, 
clearly, my errors were not deliberate, and I could easily have substituted alternative correct dates. I have since 
repaid this amount, a total of $2 296. 

An opposition member interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: It is not open to interjection, thank you, member. 

The Public Sector Commissioner has agreed to my request to assess my claims, and I have also offered all my 
files to the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal to scrutinise them as part of the tribunal’s current determination. 

I apologise to the Parliament for making those errors.  

BUDGET PRESENTATION 

Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr M.W. Sutherland): Members, in accordance with our standard practice, the government 
has requested that the budget be presented at 2.00 pm on Thursday. Accordingly, I will call for members’ 
90-second statements at 12.20 pm and questions without notice at 12.30 pm. I will leave the chair at 1.00 pm for 
the lunch break. 
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
PUBLIC SECTOR — STAFFING 

360. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 
Just before I ask my question I acknowledge in the public gallery the students of Riverside Primary School, from 
the member for Mandurah’s electorate. I also acknowledge the public sector workers who are in the gallery 
today.  

I refer to the Premier’s promise to the public sector workforce late last year, and I quote — 

I make it very clear that there are no cuts, proposed or planned, for staffing within the public sector—
none at all … 

and the recent announcement that he will shed up to 1 200 workers from the public sector. 

 (1) Is this not another broken promise that will impact front-line services? 

(2) Are public servants and the community not paying for the Premier’s mismanagement while at the same 
time he has been spending over $280 million over the last four years on temporary staff contracts—an 
increase of $40 million a year?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
(1)–(2) With respect to the second point the Leader of the Opposition made relating to temporary contracts, 

look, I think they are high—I think they are—and I think in our agencies, we can manage staff a lot 
better. I would point out that most of those, the biggest group, would be nurses. When a nurse is away 
and has to be replaced, wide usage is made of temporary employment agents for nurses. That is the 
biggest category.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: Because there are contractors in there. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: That is the reality; that is the way the nursing profession operates.  

With respect to the other point, when I made those comments, which are accurate, yes, the government at that 
stage had no plans at all for cuts in the public service. 
Mr P.B. Watson: You can trust this man! 
The SPEAKER: Member for Albany!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: So, there were no plans at all—truth. After the election a number of things changed. 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The economy was slowing and the GST revenue was going to drop $400 million, and this 
government took a number of decisions. Members will see what those decisions are when the budget is presented 
on Thursday. Yes, some of them are hard; some of them are tough. We have decided to offer 1 000 redundancies 
across the public sector across 150 000 people. I would anticipate that probably we will get close to achieving 
that because a number of people will take advantage of what is a generous offer—a very generous redundancy 
package—and leave. I can understand that public sector employees raise their points, but, again, it will be many 
of their members, including members of the union protesting outside, who will put up their hand for voluntary 
redundancy, and they should be entitled to take it. We have not restricted it. 

Mr M. McGowan: Why didn’t you go and speak to them? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: They did not ask me to, to my knowledge.  

But compare the public sector with the private sector. Yes, there may be some voluntary redundancies, and we 
have also set a wages policy that outlines wage increases basically in line with inflation.  

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I call you to order for the first time. You do not have to have a 
running commentary constantly in the chamber.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Public servants are secure in their employment unless they put up their hand for a 
voluntary—I stress “voluntary”—redundancy. I compare that with the situation in the private sector. We have 
seen the mining industry come off a peak, and in the mining and mining services sector, several thousand jobs 
have gone. Industry is not in recession, but it has certainly contracted. We are seeing people in the private sector 
who have been told their pay is frozen or cut, and many, many people have been told they do not have a job. I 
say to the public servants and those in the gallery that you do have a job, and unless you choose voluntary 
redundancy, your employment and your wage level is protected. 
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PUBLIC SECTOR — STAFFING 

361. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. How does the Premier justify the staff cuts and restricted pay rises when he 
gives his own personal staff pay rises of up to 52 per cent? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
How patronising is it for the Leader of the Opposition to talk about my “own personal staff”? I do not have 
personal staff! I do not! 

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: How patronising is it? With respect to two people in my office, post-election some 
recommendations went from my office to the merit panel—it does not happen with the opposition—and in both 
cases those people were promoted to a higher level of responsibility. 

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: They were! They were placed onto a higher category that attracts a higher salary! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: As was the chief of staff of the Leader of the Opposition.  
Mr M. McGowan: A four per cent pay rise!  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If members want to look at the media area, the person in charge of media is now 
responsible for not only government media, but also all advertising right across the whole public sector, 
including government trading enterprises! It is a highly expanded role. That particular person, whom members 
continue to denigrate —  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker — 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The head of government media does more than run the media operation, as happened 
previously. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This government has 20 media officers. The Labor Party in government had 31. It is very 
different. The head of government media, who does the media for my office, ministerial offices and the like, also 
oversees all government advertising right across both the government sector and government trading enterprises. 
I can tell members right now that that person, because of her knowledge of the media and her expertise in 
placing advertisements and using social media, has literally saved this government millions and millions of 
dollars. I am not exaggerating—many millions of dollars. That is the reality. Members opposite are small 
thinkers, small performers and very ordinary members of Parliament. 

NATIONAL DISABILITY INSURANCE SCHEME — WESTERN AUSTRALIAN TRIAL 

362. Ms A.R. MITCHELL to the Premier: 
I note the announcement that the Premier and the Prime Minister have negotiated a trial of the National 
Disability Insurance Scheme to be rolled out in Western Australia. Could the Premier please inform the house 
how many people will be eligible to participate and how our state’s trial is unique compared with the rest of 
Australia? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

I thank the member for the question. This state government has always supported the principles of the National 
Disability Insurance Scheme. Indeed, we played a constructive role in negotiating some of the protocols between 
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the commonwealth and the state at a Council of Australian Governments meeting. However, there were issues. 
The point of difference was not the criteria, the transparency, the transferability and all the rest of it; the 
difference was that this state has quite a unique disability provider service. It is well funded; it is better funded 
than those in other states. In this state we spend around $700 million a year. Eighty per cent of that funding is 
state government funding, not commonwealth funding. Seventy per cent of that state money is distributed to 
people who need support and services through community-based, not-for-profit organisations such as Rocky 
Bay, the Centre for Cerebral Palsy and so on. There are many, many organisations. That was the point of 
difference. When Prime Minister Kevin Rudd was in Perth about 10 days ago, I spent well over an hour with him 
discussing the NDIS and how we could reach agreement. I thank both him and the state and federal 
bureaucracies for working intensely over the following week, right through until Saturday of this past weekend, 
until we finally reached agreement. That was confirmed when the Prime Minister rang me on Saturday night. It 
is a good result for Western Australia, and it is a good result for people with a disability and their families. 

There will be two trials in Western Australia. One will be based on the administrative arrangements of My Way, 
the Western Australian scheme, and will adopt some of the principles of the NDIS. The second will be a 
traditional trial of the DisabilityCare Australia model along the lines of that provided in other states. The trial of 
the state scheme will be around Busselton in the south west and some adjoining areas and around Cockburn and 
Kwinana in the metropolitan area. The federal scheme will be trialled in the Midland area, the foothills and 
perhaps some close rural areas. What has been agreed is important. The trials will involve around 8 400 people, 
with roughly 4 000 people in each trial. The funding for both trials will be jointly funded by the state and the 
commonwealth. The state will contribute 60 per cent of the funding for each trial and the commonwealth will 
contribute 40 per cent. That is mutually agreed. That is the proper arrangement. I am also very pleased that 
commonwealth and state officials will work on both trials and that there will be an objective, independent 
assessment of it. I believe something will be learnt from both trials. I am not saying that one or the other is 
perfect, but I think something will be learnt. I expect that that will be reflected in the way in which the full 
National Disability Insurance Scheme is developed not only in this state, but also throughout the country. Most 
people in this state would agree that what has been developed in Western Australia over the past 20 to 30 years 
gives a high degree of decision making and local management, choice for individuals, and the involvement of 
not-for-profit community groups and all that they bring. I am pleased with the agreement. I regret it has taken so 
long to be agreed but it has now been. It is a source of great relief. I do not think anyone in public life wants to 
be debating or arguing over an issue such as disability. I thank the Prime Minister and officials from the Prime 
Minister’s department. I also thank my department, the state Minister for Disability Services’ department and 
also, at a federal level, Minister Jenny Macklin. Once everyone got together and realised there were advantages 
in a trial that compared the two systems, a good advance was made within seven days. It is a good result for this 
state and for those people who have a disability. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT — AMALGAMATIONS 

363. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 

I refer to forced local government amalgamations and Minister Simpson’s admission on 30 July on ABC Radio 
when asked, “Just to be clear, minister, that this is a change in a promise that was made by your leader Colin 
Barnett”, when he said, “Yes, I guess so”, and the Premier’s continual denials on this issue.  

(1) Was Minister Simpson correct?  

(2) Will the Premier require councils to amalgamate against their will if they do not willingly agree to his 
local government reforms? 

(3) Will the Premier apologise to the people of Western Australia that he misled them on his forced 
amalgamations stance when directly asked prior to the election?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
(1)–(3) This government is capable of making decisions and dealing with important issues; that is not true of 

members on the other side. I do not believe anyone, or very few people in this state, including everyone 
in this chamber, would sensibly argue that modern Western Australia in the twenty-first century should 
have 140 local authorities, nor would anyone in this chamber realistically suggest — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: You’re hopeless!  

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I call you to order for the first time. Let the Premier answer the question 
and the Leader of the Opposition will have a supplementary.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Nor would people sensibly suggest that it is a good thing in the metropolitan area to have 
local governments that have jurisdiction over less than five square kilometres. In country areas, a number of 



2610 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 6 August 2013] 

 

local authorities have fewer than 500 people living in the area; some have 300. Most primary schools in this state 
are bigger.  

Mr D.J. Kelly: At primary school, you’re told off for lying!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Did you say “lying”?  

Mr D.J. Kelly: I said at primary school, you’re told off for lying. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Oh, you’re learning!  

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The case for some reform and modernisation of local government is overwhelming. Yes, it 
will be difficult. This government could have walked away from it, as previous governments have done, but we 
will not. We are a government that will do the reform to make sure we have a strong, relevant and effective local 
government sector. That is what it takes. Yes, it may not be easy but that is what we will do.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Members opposite are so childish.  

Let us look at the issue. We are talking about metropolitan Perth. There are 30 local authorities in metropolitan 
Perth. Metropolitan Perth faces some serious issues with transport, congestion, long-term planning, coastal 
management, and issues of the Swan River and its health. They are important issues. To have such a variety of 
size and competency in local government is not a good thing. It is hardly radical — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, I am happy to answer questions.  

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I formally call you to order for the first time today. Premier, can you 
answer the question and we will move on?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am trying hard to do so, Mr Speaker. Thirty local governments across Perth are too 
many. Indeed, report after report, year after year, has said the same. This issue under this government has been 
going on for three to four years. No-one can pretend ignorance. No-one can pretend that the issues have not been 
out there. There has been endless consultation, endless reports and endless meetings. This government will make 
some decisions and act. The metropolitan area — 

Mr J.R. Quigley interjected. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, I am happy to answer, but really.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Butler, I formally call you to order for the first time today.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is hardly radical to go from 30 to 14 local authorities across Perth. It is not a Brisbane 
model. It is not a Kennett overnight forced change. It is barely radical. I could go on about the arguments about 
why this is happening, but I will not. The Leader of the Opposition asked the question about the process.  

Mr J.R. Quigley interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, I give up.  
The SPEAKER: Member for Butler, I formally call you to order for the second time today.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Forced amalgamations would require an act of Parliament. We are not bringing in an act 
of Parliament. What we have outlined and what the sector has been calling for is the government’s plan—the 
government’s maps, if you like, for the metropolitan area. The minister presented those and I have to tell 
members that of those local governments—watch this space—many of them agree already. That is what we are 
doing. I have absolute confidence that with the cooperation of local government within the two-year period — 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I formally call you to order for the first time today.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will conclude. The minister and I are confident that within that two-year period to mid-
2015, we will reach agreement with the local authorities and we will be able to implement, using the Local 
Government Advisory Board, the mergers, if you like, and introduce the new boundaries to create 14 local 
authorities, and it will be done on a cooperative basis.  

LOCAL GOVERNMENT — AMALGAMATIONS 

364. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. It is a simple question. Was Minister Simpson correct when he said that the 
Premier had broken his promise that he made before the election?  
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Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
I have not broken my promise. As I have just explained to the Leader of the Opposition at length, we are 
working in a cooperative process. We are not bringing in legislation to force amalgamations.  

LOCAL GOVERNMENT — AMALGAMATIONS 

365. Ms E. EVANGEL to the Minister for Local Government: 
I refer to the state government announcement last week that the Town of Vincent will be split into two parts 
in July 2015, with half going to the City of Perth and half to the City of Stirling. Could the minister please 
outline the process for any further negotiations on these boundaries? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON replied:  
I thank the member for Perth for the question.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, maybe you are confused, but the question was not asked of you. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: I again thank the member for Perth for the question. Last Tuesday the Premier and I 
announced local government reforms to the 30 mayors, presidents and CEOs of the metropolitan local 
governments. As the member pointed out, this has a long way to go. The City of Perth is a very fast growing city 
and we have to accommodate nearly half a million people over the next 13 years. As the Premier pointed out, 
there is a lot of work to be done in building road infrastructure, caring for the Swan and Canning Rivers and 
developing our city as a vibrant city. Having fewer local governments means those things can be done better. 
Streamlining governments will improve decision making.  

I make the point that the member for Perth raised concerns about the Town of Vincent and the areas nearby, 
including Beaufort Street. Last Saturday I had the opportunity to walk along Beaufort Street and have a coffee 
there.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: Yes, I made my way up to the northern suburbs. Most importantly, we understand that this 
local government boundary has been in place for nearly 100 years. Beside the changes to the boundaries of the 
City of Perth in 1994, there have been no real changes to any local government boundaries in 100 years. We 
could have taken the proposal and sat on our hands and done nothing, but as a government we are showing 
leadership and making decisions on this issue. The member for Perth raised a very good point. At the end of the 
day, we are going through the process. I informed the mayors and presidents last Tuesday that they have to put in 
a proposal to the Local Government Advisory Board. The Local Government Advisory Board will come back 
with a report. The member for Perth raised a good issue about the Town of Vincent and the City of Perth. There 
is an opportunity for the residents of those areas to be involved and have their say through the advisory process. 
The City of Perth, the City of Bayswater and the City of Stirling will put in a proposal to the LGAB.  

There will be a lot of community input from the councils, but also, at the next stage, the Local Government 
Advisory Board will consult with the councils and the residents. The most important thing to remember in all 
this reform process is that people will live in the same house, in the same street, in the same suburb, with the 
same postcode. Once a year, they will get a different rate notice with a different logo on it, but nothing will 
change in that process. In fact, people will get better services for their money. We are going to the next level of 
reform. We are sending it to the advisory board to do that work. I acknowledge that there are a number of issues 
about trying to deal with the communities and making sure we hang on to those communities and that 
community identity, because that is the part that makes our community safe. 

I confirm for the member for Perth that the advisory board will have the opportunity to consult. The three 
councils can put their proposals to the advisory board to make sure we identify whether Vincent — 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah, I will give you a chance to ask a question later. I call you to order for 
the first time. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: In closing, I understand where the member for Perth is coming from about the City of 
Vincent and its community. As we move forward with this reform process, it is very important to identify the 
communities and the natural places that we build around them, and to keep them in mind. The member for Perth 
can still get her community involved — 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah, I call you to order for the second time. Minister, can you wind it up, 
please? 
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Mr A.J. SIMPSON: Yes, I will. Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

So that the member for Perth — 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah! 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: Just in closing, the residents of Vincent can be involved in this process at the Local 
Government Advisory Board level and, surely, we will have more debate on this matter this afternoon. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT — AMALGAMATIONS — NATIONAL PARTY 

366. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Leader of the National Party: 
I refer to the Leader of the National Party’s discussions with the Premier in which the Leader of the National 
Party claims to have made a deal to prevent forced amalgamations for regional councils , which, I note, the 
Premier has since denied. 

(1) When did these discussions take place? 
(2) What was the content of these discussions that led the Leader of the National Party to believe a deal had 

been struck? 
(3) What were the agreed outcomes from these discussions? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
I thank the Leader of the Opposition for the question. 

Since it is a National Party issue, I put on the record today that it is the 100th centenary of the National Party in 
Western Australia. It was formed as the Country Party in 1913 and we celebrated our centenary in York last 
weekend. An interesting historical footnote is that the first president of the Farmers and Settlers’ Association was 
a man by the name of Alex Monger. Alex Monger built Faversham House—members would all recall 
Faversham House in York. It was Alex Monger’s house. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, why are you upsetting the National Party’s birthday? Leader of the 
National Party, will you please answer the question? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

An interesting historical footnote is that part of the 100th anniversary celebration conference was held in 
Faversham House, where 100 years ago the party was formed. That is a wonderful history of Country Party 
politics in Western Australia. 

(1)–(3) The Liberal Party and the National Party have come together in an alliance government. This issue 
came before the cabinet. We had a discussion in cabinet, and the outcome of that discussion in cabinet 
is what the Premier and the Minister for Local Government have outlined. I agree with them. I think 
that they will be able to work through these proposals with the community, as is already being 
evidenced, and they will have the Leader of the National Party’s support when they do that. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT — AMALGAMATIONS — NATIONAL PARTY 

367. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Leader of the National Party: 
Will there be forced amalgamations in regional areas under the government that the Leader of the National Party 
is part of, and will the changes to the laws to remove whole provisions apply in regional areas or just in 
metropolitan areas? 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I do not think that question flows from the first part of your 
question. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
The Premier and the Minister for Local Government have already outlined potential changes to legislation—that 
is all they are. When those changes come to the Parliament, there will be the opportunity for them to be debated 
in full, and the National Party will make its position clear.  

ELIZABETH QUAY — STAGE 1 COMPLETION 

368. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Minister for Planning: 
I understand that the Minister for Planning was at the site of Elizabeth Quay this morning to detail the nearing 
completion of stage 1 of the project. With this in mind, will the minister please update the house on the progress 
of this important infrastructure project? 
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Several members interjected. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 
I thank the member for the question. This is a project that is of interest to a lot of people, including the member 
for Perth, in whose electorate it is of course located, although it will serve a far wider constituency and audience 
than just those within the Perth CBD. It is a project that is very much about transforming Perth, as the capital of 
Western Australia, to ensure that we have a city that is more active, liveable and interesting for both local 
residents and visitors to Western Australia. As the current interjections indicate, the opposition has opposed this 
project in the form in which it is being undertaken; during the election campaign, the Leader of the Opposition 
made it very clear that the opposition supported a very boring, downscale version of what is being undertaken. 
The project is now well advanced and is in the preconstruction stage. The opportunity has been taken to 
undertake substantial works which will, to a large extent, futureproof that part of the Perth CBD in relation to 
major infrastructure.  

Some of that work includes the reconstruction, realignment and increased capacity of the city’s main stormwater 
drain, and it is a very interesting, highly technical and specialised project that is underway at the moment. It 
involves underwater divers and will increase the capacity of the drain by 38 per cent. There are 13 new 
underground power pits being constructed and, in fact, 11 have already been completed, with another two to be 
completed. They will provide for substantially upgraded electricity infrastructure in the area. A new water main 
is being installed and there will also be the duplication of Riverside Drive between William Street and the 
Narrows Bridge. We expect that to be opened around November this year. 

This is a project that, as I said, will have a substantial effect on the Perth CBD. We expect the construction phase 
of the major inlet and associated works to begin within the next month or two; it will provide for 400 jobs, and 
we ultimately expect the area to provide for 10 000 workers. There will be at least one hotel on the site; the 
shortlist of three has been determined, with a preferred proponent currently in discussions with the Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority. I hope that there will be an announcement in relation to the successful proponent for 
the first hotel operation within the next few weeks or so. 

After more than 30 years of debate, this project is well underway and is being made to happen by this 
government. 

STATE BUDGET 2013–14 — POLICE DETECTIVES 

369. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Police: 
(1) Did the minister approve of the budget that now denies on-call detectives the right to drive a work 

vehicle home? 

(2) If an on-call detective is called out now, is it correct that they must catch public transport or a taxi to 
collect their vehicle before they can attend a crime scene? 

(3) Does this cut apply to detectives working in the areas of major crime, sexual assault and child abuse? 

(4) If yes to (3), does this budget cut not affect the frontline response to victims of crime? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied: 
I thank the member for the question. 

(1)–(4) As members in this house are no doubt aware, the state budget will be handed down on Thursday. All of 
the budgetary decisions made around that budget will obviously be made public at that point in time. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: But this is already happening. It’s happening now. Did you approve of it or not? It’s 
happening now. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I would like to address the remainder of the member’s questions. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: This is about what’s happening here and now, not what’s happening on Thursday. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! Minister, if you could just answer the question; there are four parts to 
the question. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Mr Speaker, thank you very much for your protection; indeed, I would like to answer the 
question. 

Operational decisions about how police officers use their motor vehicles, who gets assigned a motor vehicle, 
how those operational — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Are you saying you weren’t advised of this? Were you advised of it, or not? That’s what 
you were asked! 
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The SPEAKER: Member for Midland, I call you to order for the first time.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

The decisions on which police officers use motor vehicles, how those motor vehicles are used, how they are 
allocated and whether they are used for travel to and from work or indeed in the course of a police officer’s duty 
are made by the Commissioner of Police and the executive team, and quite often filter down to decision-making 
processes at a district level. I am not involved in the decision-making process on which officer receives a vehicle 
and how the vehicles are used. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I put my faith in the commissioner and his team to make those decisions to ensure that 
front-line services and service delivery to the community are at the levels at which I expect them to be. 

STATE BUDGET 2013–14 — POLICE DETECTIVES 

370. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Police: 
I have a supplementary question. Does it concern the minister that an on-call detective at the child abuse unit 
was unable to turn out to a call at 3.30 am earlier this week because the wait for the taxi took two hours? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied: 
That incident is something that I will certainly investigate further, because the assurances I have from the 
commissioner are that he is putting the Frontline 2020 policy front and foremost in his decision-making 
processes. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The commissioner in conversation with me says that he can deliver the level of service 
delivery to the community that I expect within the budget we have assigned him. 

GROUNDWATER REPLENISHMENT SCHEME 

371. Mr J. NORBERGER to the Minister for Water: 
I note the government’s recent announcement of the go-ahead for a full-scale groundwater replenishment scheme 
to operate in my electorate. Can the minister please provide details of the scheme and explain how it will help 
secure Perth’s future water supply? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN replied: 
I thank the member for Joondalup for his question and of course his huge interest in this decision by the Liberal–
National government to fund groundwater replenishment as the next major source of climate–independent water 
for the City of Perth. 

We have known for a number of years—in fact for a decade or so—that the climate is drying. The south west 
part of the state is one of the hotspots in terms of drying. Of course over a number of years the Liberal–National 
government has made significant investments to ensure Perth does not run dry of water, such as the significant 
investment in desalination, which is a climate–independent source. We are ensuring that this decision will take 
some pressure off the Gnangara mound. We know that groundwater is under pressure in some areas. The notion 
is to highly treat treated wastewater and take it back to the Australian drinking water standard—back to a 
standard that even I was prepared to drink and, to extend that, even Geof Parry was happy to take a glass and 
even Alicia O’Flaherty had a glass. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr D.T. REDMAN: That just gives members a very clear indication of the confidence that the broader 
community has in the science behind taking back treated wastewater to the drinking water standard before it is 
injected into the ground. It stays in the ground for a number of decades before it flows through the aquifers to get 
to the point where it is drawn out, treated again and put into our interconnected system. This investment of 
$116 million will roll out by June 2016 the first of three stages of a project that will deliver seven gigalitres of 
water into our system. The others will come in 2018 and 2022. It is a significant investment to ensure that 
Western Australia does not run out of water. The injection of this water back into the system will take some 
weight off the groundwater aquifers and it is climate independent. Therefore, no matter what happens to the 
climate, we will have confidence in Perth’s water supply system. 

I pay tribute to the Water Corporation for the work it has done on this project over a number of years, 
particularly through the trial; to the Department of Environment Regulation; to the Department of Water for its 
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support for the project; and also to the Department of Health, which worked through the trial to the point where 
we had confidence in the technology and the processes to ensure that we could make this significant investment 
for the state. 

FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL — COMPLETION DATE 

372. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health:  
I refer to the revelation that senior bureaucrats within the minister’s department knew at least by November 2012 
that Fiona Stanley Hospital would be delayed by at least a year. 

(1) When did the minister first find out that Fiona Stanley Hospital would be delayed? 

(2) Did the minister mislead Parliament on 11 June when he stated that he had found out only within the 
last few months? 

(3) If the minister did not find out in November 2012 when Department of Health officials first knew, why 
were they withholding that information from the minister?  

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 
(1)–(3) I have read through the transcript of the committee meeting and seen the questions put forward and the 

answers given, and I have reflected on the answer I gave. When did I give it? 

Mr R.H. Cook: On 11 June. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I gave the answer on 11 June and all of those things I said are correct. Indeed, what one of 
our officials said to the committee is also correct. There is a clear explanation for that, even though that might 
seem difficult to grasp. In November, the particular officer who made the comments about the 12 months, and in 
particular the delay, was put into that position. When he looked at the proposal and the time lines, his first 
impression was that there needed to be a delay.  

Mr R.H. Cook: It was common knowledge throughout the pub. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: No, it was not common knowledge. I will explain. The officer in question put that proposal to 
the director general at the time, who did not agree with him. The director general was of the view that the 
Department of Health had the capacity to put in place those systems so that we could still have the opening time 
in April. Not only that, but subsequent to the election, he made it known to me that in his view it would not be 
delayed.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Subsequently, in March, I was informed by the acting director general at the time that a delay 
was required.  

Mr R.H. Cook: That’s a bit convenient. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: We have that on record, so the member can seek those records himself. It is recorded. 

Mr R.H. Cook: I certainly will. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I expect the member to. It is there in the records that I was informed in March this year that it 
was the case that a delay was required. That is what I said. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: What date in March? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: It is in the records. Opposition members will see and I am sure the opposition will FOI the 
records. It is in the records for members to see. I do not recall the exact date. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M. McGowan: You table the documents. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: If the opposition seeks them, I will give them. That is the answer. I knew in March that it was 
delayed. I was advised leading up to that date, indeed after the election, by the director general of the time that 
the officer who made that point to the committee was concerned that there would be a delay. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: However, his view was that that particular officer had the capacity to put together a team to 
still make the outcome 1 April 2014. 
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An opposition member interjected. 
Dr K.D. HAMES: It is true; have a look. 

FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL — COMPLETION DATE 

373. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health: 
I have a supplementary question. Does the minister expect us to believe that an asset to the value of over 
$1.2 billion was in danger of standing idle from April 2014, and the minister’s department had serious concerns 
about that particular contract and about a senior contractor that was going to influence the delays on the hospital, 
yet the minister was at no point informed of the likely risk to the hospital opening? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 
That is an enormous supplementary question. The concept of it is something I have already answered; that is, the 
strong view of the director general of Health, leading up to and during the election, was that we could still meet 
that date. Why would I think he was wrong? 

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND WILDLIFE; DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT REGULATION — 
ESTABLISHMENT 

374. Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE to the Minister for Environment: 
Could the minister please update the house on the implementation of the government’s election commitment to 
separate the Department of Environment and Conservation into two new departments? 

Mr A.P. JACOB replied: 
I thank the member for Churchlands for the question. I am pleased to inform the house that this government has 
moved swiftly to deliver on the first of our commitments in the environment portfolio; specifically, to separate 
what was the Department of Environment and Conservation into two dedicated arms—one focused on 
conservation and parks, which will now be the Department of Parks and Wildlife, and the other now focused on 
environment regulation, being the Department of Environment Regulation. This will provide for clearer and 
more publicly transparent responsibilities and objectives. 

The new Department of Parks and Wildlife will have responsibility for managing this state’s 27 million hectares 
of parks and reserves, which is an absolutely staggering amount of land. There will be a strong focus on flora 
and fauna conservation within this area. Western Australia is recognised internationally for its unique wildlife 
and habitat areas; indeed, out of the 15 or so biodiversity hotspots recognised on the Australian continent, eight 
are located within Western Australia. 

The Department of Parks and Wildlife will also be charged with rolling out one of the other commitments of this 
government—the parks for people program, which I have referred to in this house previously. This program will 
deliver low cost, accessible family-based accommodation and facilities right around the south west and midwest, 
in particular, but also in other areas of the state, encouraging Western Australians and visitors to this state to get 
out and enjoy our natural parks and our natural attractions in a low-cost, accessible way. 
The Department of Parks and Wildlife also has carriage of this government’s commitment to the Kimberley 
science and conservation strategy—a $63 million commitment in the last term of government followed up with a 
further $15 million commitment in this term of government—which will include building on the work of what 
we have done in previous terms, such as extending the great Kimberley marine park all the way out to the 
Northern Territory border, the creation of the Wandjina national park over the Mitchell Plateau and much more 
fantastic work. 
The new Department of Environment Regulation — 
Mr B.S. Wyatt: You’ll have as many departments as local government authorities the way you’re going.  
Mr A.P. JACOB: I thank the member.  
The new Department of Environment Regulation will be maintaining and enhancing this state’s high level of 
environmental standards. The Department of Environment Regulation will create a more efficient, legible and 
effective regulatory framework for this state. It will continue to issue licences and works approvals under the 
Environmental Protection Act and will be charged with such duties as overseeing land clearing and supporting 
the Waste Authority on managing and looking at strategic plans for waste recovery, particularly in the 
metropolitan area but also around the state.  

As I have said, this government is already delivering on its first commitment in the environment portfolio. I put 
on record my thanks to all the staff within the former DEC, who are now with the Department of Environment 
Regulation and the Department of Parks and Wildlife. There has been an absolutely seamless transition from the 
leadership areas right through to all the staff. They have been a pleasure to work with throughout this process. It 
is quite clear that there has been no noticeable disruption to services or to the public or within government.  
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PUBLIC SECTOR SERVICES 
Petition 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [2.53 pm]: I have a petition from 
4 104 petitioners that reads as follows — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, say that public services extend opportunities, protect the vulnerable, and improve 
everyone’s quality of life. They are essential to our economic development and prosperity. They 
strengthen our communities and bind us together as a society.  

Unfortunately, public services in Western Australia are not adequately resourced by the State 
Government. Despite the rapid growth of our state’s population, public services have been subject to 
budget cuts, job cuts and outsourcing—forcing services to be run for private profit, rather than the 
public good. This has led to public sector employees holding unacceptably, even dangerously, high 
workloads. Consequently, there have been reductions in many services including police services; child 
protection; drivers and motor vehicle licensing; prison services; juvenile detention; parole and 
probation; court services; public housing; disability services; school and education services; and many 
more areas.  

Now we ask that the Legislative Assembly invest in quality public services; services that save, protect 
and enrich lives. Specifically, we ask the Legislative Assembly to: 

• Remove the efficiency dividend and commit to funding public sector agencies so that they have the 
resources they need to deliver services to the community more effectively.  

• Lift the agency salary cap to enable public sector agencies to employ the staff required to meet 
increasing demands for services. 

• Reject changes to the WA Industrial Relations Act which would limit the capacity of the WA 
Industrial Relations Commission to fairly and independently arbitrate public sector wages 
outcomes. 

• Reject changes to the Public Sector Management Act and Regulations to facilitate forced 
redundancies of WA public sector employees. 

• End the wasteful privatisation and contracting out of public services. 

[See petition 28.]  

Nonconforming Petition 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I have another petition on the same subject matter, which has 2 439 signatures but does 
not conform to the standing orders. I intend to forward this petition to the Premier.  

[Interruption from the gallery.] 

The SPEAKER: Members of the gallery, you are quite entitled to sit and observe the proceedings but you are 
not allowed to talk or make a noise, thank you.  

SCHOOLS — PERIMETER FENCING — ENDEAVOUR PRIMARY SCHOOL 
Petition 

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [2.56 pm]: I have a petition bearing 581 signatures and certified as complying 
with standing orders, which reads as follows — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, say: 

Endeavour Primary School has been overlooked by the Barnett Government for years. It is the only 
government school in the area without security fencing. In the last four years wilful damage to 
Endeavour Primary School has cost taxpayers $200,000 in repairs. Clearly, this amount would have 
funded the urgently required fencing. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly: 

To call upon the Barnett Government to allocate money in the forthcoming 2013/14 financial year 
budget for perimeter, security fencing for Endeavour Primary School. 

[See petition 29.] 
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PAPERS TABLED 
Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

BILLS 
Notice of Motion to Introduce 

1. Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management Amendment Bill 2013. 

Notice of motion given by Mr J.M. Francis (Minister for Emergency Services). 
2. Medicines, Poisons and Therapeutic Goods Bill 2013. 

Notice of motion given by Dr K.D. Hames (Minister for Health). 

SELECT COMMITTEE INTO THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT — ESTABLISHMENT 
Notice of Motion 

Ms M.M. Quirk gave notice that at the next sitting of the house she would move — 

(1) That this house appoints a select committee to inquire into and report on the effectiveness of 
the operation of the Freedom of Information Act 1992, and in particular to consider:  

(a) the purposes and principles of freedom of information and whether the 
Freedom of Information Act satisfies those purposes and principles namely: 

(i) the objects clauses in the Freedom of Information Act;  

(ii) the ambit of the application of the act, including the appropriateness 
of the definition of “document” (Glossary—Freedom of 
Information Act) and the operation of schedule 2 (bodies to which 
the Freedom of Information Act does not apply); and 

(iii) the exemption provisions in schedule 1 of the Freedom of 
Information Act. 

(b) The effectiveness of processes under the Freedom of Information Act 
(including application and review processes) and ways in which those 
processes can be streamlined and made more efficient and user-friendly, 
including the utilisation of current and future technologies.  

(c) The time and costs involved in providing access to government documents, 
having regard to the need to achieve a balance between facilitating legitimate 
and timely access to government documents and ensuring proper and 
efficient government administration. In considering this issue, the committee 
is to specifically consider:  

(i) the appropriateness of the existing fees regime;  

(ii) the appropriateness of current time limits contained in the 
act; and  

(iii) dealing with voluminous and/or vexatious requests.  

(d) The effectiveness and adequacy of current reporting and data collection requirements, 
to inform public understanding about the operation and administration of the Freedom 
of Information Act.  

(2) In identifying ways to improve and modernise the freedom of information regime, the 
committee is to consider (but not limit itself to):  
(a) relevant existing and proposed commonwealth, state and territory laws and practices; 

(b) other recent reviews of freedom of information legislation nationally and 
internationally;  

(c) information or data from agencies that will assist in the identification of issues 
relating to the administration of the FOI Act;  

(d) the operation of the freedom of information regime in an evolving technological 
environment;  

(e) specific issues relating to access by individuals to personal information, including the 
interaction between Western Australia’s freedom of information regime and the 
protection of privacy interests;  
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(f) balancing the public interest in access to information with the need to preserve the 
integrity and confidentiality of deliberative processes for ministers and other decision-
makers; and  

(g) the interaction of the FOI act with other mechanisms, including non-legislative 
mechanisms, for assessing information held by government.  

TABLE GRAPES — IMPORTATION 
Notice of Motion 

Ms R. Saffioti gave notice that at the next sitting of the house she would move — 

That this house condemns the Barnett–Grylls government for being misleading about its intention in 
relation to allowing the importation of table grapes from California, and its neglect of the fruit and 
vegetable industry in Western Australia.  

LOCAL GOVERNMENT — AMALGAMATIONS 
Notice of Motion 

Mr D.A. Templeman gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

That this house condemns the Barnett government for breaking another promise and totally misleading 
the people of Western Australia with regard to forced council amalgamations in the metropolitan area.  

ADOLESCENT DIABETES CLINIC — CLOSURE 
Notice of Motion 

Mr R.H. Cook (Deputy Leader of the Opposition) gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would 
move — 

That the house condemns the Barnett government for its decision to close the dedicated Adolescent 
Diabetes Clinic when it is moved to the consolidated outpatient space in the deficient new children’s 
hospital.  

LOCAL GOVERNMENT — AMALGAMATIONS — ELECTION COMMITMENTS 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr M.W. Sutherland) informed the Assembly that he was in receipt within the prescribed 
time of a letter from the Leader of the Opposition seeking to debate a matter of public interest. 

[In compliance with standing orders, at least five members rose in their places.] 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [3.03 pm]: I move —  
That this house condemns the Premier for his numerous broken promises and dishonesty in misleading 
the people of Western Australia before the election in relation to the issue of forced council 
amalgamations. 

The biggest political issue in Western Australia is the Premier’s honesty. He is a Premier who is now getting a 
reputation in this state that is well deserved for dishonesty for the numerous broken promises that he has 
presided over, both in his first term and now in his second term in government. They are many and varied; 
members will talk about them during the course of this debate.  

The Premier, as we learnt on radio last week, is rapidly losing the respect of the people of Western Australia 
because of his indifference to the truth about what he said prior to being elected and what he now says after 
being re-elected. The amazing thing about the Premier is this: he does not actually understand when he is saying 
contradictory things in the same sentence, he does not actually understand when he says directly contradictory 
things one sentence after the other, and he then denies he said something in the course of the earlier 
conversation. He has an amazing capacity to not understand when he is being dishonest, and we see it regularly. 
We saw it last week when he claimed that the Treasurer had suffered a consequence for his indiscretions when 
he had not — 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I draw your attention to the contents of your motion, and it is that 
this house condemns the Premier for his numerous broken promises and dishonesty in misleading the people of 
Western Australia before the election in relation to the issue of forced council amalgamations. The motion is 
about forced council amalgamations. Therefore, you have to restrict your arguments to forced council 
amalgamations.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, you will note in the first sentence that it says “numerous broken promises”, 
which obviously is a broader issue than just simply council amalgamations—that is, I would have thought, the 
plain English reading of that motion.  
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But I am happy to abide and talk about council amalgamations, because the Premier was dishonest with the 
council amalgamation issue before the state election. The amazing thing is that his own party room knows and 
understands that he was dishonest about this issue before the election. Two weeks out from the poll, the now 
Minister for Local Government went out there and said plainly to the people of Western Australia that he got it 
wrong when he said there was a forced amalgamation agenda: “There is no forced amalgamation agenda.” He 
put out a statement in black and white denying that the government had any agenda of the sort. I told the state’s 
press at that time that I did not believe the government and that it did have a forced amalgamation agenda. What 
did the media do? They ran off and interviewed the Premier. They put the camera in front of him and asked him 
about it, and he said, “No, we don’t. The opposition is misleading once again.” Two weeks before the state 
election, that is what happened. If people wonder why I am annoyed about the Premier’s honesty, it is because I 
said something in the heat of an election campaign and I was told there was no story there because he would 
deny it directly to the cameras. He was deliberately dishonest to the people of Western Australia two weeks prior 
to the election about this issue. Is there any wonder there is uproar inside the Liberal Party on this issue? Is there 
any wonder there is uproar in many communities around suburban Perth about this issue? Is it any wonder that 
the people across the state are now realising that this is a dishonest Premier when he does things like he has 
done? His colleagues are now seeing it. The Premier’s colleagues, Liberal members of Parliament, many of 
goodwill, who represent areas that will lose their local representation from their local councils, were not even 
asked about these issues. The people of Belmont, the people of Fremantle, the people of Vincent and the people 
of Serpentine–Jarrahdale will all, without any say from their local member of Parliament and without any local 
say about this issue, lose their local say by their local authority. The only way I can advise all those people 
throughout suburban Perth to voice their objection to this is to vote against their local Liberals, because their 
local Liberals are the ones who are allowing this to happen. The local Liberals who are not standing up to the 
dictatorial tendencies of this Premier are allowing this to happen by their silence and failure at their party room 
meeting this morning to obtain a retraction of this policy and adherence to the policy that members took to the 
state election.  

We support communities that want to come together and amalgamate their local authorities if that is what they 
elect to do. We do not support the Premier breaking his word that he gave to the people of Western Australia just 
before the election, and that is why we are raising this issue in the Parliament today.  

The Premier walks both sides of the street on this; he is the sort of bloke who would say black is white and white 
is black. He says he has always supported the amalgamation of councils in the western suburbs. There is a case, 
if the Premier had taken it to the election and been honest with people, for the amalgamation on a voluntary basis 
of those councils. But I note what the Premier said on 25 October 2006 in this very house about all of the 
councils in the western suburbs—Nedlands, Cambridge, Claremont, Cottesloe and the like. I quote the 
Premier — 

These local governments work well and in cooperation with each other. Although every now and again 
one of them has a mini-crisis, generally they are well regarded by the community. From my experience, 
the people on these local councils are committed and work hard for the benefit of their communities. 
Their intentions are invariably good.  

Now the Premier is out there slagging them off, whereas I have just quoted his commentary from a few years ago 
about those particular councils. The Premier said that the amalgamations are not being forced, but I want to 
detail the verbal gymnastics that he, his minister and the Leader of the National Party entered into on this matter 
prior to the election. The Premier said, “We are not going to force amalgamations.”  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Yes.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Minister for Local Government said in the lead-up to the election — 

I recently made some remarks at a local forum that the Liberal Party supported forced council 
amalgamations. The Liberal Party does not support forced amalgamations, I got it wrong, it was my 
mistake.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: He wasn’t a minister then.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: We have since learned that last week, on emerging from a briefing of all the mayors at the 
City of Cockburn, he said — 

“We expect we will get agreement and it will all come together by 2015. But the state government has 
made the decision—it will stay and this will be put in place.” 

He said similar things today in Parliament. In other words, by 1 July 2015 this model that the Premier has 
personally developed will happen irrespective of local views. He also said that he will remove from local 
communities the right to at least have a say on these issues—the so-called Dadour provisions, which I might add 
were put back into the Local Government Act in 1995 when the Premier was deputy Liberal leader. When there 
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was a complete rewrite of the Local Government Act, the then deputy Liberal leader, as part of the cabinet at that 
time, ensured that that would remain in the Local Government Act when it was passed by this house.  

I will quote the irretrievably honest Minister for Local Government, who I think has a well-deserved reputation 
for telling the truth.  

An opposition member: He’s gone grey. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: He has gone very grey in recent days. He said, “At the end of the day if we still can’t get 
an agreement, then we will have to enforce that, yes.” In other words, he has admitted what the Premier will not 
admit—that these amalgamations will be forced if intimidation over the next couple of years does not work. We 
now know that councils will be forced to amalgamate even if they do not want to. That is forced amalgamation 
and that is contrary to the Premier’s promise before the election. Local areas will lose the capacity to vote on 
these issues because, as he said at his briefing, two local government mayors will lose the capacity to hold a poll 
of local electors because, as the Premier said, “We don’t want minority groups deciding these things”—in other 
words, the people of the local area. We have also learnt that the Minister for Regional Development has secured 
some sort of arrangement—we do not know exactly what; it was a very unclear statement compared to what he 
said in the press last week—for regional areas. There is one rule for the city and another rule for the regions in 
Western Australia.  

If the Premier was of goodwill and was honest, he would have explained his intentions to the people before the 
election. When asked directly he would not have run away; he would not have shown the cowardice he has 
shown on this issue when he did not reveal what he was going to do. He would have done that before the 
election. Our view has always been to support communities coming together when they prefer to work out an 
arrangement that will work, and we can work in conjunction with them. We know that South Perth and Victoria 
Park were looking at that arrangement and that Bassendean and Bayswater were on the verge of an arrangement 
of the same sort.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I don’t think so.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Sorry; I mean Bassendean and Swan were on the verge of the same sort of arrangement.  

We also know the Premier has put his size-10 foot in it by making sure the casino, the big revenue earner on the 
southern side of the river, is removed from the Town of Victoria Park’s control, even though as the then deputy 
Liberal leader the Premier divided the City of Perth and put the casino under the jurisdiction of the Town of 
Victoria Park. In the mid-1990s, when the Premier was deputy Liberal leader, he also created the Town of 
Vincent. He creates things then undoes them; he makes promises and walks away from them; he misleads people 
before the election and seeks to deny those promises with mealy-mouthed words after the election. That is the 
Premier’s track record; that is what is happening. We know the people of Western Australia are on to him 
because there is now a very significant issue concerning his honesty in this state.  

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [3.14 pm]: We would not be having this debate this afternoon if the 
Premier and the Liberal Party had told the truth before the March 2013 election. We would not be having this 
debate if the Premier had been honest with the people of Western Australia on the issue of council 
amalgamations, particularly those in the metropolitan area. There is no doubt that the promise to not force 
amalgamations on councils in the metropolitan area joins a long list of broken promises by this government. It is 
unequivocal. It is a long list of broken promises that the Premier, his minister and his government are guilty of. 
When we look back at a number of the statements made by the Premier and the now Minister for Local 
Government on council amalgamations, it is very clear that he has not told the truth to the people of Western 
Australia. He did not tell the truth before the election and he broke a promise that he made to the people on a 
number of occasions before the election. He, his minister and the government are guilty of misleading the 
people.  

But it is important that we look not just at some of the comments made by the Premier and the Minister for Local 
Government. Let us also look at some of the other comments made by members opposite on discussions around 
council amalgamations. I will quote from a press release that says, quite simply — 

“While we support local shires that want to partner with surrounding communities to better deliver 
services, we would never support compulsory amalgamations.” 

“It is vitally important that regional communities can retain their local decision making powers and 
their unique identities. 

“Local decision making is at the heart of everything we do, that’s why we strongly oppose forced 
amalgamations.”  

That is from a press release by Hon Mia Davies, the now member for Central Wheatbelt.  

Mr P.B. Watson: Shame! Shame!  
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Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: The promise made by that member and the National Party regarding compulsory 
amalgamations was starkly clear. Then, of course, we learnt only last week that a so-called deal was made 
between the Premier and the Leader of the National Party supposedly that the National Party would support 
amalgamations of councils in the metropolitan area as per the plan released last Tuesday in return for a clear 
separation, if we like, or non-support of amalgamations in regional and country areas. On the way to the 
Premier’s cabinet meeting last Monday, those were the questions put to the Leader of the National Party and it 
was he who highlighted “the deal”. “The deal” was his phrase, not mine. The deal was focused on an 
arrangement made by the Premier and the National Party that the National Party would support his plan to 
forcibly amalgamate councils in the metropolitan area in return for protection from forced amalgamation of 
councils in regional Western Australia. Is the Premier now saying that deal did not happen or was the Leader of 
the National Party telling a fib when he said it happened? The fact is the Leader of the National Party said it 
happened. He said an arrangement had been made in cabinet to protect regional Western Australia from any 
forced amalgamations. What did the Premier say on Tuesday when he released the maps of the 14 new local 
government areas in metropolitan Western Australia when he was quizzed about the issue of a deal? He said that 
no deal had been made. In fact, he said, “After these amalgamations go through, look out regional Western 
Australia; look out regional areas or regional cities or regional communities in Western Australia, because 
you’re next”. That is what he said! That is completely at odds with the so-called deal which the Leader of the 
National Party claimed had been struck and which was reinforced by comments like those of the member for 
Central Wheatbelt before the election last year, when she very clearly said, “We will not support forced 
amalgamations.” That is what the member for Central Wheatbelt said, did she not? She said it! It is in writing! 
She said it! Now the National Party is going to go in and do a deal with this man, this dishonest Premier! Is the 
National Party going to go and do a deal? The member for Central Wheatbelt told a fib to the people of her 
electorate when she promised them she would not support forced amalgamations! Let us look at some of the 
other members, such as the member for Belmont.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Member for North West! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: The member for Belmont was obviously shocked and aghast when she heard the 
announcement on Tuesday of last week. The member for Perth probably did triple somersaults when she realised 
what the government was going to do to the Town of Vincent—slice it in half and throw some of it into the City 
of Stirling, and the rest, of course, into the City of Perth—after the Liberal Party, before the last election, 
promised there would be no forced amalgamations. The words of the now Minister for Local Government will 
come back to haunt him. In July last year, before he was the Minister for Local Government, he said to his 
constituency—his own people in the local government area of Serpentine–Jarrahdale, which has now been 
jettisoned off to the City of Armadale—“I don’t believe in super councils because they attack the community 
spirit and the elements of community.” That is what he said. Does he want to be reminded of when he said it, 
because I can show him? He said it in July last year, and the headline was “Super councils don’t work: 
Simpson”. His shire president even said, “It is pleasing to see that our local member is getting behind us in trying 
to maintain our community identity.” Does the minister know what the shire president said after the 
announcement last Tuesday? He said that he and his community had been lied to. That is what a number of 
mayors, presidents or leaders of the affected communities said after the announcement last Tuesday. They said 
they had been lied to, and they had. We would not be here this afternoon if the Liberal Party had gone to 
the March 2013 election and said, “Yes, we will force amalgamations if the councils don’t amalgamate or agree 
to amalgamate.” If the Liberal Party had said that, we would not be having the debate because it would have had 
a mandate to do what it is proposing to do. But it does not, because it told fibs to the people of Western 
Australia, and the Minister for Local Government was forced, on 21 February, to retract the very statement he 
made at the famous Armadale forum—a breakfast with the member for Armadale—when the minister said, “Oh 
yes, we actually support forced amalgamations.” Then I know what happened: the phone call went out, the alarm 
bells went off, “Tony, Tony, Tony, Tony, what have you done? Quick, get out a press release!” So on 
21 February the press release comes out, and the Leader of the Opposition has already quoted it, in which the 
minister said specifically — 

I recently made some remarks at a local forum that the Liberal Party supported forced council 
amalgamations. The Liberal Party does not support forced amalgamations, I got it wrong — 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah, sit down a minute, please. I just want to read again to you what this 
motion is all about. The second paragraph is — 

That this house condemns the Premier for his numerous broken promises and dishonesty in misleading 
the people of Western Australia before the election in relation to the issue of forced council 
amalgamations. 

You are now condemning the Minister for Local Government. Please come back to the Premier, if you so wish.  
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Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: With all due respect, Mr Speaker, I find it amazing that you have said that. 

Anyway, the guilty parties here are the Premier, his Minister for Local Government and those who sit behind 
him. They are guilty as sin on this one because they went to the election with a specific promise. The Premier did 
it to his own seat! In his glossy newsletter of the summer of 2013, there is a picture of the windswept Premier 
and an article regarding the coastal plan for Leighton. This issue was so important to his local constituency that it 
was the first item for discussion. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah, unfortunately I do not think Hansard can hear what you are saying 
because there is so much interjecting.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: What did the Premier state in his glossy newsletter for summer 2013? He stated — 

There has been much said about local government over recent months. I have always believed that a 
combined council … makes sense, however claims that the State Government will use its powers to 
force such an amalgamation are simply not true. 

The Premier did not tell the truth! He was grilled on radio last week, and the people of Western Australia have 
made a clear determination about what he said, and those people who got on—including Gary, Barry or Harry or 
whoever they were—said exactly the truth, which was that the Premier went to an election with a promise and he 
failed to deliver it because he absolutely broke it. He told people that the Liberal Party would not amalgamate 
councils, and now it is going to forcibly do it. Why does the Premier not just simply state that he got it wrong 
and that he did not tell the truth? That way, the people would recognise that there is now a long list of broken 
promises by the Premier and his government in the only four or so months since the state election. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [3.27 pm]: As I said during question time, and I will repeat, I do 
not think any sensible person involved in public policy and governance would be of the view that Western 
Australia in 2013 should have 140 local authorities. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the second time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Queensland—another big state like Western Australia—has twice our population and half 
the number of local authorities of Western Australia. This is primarily about metropolitan Perth, which has 
30 councils. Some are large, with more than 200 000 people, like the City of Stirling; some are rapidly 
expanding, like Wanneroo; and others cover less.  

Mr D.J. Kelly: Some councils are only the size of a primary school.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, thank you for that information. I call you to order for the first time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Metropolitan Perth has several councils, including three in my electorate, that have a 
jurisdiction smaller than five square kilometres. They were little hamlets or suburban towns, if you like, or 
individual towns that actually grew up during the first 50 years or 60 years of the Swan River Colony. They were 
little staging posts; they were villages in their own right, surrounded by rural land. They have persisted today 
because no government has really been prepared to modernise the structure.  

In the country areas, which will be an issue, we have the City of Bunbury; Bunbury should be the state’s second 
capital. It actually, in its central area, has four different local authorities. That is what is holding back Bunbury. 
In the Pilbara and the Kimberley, the structures are pretty good. Look to the area north of Kalgoorlie.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, I am happy to talk, but this is —   

Mr P.B. Watson: What about Albany? You amalgamated there, and it is a mess.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, I call you to order for the second time. Just allow the Premier to make his 
speech.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: In the area to the north of Kalgoorlie there are half a dozen or so local authorities. Most of 
them have populations of certainly fewer than 1 000, some fewer than 500, and some well fewer than that. 
Would it not be fantastic to have an outback council covering that historic area to the north of Kalgoorlie that 
could actually have some standing in this state, get some public funding, and actually progress as the outback 
council and become a true and important tourist destination in its own right? Is that going to happen with six 
little local authorities? I do not think so.  

The wheatbelt grew up in a time of lots of small towns—in fact, some of them were quite big for their day—
limited transport, multiple sidings and multiple shopping centres; today, do we really believe that 42 local 
authorities in the wheatbelt is the right structure?  
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Ms R. Saffioti: Ask the Minister for Regional Development!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: You all shrilly say “Ask him”. I will ask you: do you think 42 is right?  

Ms R. Saffioti: Ask him!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No, you don’t; you just admitted it! 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the third time. I also want to tell you that I can 
hear everything you say all the time across the chamber. I remind you of the standing order about being called 
three times.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is a fact, very small geographic areas —  

Mr P. Papalia: Why did you make the deal?  

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I call you to order for the second time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Very small geographic areas in Perth, that have over 100 years of history, were relevant in 
the horse and pony days but are not relevant today. In country areas, formerly reasonably large and vibrant rural 
communities are no more. Large-scale farming, mechanisation and a whole host of other factors have meant we 
have a structure that I do not believe serves country areas as well as it could.  

Look at the City of Perth, Australia’s west coast capital. Western Australia’s most significant area of investment, 
with well over 100 000 jobs, the centre of the resources industry in Asia–Pacific, at the moment has a tiny 
area —  

Mr M. McGowan: You created those boundaries!   

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Did I create them? No, I did not.  

Mr M. McGowan: Weren’t you a member of the cabinet?  

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I call you to order for the first time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Life moves on—move on!  

An opposition member: Don’t worry about that! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member does not even know what the original proposals were. 

The capital city of Perth is not a residential area. There are towers and apartments in it but it is not typical 
suburbia. The capital city of Perth needs to have the status of being the lead centre of business and commerce, 
retail, sporting events and entertainment for our state. This is a growing state, and a state and capital city of 
growing international importance. Yes, let us have in the City of Perth the iconic Kings Park, the University of 
Western Australia, the new children’s hospital and QEII, along with Royal Perth Hospital. Let us have the new 
stadium, the new Scitech, the Crown casino, the major businesses, and the major cultural and sporting events in 
our capital city. How radical is that! Members opposite do not even grasp it.  

Mr R.H. Cook: Why didn’t you talk about it before the election?  

Mr F.M. Logan: Why did Richard Court break it up? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If members opposite bothered to search the archives over at the Battye library or 
wherever, they would find articles written by me 20 years ago about the need for a capital city to be like that. Do 
a bit of research! That was long before I was even in Parliament.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: There are major issues in metropolitan Perth. Transport planning is a huge issue. Perth has 
now gone over that critical size. Congestion is an issue now whereas it was not 10 years ago. There is the 
planning of sub-metropolitan centres of employment and higher density occupation. Fourteen local areas are 
built around metropolitan growth centres. Do we always want all commuters coming into Perth at the same time 
or leaving Perth at the same time? We need a functional metropolitan area where there is employment in local 
areas such as Joondalup, Cockburn and Rockingham. That is one of the many reasons why it is needed.  

Management of the environment includes large areas of regional open space and managing our coastline in a 
consistent way. Instead of having multiple councils around the Swan and Canning Rivers, we need a manageable 
number. People now want good cultural and sporting facilities. They want large and sophisticated sporting 
facilities. Larger councils have the revenue base to build facilities of sufficient size, whether they be swimming 
pools, basketball courts, indoor courts, theatres or arts centres, to serve a viable and larger population. Members 
on both sides of this house represent areas to the south of Perth. I think I am correct on this: are members aware 
of how many Olympic-size public swimming pools there are south of the Melville aquatic centre? The answer is 
zero.  
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Mr P. Papalia: There are plenty in the wheatbelt!  

Mr M. McGowan: There are two in Rockingham. There is one in Fremantle. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: There are very few. If members opposite go through that whole area of growth in 
Cockburn, Kwinana and out to Armadale, how many will we find? The answer is none.  

Mr M. McGowan: I have just named three!  
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Very smart alec.  
Mr R.H. Cook: You asked the question!  
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Because I care about some of the lower-income areas that do not have Olympic-size 
swimming pools. There are probably a dozen in my electorate. 
Mr R.H. Cook: It is not in your capacity to count swimming pools!  
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Because the member has not done anything in his electorate to promote them!  

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, you were very assiduous in calling the opposition to order in relation to 
whether or not we focused on the motion. The motion was specifically about the Premier’s honesty; it was not 
about the number of swimming pools in the south metropolitan area, which the Premier does not know the facts 
about anyway.  

Debate Resumed 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Probably the issue most rapidly growing in significance is waste. Local authorities, one 
after another, have said, “Yes, we can pick up the rubbish and we can put it in two different bins.” By its own 
admission, local government is no longer able to deal with the complex issues of waste, particularly waste 
disposal. I believe that our rate of recycling is the lowest in the country. We still rely on landfill sites. Which 
local authority will be able to deal with that? Maybe the City of Stirling might have a chance; the smaller ones 
have no chance. They are actually carting waste by crisscrossing each other through the metropolitan area 
instead of having a sustainable, well designed and structured system. For a whole host of reasons, Perth as a 
capital city and metropolitan Perth into this century requires a modernisation of local government areas.  

We could have walked away from this issue. We could have wimped it, like previous governments, but we are 
not walking away from it. This government has both —  

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will sit down.  

Mr R.H. Cook: I don’t care. Sit down then!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Oh, you are so immature, childish and rude. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This government has both the policy and the determination to modernise Perth and the 
metropolitan area. There will be groups that will complain about it. In my electorate of Cottesloe—in fact there 
are seven local authorities in the whole of the western suburbs—do members know how many people came up to 
me over the weekend to criticise it? None.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: In Toodyay!  

Mr D.J. Kelly: Where were you?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: In my electorate of Cottesloe.  

Mr M. McGowan: You were opening a mine; I saw it in the paper.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: That was Sunday. I was there for a few hours. I spent Friday, Saturday and parts of 
Sunday in my electorate. Members opposite are just ridiculous.  

Mr P. Papalia: Are you sure you weren’t at the palace on Friday? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The discourtesy of members opposite is something that I think the public will observe —  

Mr D.J. Kelly: You called me a thug the other day!   

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, I call you to order for the second time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This government has the courage to proceed. As I said during question time, forced 
amalgamations would require an act of Parliament. We are not bringing in, and do not propose to bring in, an act 
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of Parliament to force amalgamations. Yes, we may well bring in legislation relating to the Dadour amendment, 
but we are not bringing in an act on amalgamations. Last Tuesday, the Minister for Local Government and I 
outlined 14 boundaries. Local governments called for us to put out our proposal—our maps—and we have done 
that. An enormous amount of consultation and discussions took place with local government. Not one person 
was surprised at the maps. Indeed, while there was a bit of protesting and the like, a lot of local government 
people said, “We agree; get on with it.” A lot said that on the day and have been saying it before and since. Of 
the 14 boundaries, three are already in place because there is no change. Several will fall into place very quickly. 
Yes, some might continue to fight it out, but we have two years. I am confident, as is the minister, that within 
those two years we will get agreement on setting up a modern structure of local government for metropolitan 
Perth, and that will be a good thing. While the opposition carries on as it will—that is fair enough; it can do 
that—it might be interesting at some stage to ask a question. I will not do it now, but maybe the public should 
ask the question: where is the Labor Party? Does the Labor Party support, for example, 140 local authorities? 
Does the Labor Party support local governments of less than five square kilometres, and some down to three 
square kilometres? Does it support 42 small local authorities in the wheatbelt, or is it devoid of courage, 
judgement and policy? I suspect it is the latter, because it is incapable of providing leadership in this state. It 
demonstrated that in government with its disgraceful behaviour and it is showing it today. It comes in here and 
drags out newsletters and the like. We have answered the questions and we will go on and deal with local 
government, and in two years the Labor Party will still be arguing for the local government structure of 1910. 
That is where it is. That is the time the Labor Party was formed, and it has not moved on in 100 years. 

MS S.F. McGURK (Fremantle) [3.41 pm ]: On behalf of thousands of Western Australians, and of many in my 
electorate, I would like to voice to the Premier and to this house that they are not saying that there might not be 
merit in council amalgamations. They are not saying that sometimes it takes political conviction, skill and 
tenacity to take on these issues, but they are saying to the Premier and to this government that it is right and 
proper that the government should have taken that policy to the electorate before the state election, and that is 
exactly what it did not do. They had many opportunities to put all those arguments that they have put today — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Where have you been for the last three years we’ve been talking about councils? 

The SPEAKER: Premier! 

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, the Premier complained about rudeness before and you were calling people to 
order for interjections. I think the member for Fremantle deserves a little less rudeness from the Premier. 

The SPEAKER: I have just called the Premier’s name. Member for Fremantle, go on. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms S.F. McGURK: I know that callers to 6PR last week were able to put their views very forcefully to the 
Premier. I have been contacted by constituents, and I know that other members, certainly on our side and, I 
venture to guess, on the other side of this house, have also had constituents contact them to say that they are 
appalled by the change of position by the government before and after the election. Premier, that is why people 
are frustrated. It is not about the merits or otherwise of council amalgamations and it is not about the political 
will, skill or leadership required in this process; it is about the basic tenet of honesty that was required of our 
political leaders before the election, when the Premier and senior ministers were specifically asked about this 
policy question and the Premier said that his government would not force council amalgamations.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: And are we? 

Ms S.F. McGURK: That is exactly what he is proposing to do. That is the threshold question. As I said, I 
believe that I represent many people in my electorate and across the state in their frustration with the government 
and the Premier on this issue. 

Just briefly, I would like to raise a couple of other issues regarding my constituents’ frustration over this 
proposal and the boundaries that have been drawn around my electorate—that is, that Fremantle and East 
Fremantle join with the Melville council. That is a lazy option that the government has adopted. In fact, it is 
contrary to the government’s own Directions 2031 plan, which refers to centres of major economic activity and 
identifies Fremantle as one of those centres. If the proposal to join Fremantle with Melville is adopted, I believe 
that quite contrary civic priorities could be captured by that large council amalgamation. There would be a major 
employment centre at the freeway end of Melville, with Fiona Stanley Hospital, the university, St John of God 
Hospital and the like. There would be major economic activity there, and also in Fremantle. There is a lot of 
concern that there will not be a clear direction for that united council. Quite obviously, the people in Fremantle 
feel that they have very little in common with people in Melville. I know that in my electorate people are gearing 
up to let the Premier know how frustrated they are with that proposal. 
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Also nonsensical is a proposal to excise North Fremantle from any sort of amalgamated Fremantle council. At 
the moment North Fremantle is part of the Fremantle council. This amalgamation process will keep the port 
within the amalgamated Fremantle–Melville council, but it will excise the suburb of North Fremantle from that 
amalgamated council. In fact, the working port will be with Fremantle, East Fremantle and Melville, but the 
suburb of North Fremantle will go with the new western suburbs amalgamated council. We need the suburb 
around the port to be in the same council as the port. Because strategic decisions for the port will need to be 
made, that boundary is important, quite apart from the fact that the people in North Fremantle are also wedded to 
Fremantle and feel a strong identity with Fremantle and its wider community. 

The City of Fremantle surveyed its residents, and three in five ratepayers supported merging the Fremantle and 
East Fremantle councils. They are not against merging councils, but they want to be involved in the process. 
That really is the threshold question here. People want to be part of a council that they feel connected with and 
that has something in common with their broader community. There are certainly options for that in Fremantle. 
They also want to have a say on this. That brings us back to the threshold question on which I believe the 
Premier has failed, and that is being up-front with the people of this state about what his plans are for what he 
says is a very important issue. 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Darling Range — Minister for Local Government) [3.47 pm]: It has been an interesting 
debate this afternoon. I must admit that since last Tuesday I have been very, very impressed by the number of 
people who have come up to me and supported our government’s decision on this issue. Even chief executive 
officers, mayors and presidents have come up to me and said, “Thank God you’ve made that decision. It’s been 
hanging over our heads for such a long time.” Members have to understand one thing today. What we have done 
in the next stage of the reform process is send it to the Local Government Advisory Board. That is all we have 
done so far. Councils have until 4 October to get their proposals to the advisory board. We will go through the 
process of getting to that next level. We could sit here and do nothing. That has been happening. For nearly 100 
years there have been no boundary changes. 

Mr P. Papalia: You could tell the truth before an election, too. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: I have lost track since last Tuesday. How many have I forced? 
Mr C.J. Barnett: None. 
Mr A.J. SIMPSON: None. 
Mr P. Papalia: Why did you say you were going to force them? 
Mr A.J. SIMPSON: It is up to local government; the ball is in its court. But let me make just a couple of points 
about where we are with local government today. Let us have a think about the 30 local governments in the 
metropolitan area. If we were to hop in our car today and drive down Stirling Highway, we would go through 
seven local governments. If Main Roads or the Minister for Transport wants to do some upgrades on Stirling 
Highway, they have to deal with seven local governments. The interesting thing about — 

Mr P. Papalia: This is about breaking your promises. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: This is about what is best for local government. What I care about is that local government 
has the capacity to deliver — 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah! Minister, I suggest that you speak through the Chair and get on with 
your speech. Thank you. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

It is about delivering a better service to the ratepayers of Western Australia; that is what it is all about. 

I will make a couple of points. The current situation within the Perth metropolitan area has been going on for a 
long time. Currently, the western suburbs have a river frontage for one reason only. Before the car and before the 
horse and cart, a boat brought the stores to that community. There has been no change since that time and the 
whole community has moved on. The local people who commute out of that area to use other services are not 
paying for that. The time has come for us to move on this issue. We cannot keep going through this whole 
process. If I hop on my pushbike and ride around the river, I go through 21 local governments, which are all 
looking after the river area. 

The most important thing is that we have taken this to the next level. We have taken it to the Local Government 
Advisory Board. That is the point that we are at today. We have sent it to the advisory board. So that members 
understand, the advisory board is equipped to do the job. It has 28 weeks to go through the proposal and come 
back to me. So that members understand what the advisory board will do in that process, I highlighted this 
afternoon in answer to a question from the member for Perth that the advisory board has a very good job to do. It 
takes into consideration a council’s current assets, and it takes into consideration any current debt that a local 
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government has. It takes into consideration the local government’s community of interest. It takes into 
consideration the councillors, the staff and the residents and ratepayers who live in that area, and it will come 
back to me with a viability report. 

I will touch on a comment the member for Mandurah made back in July when the Robson report came out, 
which identified that in my area, Serpentine–Jarrahdale, Armadale and Gosnells councils will all come together; 
hence the debate about a super council. One thing made very clear in the Robson report is that we must ensure 
that communities of interest are kept together. One thing that we clearly understand more than anything else—I 
think every member would agree—is that the community revolves around where people live and the suburb that 
is built up through their community network. The important part is to make sure that the local government that 
services an area has the capacity to deliver services to the ratepayers. I think every member of this house would 
have been contacted by ratepayers in the past few years about the cost of their rates going up. One comment that 
comes back all the time to me as a minister is, “My rates keep going up and I’m shocked at the cost of the 
process.” 

Mr M.P. Murray: Are you going to give a guarantee they won’t go up? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: No. The problem with local governments that everyone understands is that the only 
mechanism they have to raise any money whatsoever is rates; it is the only lever they can pull. However, one of 
the best ways for local governments to put downward pressure on rates is with economies of scale. Local 
governments can deliver a better service with economies of scale. The golden rule in local governments is that 
the money coming in is only from rates. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: The interesting part though, member, is that rates have gone up an average of six or 
seven per cent a year over the past five years. They have gone up faster than inflation. We understand that from 
the government’s perspective, and I as the minister understand that. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, if you want to make your speech, make a speech. Minister, continue. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

The most important thing from the ratepayers’ perspective is that services are being delivered to their 
community, and that is the most important thing that we are trying to deliver here today. As I said before, local 
governments have gone through no change at all. As a government, they have to deliver more and more services, 
and deliver those services to more and more people as the population grows. As I said earlier this afternoon, we 
have to accommodate another half a million people in the next 13 years in the City of Perth, and local 
government must have the capacity to deliver those services. Every member of this house would know the issues 
we have to deal with. As I said before, as I ride my pushbike around the river I go through 21 local governments. 
One thing that needs to be done is caring for the Canning and Swan Rivers, and it can be done better in that 
process. 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: It is most important that we have that process to deliver better services for ratepayers. The 
Local Government Advisory Board is best suited to take care of the next process. As I said at the start of my 
speech, we are going through the process to bring in legislation to Parliament to beef up the Local Government 
Advisory Board by increasing by two the number of members and also to give it the power to deal with more 
than one submission at a time. The advisory board will come back with a very contained report. As I said, it will 
identify where the actual need is. It will also look at all the assets of local government. People in my electorate 
ask me about the community they live in, and I restate that they will continue to live in the same house, same 
street and same suburb and to have the same postcode. The only difference for ratepayers is that once a year they 
will get a separate rate notice with a different name and logo. There are opportunities out there in the community 
and, as the Premier pointed out, some local governments have already come together and started their 
conversations. In fact my own department, the Department of Local Government, has contacted a couple of 
councils to start this process. The councils came back to us stating that 30 CEOs are meeting this Thursday and 
have agreed to meet with the department to work together uniformly instead of working individually. It shows 
how ready the industry is for this decision to be made. It shows that this is again about a government making 
some good decisions and showing strong leadership. Councils have already put their hand up to come to the table 
to negotiate and come back to the department for the department to listen to that process. 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana! 

Mr R.H. Cook: It’s all about your honesty; that’s what it’s about 
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Mr A.J. SIMPSON: No, it is about delivering good government, it is about showing strong leadership, and it is 
about making a decision on this process. As I said at the start, I have not forced anybody yet. Wait until you see, 
members! 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: The most important thing to touch on is that this morning at the WA Property Council of 
Australia breakfast, when I presented our reply to the Robson report, it was interesting to hear the Property 
Council come back with the standard issue of one side of a street in the same suburb having one local 
government and the other side having another and each side having different planning regulations. It is clearly 
one thing that needs to be addressed. If we are going to have a vibrant city, as the Premier pointed out, we need 
to make sure we get some good planning. Also, to keep planning in mind, one of our local governments has not 
reviewed its planning documents for 26 years. It is way behind. All of them are way, way behind in getting their 
planning — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: No point giving them to the WAPC; you don’t get them back! 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: No, but the review documents have to go to the Western Australian Planning Commission 
and local governments have not done that yet. That is the issue; they have not done a review. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Right, minister. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: It is all about making sure we develop a vibrant city and making sure we get it right. I must 
admit that there will always be some anomalies in the system. As I said at question time today, I took the 
opportunity to drive up and down Beaufort Street, and that was one of the clear things that came back to me at 
the Beaufort Street festival. But just keep in mind, members, that the current boundary between the City of 
Vincent and the City of Perth is Newcastle Street. The Northbridge festival seems to operate all right and does 
not seem to have a problem with the boundary on Newcastle Street. As we look at where the boundaries lie, I 
must agree that there are some anomalies in the system. Perhaps the Beaufort Street boundary will not work and 
we may have to move it up a bit. However, the proposals for the City of Stirling, the City of Bayswater and the 
City of Perth will be put to the Local Government Advisory Board to identify any anomaly that needs to be 
looked at. This morning at the Property Council breakfast, people from Perth Airport identified an anomaly. I 
thought that the whole of the airport site had been put into the City of Belmont to make sure there was clearly 
one local government for the airport, but interestingly they identified that a corner of the industrial area has been 
missed out. The most important thing again is that the Gateway WA project and the airport development will all 
be within one local government all the way through to Forrestfield and High Wycombe and up into the rural 
aspect of Kalamunda. The Mayor of Belmont was at the breakfast today and raised one good point with me. He 
said that the City of Belmont provides some fantastic services to its community with security patrols and so 
forth. He asked, “Am I expected to do the same for Pickering Brook up in Kalamunda?” I said, “Well, no. At the 
end of the day the ratepayers are entitled to the same service they get today but I am sure with the two coming 
together we can deliver better services. But I know for a fact, because I represent Pickering Brook, that they do 
not want the services of the City of Belmont because they live in a rural atmosphere and that’s what they like 
living there for. They’re not in that process.” 

I think the most important thing is that the government has come out and made a decision to go forward on this 
process, and as the minister I am very happy in this first week of Parliament. I have been very impressed with the 
comments that have come back to me. Negative comments have been very limited. One email came to my 
electorate office from someone down Serpentine way regarding the reform process. That is it, one email, to me 
as the minister and also to me as the local member. The most important thing is that we are making a decision. It 
is time for us to move on this issue. I am getting very, very good support from the industry and very, very good 
support from the 30 councils, mayors and presidents; they are all starting to work on it. I am confident that we 
can get our submissions into the advisory board by 4 October and I am confident that we can come to a deal with 
those local governments to provide a good outcome for the ratepayers of Western Australia. 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Pilbara — Minister for Regional Development) [3.57 pm]: There has been good 
discussion this afternoon about local government reform. Given that the Nationals are part of the Liberal–
National government, it is important that I put my position on this issue on the record. 

One thing that has been somewhat missed in this argument is that the decision on the Robson review was made 
by cabinet prior to the election last year. The Robson review is about metropolitan local government reform. The 
only thing, therefore, that the Robson review looked at was metropolitan local government reform. The Robson 
review has come back and has been considered by the government, and the responses made by the Premier and 
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the Minister for Local Government were about the Robson review. As was outlined today, the Robson review 
will now go to the Local Government Advisory Board and a process will start. There is still a long way to go. 
There is still an argument to be made about lines on the map. The member for Perth and the Minister for Local 
Government have spoken about some and I am sure there will be more. I believe, therefore, that the government 
is quite within its rights to go down this path. It is doing so and it does it with my support. The Robson review is 
a metropolitan-focused review and made recommendations on metropolitan local government reform. The 
government is following on with that review and made some decisions and announcements last week. 

Country local government reform is not being considered by the government. Should the matter of country local 
government reform come to cabinet, a decision will be made. I am therefore very comfortable with the National 
Party’s position on this matter. The National Party conference on the weekend reaffirmed again that we as the 
National Party are not supportive of forced local government amalgamations in regional Western Australia. That 
is the position our members hold, and if they had had the opportunity to speak in this debate today, that is what 
they would have said. They would have said that if Parliament were asked to vote on forced local government 
amalgamations, the Nationals would not hold that position. The bit that the opposition has never understood after 
nearly five years of an alliance government is that there are certain issues about which we have slightly differing 
opinions from the Liberal Party—not many; I think we have managed this arrangement, this partnership, in 
government very, very well  

As Leader of the Nationals I will ensure that I always work within my role in government to deliver good 
outcomes for government and good outcomes for Western Australia. I support the Premier and the Minister for 
Local Government in this decision on metropolitan local government reform. I think it is an outcome that will 
deliver a benefit. If I did not think it would, I would not be supporting it. Should questions about country local 
government come up in the future, the Nationals will put our position at that point. I do not see that as any 
different from numerous issues that we had during the last term of government and probably more issues that we 
will have into the future. We believe that we can move forward on this. Again, it will be up to the Minister for 
Local Government to pursue that process. To me, this has been a good process in an alliance government of 
delivering on an agenda. That is exactly what we will do, and it will have my support.  

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [4.02 pm]: During his contribution the Premier said that we could have 
wimped it. The problem is that the Premier did wimp it. All these arguments being made by the Premier and the 
Minister for Local Government were not made prior to the election. In fact, the absolute opposite was said by the 
Premier in his glossy flyer and by the minister when he had to embarrass himself at the Armadale forum. That is 
the problem that they have. It is like being in two Parliaments. Most of the contribution from the Premier related 
to creating an outback council. Half of the member for Moore’s electorate and half of the electorate of the 
member for North West are going into the outback council. I know that the member for North West is upset 
because his rates in Victoria Park are going to go up. He is going to lose the peninsula as a result of the 
Premier’s decision. That is the reality. If the Premier is going to have courage and if he is going to beat his chest, 
he should say something before the election. There is nothing courageous about coming out three months after 
an election saying, “This is what we’re going to do. We have the courage. We’re going to make the tough 
decisions.” Yet the Premier was like a church mouse prior to the election. Not only was he as quiet as a church 
mouse, but also he said the exact opposite of what he is saying now.  

I will draw my friend the member for South Perth into this. I want to quote him. On 5 June this year he said, “I 
have always believed that the Premier has always thought the Burswood should go into the City of Perth. I think 
that he believes it always should have been in the City of Perth but what I’m saying is if that happens, well and 
good, but if it happens, there’ll be no amalgamations on this side of the river. My message for the Lord Mayor is 
that she’s going to have one big fight on her hands.” 

The member for South Perth, the member for Perth, the member for Belmont and the member for Swan Hills are 
all part of this mess. We will be running around their electorates letting them all know that they have signed up 
to this mess. I do not care that the Premier did not bring it to the party room to get his members’ endorsement for 
this debacle. Post-election, suddenly he converted to the idea that we must now reform all local government 
despite the red tape reduction group being established and the report “Putting the Public First: Partnering with 
the Community and Business to Deliver Outcomes”, which were not mentioned. When the Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry of Western Australia polled all its members, two per cent of businesses said it was an 
issue. That is why we heard nothing from the government prior to the election. Now we have the weasel 
position—the cowardly position—and the perjury inflicted on the people of Western Australia post-election with 
the government suddenly saying that this is all it promised them before the election but it just did not tell them 
about it. 

The member for Perth can send emails to the Mayor of Vincent and members opposite can have their separate 
differences, but if they vote for this, we will be holding them all to account for the position taken by the Premier. 
They cannot walk away from it because, as I am reading in the paper now, they are all crunching the numbers so 
that the Premier can move on before he is held to account in 2017. 
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Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (17) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr R.H. Cook Ms S.F. McGurk Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti  
Mr D.J. Kelly Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire  
Mr F.M. Logan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.B. Watson  

Noes (34) 

Mr P. Abetz Ms M.J. Davies Mr C.D. Hatton Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A.P. Jacob Mr J. Norberger 
Mr C.J. Barnett Ms W.M. Duncan Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr I.C. Blayney Ms E. Evangel Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr I.M. Britza Mr J.M. Francis Mr R.S. Love Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr W.R. Marmion Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.T. Miles Mr J.E. McGrath (Teller) 
Mr V.A. Catania Dr K.D. Hames Ms A.R. Mitchell  
Mr M.J. Cowper Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr N.W. Morton  

            

Pairs 
 Ms J. Farrer Dr M.D. Nahan 
 Mr W.J. Johnston Mr R.F. Johnson 
 Dr A.D. Buti Mr A. Krsticevic 

Question thus negatived. 

BILLS 
Returned 

1. Supply Bill 2013. 

2. Rates and Charges (Rebates and Deferments) Amendment Bill 2013. 

3. Duties Legislation Amendment Bill 2013. 

BILLS 
Assent 

Message from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the following bills — 

1. Supply Bill 2013. 

2. Rates and Charges (Rebates and Deferments) Amendment Bill 2013. 

3. Duties Legislation Amendment Bill 2013. 

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION (IDENTIFYING PEOPLE) AMENDMENT BILL 2013 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 20 June. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [4.10 pm]: This bill amends the Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) 
Act 2002. When this legislation was introduced in 2002 by me as then Minister for Police, Western Australia 
very much led the nation in this area. We were one of the first states to adopt this; in fact, we were one of the 
first states to sign up to arrangements with other states, including the Northern Territory, to enable us to share in 
identifying particulars through the national database. This was a quantum leap forward in policing at the time—
arguably the biggest leap forward since the taking of fingerprints was implemented many decades before that to 
enable forensic details from crime scenes to be kept on a database. Those identifying particulars of fingerprints 
could be taken from people who had been convicted of crimes and could be stored on the database and matched 
with prints taken from new crime scenes. But, of course, time moved on and, with the availability of DNA 
technology, for the first time we were able to relatively cheaply take DNA samples from people suspected of 
crimes and take samples from crime scenes and marry them up. It was a great step forward, which then led to the 
establishment of the national database. Indeed, I was party to discussions at a national level with police ministers 
from throughout the country.  

Former Liberal Minister for Police Kevin Prince was involved in some of the earlier discussions. In the dying 
days of the Court government he introduced an earlier version of the Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) 
Act 2002, but did not introduce it in a time frame that allowed it to be dealt with before the election in February 
2001. The 2002 bill certainly varied in some key areas from the legislation Hon Kevin Prince introduced. I think 
I identified those differences in my second reading speech when I made it more than 10 years ago. One of the 
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areas in which we differed from the legislation proposed by the Liberal Party was the qualification of the length 
of jail time associated with the crime a person was suspected of committing. To word that a little more clearly, in 
the draft national plan introduced by Hon Kevin Prince, before DNA could be taken from a person they had to 
have been either convicted of or charged with an offence that was punishable by five year’s imprisonment or 
more. The bill that became law in 2002 provides that someone needs to be charged with or convicted of a crime 
that is punishable by a jail term of only one year or longer. To give some context to this, part of the reason for 
that change is not that everyone who is found guilty of or charged with an offence punishable by one year or 
more in jail is necessarily some kind of notorious felon, but we knew from an experience in the United Kingdom, 
where the law had been operating for a few years before it began operating in Australia, that whilst not all 
persons who committed what might be regarded as more bread-and-butter crimes such as car theft, break-ins or 
other kinds of minor theft progressed to very serious crimes such as murder, rape, armed hold-ups or serious 
assaults, just about everyone who commits those kinds of vastly more serious crimes started by doing more 
minor crimes.  
It is useful to have those DNA particulars on the database. I note that the then member for Kalgoorlie said some 
years later, “Why don’t you take everyone’s DNA? I wouldn’t mind having mine taken; we could have a huge 
database and if you’ve got nothing to hide, you should have nothing to fear.” But there is a cost associated with 
taking DNA samples and all the intelligence information that was coming from the United Kingdom and other 
overseas jurisdictions was that the real value in getting a match from a crime scene to a database was generally 
best achieved by having a narrower pool, and that persons who had been convicted of or charged with offences 
should, sensibly, be a part of that pool. In the United Kingdom, for example, current DNA samples taken from 
crime scenes involving people who had been charged with and then convicted of offences such as child abuse, 
rape, murder and so forth were matched to historic DNA taken some years before from a crime of car theft. It 
makes sense to have that strong database.  
An anomaly in the original United Kingdom legislation provided that if someone charged with a crime was 
found to be not guilty, their DNA data was expunged from the database. That happened as of law. In a fairly 
famous case of a disgusting and brutal rape and murder of a young girl, which outraged people in the United 
Kingdom, at some stage the police managed to find a match to the offender’s DNA on the database. The only 
problem was that the DNA on the database belonged to someone who had been found not guilty of a crime, so 
his DNA was supposed to have been expunged from the database. Although the police gained a conviction for 
that brutal rape and murder, the offender appealed that decision and the appeal was upheld in the higher court. 
The law had not been followed; that DNA was supposed to have been expunged from the database and therefore 
the match should not have been possible. On a point of law the appeal was granted and that person, who, 
effectively, was known to have brutally raped and killed a young girl, was set free by the British courts. 

Understandably, that caused considerable outrage, and with that there was a willingness in the community in the 
United Kingdom for DNA to be retained as part of a database of persons who had been charged but not actually 
convicted of crimes. That was one of the things we took into account in those early days in bringing the 2002 bill 
before the Parliament. The bill Kevin Prince brought before the Parliament in the dying days of the Court 
government was based on the same principle, being that if people were found not guilty, their DNA information 
would be deleted from the database. We did not see a lot of sense in that because of the expense that has to be 
gone to in taking it, and given that the advice from the United Kingdom and elsewhere was that although there is 
a high percentage of a hit or a match from a DNA sample at a crime scene with a database made up of people 
who have been convicted of crimes, there is a much higher chance of having a hit or a match if that database also 
includes the subset of people who have been charged with a crime but been found not guilty. That actually 
makes sense when we think about it. We know that under our system of justice, a lot of people who are found 
not guilty are not necessarily innocent. Sometimes we hear people who are not well informed saying that 
someone has been found innocent of a crime. As I think lawyers would tell us, people are not found innocent, 
they are found to be not guilty; on the balance of probabilities, the case has not been proven. Our system of law 
works on the premise that it is better that 10 guilty men go free than one innocent man gets punished, and it is 
under that system that cases have to be proved beyond a reasonable doubt. Under our system of law we do not 
want the injustice of someone who is innocent of a crime being convicted. The balance of probabilities goes in 
favour of the defendant. But the worldwide experience has been that amongst that subset of persons who have 
been charged with a serious crime there is an extraordinarily higher hit rate or match rate from crime scenes with 
that pool of people than there is with the general community. It is not quite as high as it is with convicted 
persons, but it is certainly many times higher than for the general community.  

Having said that by way of introduction, a lot of cold cases have been solved in Western Australia through the 
use of DNA; cold cases that would not have been solved were it not for the legislation brought into this house in 
2002. But I think it is fair to say that we were very much learning about the new technology and its possibilities 
at that stage, and we were learning what a valuable tool it could be in the investigation and solving of crimes. We 
looked at the national draft model bill that was available—I think it was originally drafted in New South 
Wales—and we modified it for Western Australian use but made sure it was still compatible with building a 
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national database. There were some anomalies, and I suspect there still are in terms of the criteria used for the 
taking of DNA in one state compared with another. I know that some other states went with the five-year limit 
and only took DNA from persons charged with or convicted of an offence carrying a five-year penalty, not the 
one-year penalty we put in place in Western Australia. I know that other states expunged DNA from the 
database, which reminds me that I did not finish off on that point. What we put in the 2002 legislation was that if 
requested — 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, member. Can the member for Butler please acknowledge the Chair?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  — someone who had been found not guilty of a crime could make application to the 
commissioner to have their DNA removed from the database. In practice, we suspected that most people would 
not take that step, and that we certainly would not end up with the anomaly that had occurred in the UK, which is 
that if there actually happened to still be someone’s DNA on the database and there happened to be a match with 
a serious crime, that somehow that case would be lost on appeal or that the case would not stand up because of 
that technicality.  

I will fast forward a little. Because this was such innovative legislation at the time, a review clause was included 
in the bill that required the act to be reviewed within five years for concerns that were twofold. One was about 
the technology and how fast the technology was changing in terms of what identifying particulars could be 
compared from crime scenes with the DNA of suspect individuals, and the other was how this would pan out in 
terms of civil liberties. Although that was not my primary concern, there were certainly some in the community 
who saw this as some kind of big brother legislation, and thought that suddenly there was going to be this secret 
database of people’s DNA information, and that somehow the DNA could be misused or somehow DNA was 
going to get cross-contaminated or planted at crime scenes or whatever. There were certainly civil libertarian 
concerns about it at the time. For all those reasons, the five-year review clause was included.  

What happened was that the review took longer to conclude than it perhaps reasonably should have, and I note 
that it was not until April 2009 that Hon Robert Anderson, QC, handed down the report of the reference group 
on the statutory review of the Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Act 2002. He made 
31 recommendations and 15 other findings in respect of that act. Some of those recommendations require 
legislative amendment, hence we find ourselves in the position of having this bill before us today.  

I have no argument in terms of the thrust of the Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Amendment Bill 
2013, but I certainly have some criticism of how long it has taken this government to act on it, keeping in mind 
that the government has now been in place for some five years in total and only now are we seeing these 
recommendations that came out of that 2009 review, which I remind people was some four years ago. Four years 
ago, some very sensible recommendations were made, but it has taken this government four years to put them 
before the Parliament. Yes, it may be true that the former government could have acted a bit quicker or gone a 
bit further in 2007 or 2008, but the fact of the matter is I think those arguments can no longer hold any water. 
This government has had five years’ responsibility as the government of the day. Although the previous minister 
put some amendments before the Parliament in, I think, 2011, the amendments to the legislation the current 
minister is arguing for could have been brought before the Parliament last year, and maybe would have been, had 
we not seen the change of minister midyear last year.  

I will deal with some of the more particular issues in the bill. I have talked somewhat about the DNA and what a 
major step forward that was in solving crimes. When this act was put in place it had to be accompanied by 
considerable government expenditure in the budget. The previous government allocated $1 million to implement 
this act. In our first budget we allocated something like $20 million or more towards the collection of DNA from 
crime scenes and from suspects and prisoners. There was considerable cost in training police officers in the 
taking of DNA. Another area that we had some argument about partly impacted on civil liberties and partly on 
cost; that is, who could take a DNA sample and who could take a buccal mouth swab? There was a requirement 
in the original draft for a nurse or medical practitioner. We determined that police officers could be trained in 
that process but it required considerable training. I am disturbed to find that in the course of recent years, under 
the regime of the current government, a huge percentage of crime scenes have not had identifying particulars 
taken from them that could have been and should have been taken as a matter of course. In a sense even worse 
still, persons charged with crimes as well as convicted persons could have, and I would say should have, had 
their DNA and fingerprints taken, but we now find that in a large percentage of cases those identifying 
particulars were not taken. I find that inexcusable. I note that senior police officers have said the same thing. I 
think it was Deputy Commissioner Chris Dawson who commented that he did not know why DNA samples had 
not been taken from charged persons in many circumstances when they should have been. He did not know why 
they were not taken as a matter of routine. We then heard the deputy commissioner, the Minister for Police and 
others say that they were investigating and reviewing this. Hopefully they are on top of it now. It remains a fact 
that for a couple of years at least, up until about a year ago, an unacceptable percentage of people charged with a 
crime did not have their identifying particulars taken as police had a right to take under this act. I do not think we 
still have the answer as to why that anomaly occurred. Some people speculated it was budget cuts or that officers 
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are under pressure to get to the next case and the next crime scene to deal with the next person. Others suggested 
it was a lack of training; that officers were not aware that this was a requirement that had to be fulfilled. 
Whatever the answer, I think it is unacceptable. The fact of the matter is there is no more damning evidence than 
forensic evidence from a crime scene linked to a person whose particulars are on the database.  

The amendment bill before us today takes further steps forward; steps that were recommended four years ago by 
Hon Robert Anderson, QC. One area in which this amending bill makes an advance is in biometrics and in 
looking at future directions such as new methods of identification. There is reference to other identifying 
particulars such as iris scanning, computerised voice recognition or other kinds of facial biometrics or whatever 
the technical terms are. A lot of people love watching crime shows on television. Whilst there is a big gap 
between some of those crime shows and real life, it gives people a bit of an idea of where new science is going 
and how this could assist in putting people who are responsible for serious crimes behind bars. The bill also 
corrects a few anomalies, albeit, I would say, in a pretty tardy fashion given that the recommendation has been 
around for four years, in taking identifying particulars from convicted persons. I am told that other Australian 
jurisdictions already have this power. The minister can advise me if she is aware of any jurisdiction that has not 
done it. We might be the second last state to make these amendments. Maybe the minister knows of somewhere 
like the Northern Territory that has not brought these amendments into their Parliaments and had them passed. 
Most other Australian Parliaments have already passed the provisions outlined in this legislation. I am just 
talking about taking identifying particulars from a convicted person. I understand that most of the other states 
already have that provision in place.  

In the first bill introduced to Parliament in 2002 we were very cautious about the area of juveniles. This was new 
technology and a new way forward in policing. As I alluded to, some people saw this as a big brother thing. 
When legislation like this is new, we are justifiably concerned about the circumstances in which identifying 
particulars are taken from juveniles. There was an argument about who was a responsible person, how we would 
get permission from a responsible person and so forth. Recommendation 24 of the Anderson report identified a 
flaw in the legislation. There was no provision in the act applying to an uncharged juvenile suspect when a 
responsible person could not be found or there was no responsible person. The current act only provides a trigger 
to obtain a warrant for a child suspect when the responsible person for the child suspect does not consent or 
withdraws consent. The bill addresses the issue of no responsible person or where a responsible person cannot be 
found within a reasonable period or there is an impractical request. We were certainly right to look at those 
matters very cautiously, but in practice this anomaly in the legislation is not necessarily to the advantage of 
juveniles. The proposal here makes sense.  

There are provisions in the bill dealing with missing persons and unknown deceased persons, and the ability to 
take DNA or other identifying particulars in those circumstances, which makes sense. There are some other more 
technical provisions. By and large, the opposition certainly supports this advance. However, we would want an 
assurance that there is money in the budget for officers to be appropriately trained and updated in the new 
legislation once it goes through Parliament. Officers need to be made aware of the provisions of the law in such 
an area, because when they act in error or they do not follow the letter of the law, it can always leave an opening 
for a lawyer defending an accused person to highlight an inadequacy in the way an officer has gone about a 
procedure or circumstance and there is an argument about a point of law, meaning that someone goes 
unpunished for committing a crime. Therefore, it is very important that police officers are appropriately updated 
about the new legislation when it goes before the Parliament.  

Such an area is very hands-on for police officers. I would hope that when the Criminal Investigation (Identifying 
People) Bill 2013 is enacted, most of them utilise the provisions on a very regular basis in their day-to-day 
duties; that is, by taking identifying particulars from crime scenes and from persons charged with serious crimes 
resulting in a sentence of a year or more in jail. It is important that police officers follow not only the letter of the 
law, but also the correct procedures, and not leave openings for people to potentially get around the law on a fine 
point of law.  

Another important area is that when Parliament gives powers to police so that we can see best practice, we want 
to see that the processes are followed and that the law is utilised in every circumstance. I will allude to the 
potential cost in police time. For example, in recent years there have been hundreds of cases when DNA has not 
been taken when it could have been. The DNA that would have been taken from those people could, in the 
future, have been linked to a crime scene, resulting in the crime being solved very quickly. If the police had 
taken DNA from a crime scene and linked it back to one of those hundreds of cases in which the DNA was not 
taken from the suspect, they could potentially have solved the crime in a day. Without the DNA match, that 
would be a crime—even a serious crime—in which the police expended resources for weeks, months or, in 
extreme cases, years. Police do not give up on serious cases such as murder too easily and those cases do remain 
open. The potential is that the DNA that was missed and could have been taken last year or the year before could 
have been the DNA that matched a suspect of a future murder case. A crime that the police spent weeks and 
months working on involving a whole dedicated task force could have been solved had the identifying 
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particulars been taken from a suspect back in 2010, when police were failing to take DNA and fingerprints from 
all suspects, although they were legally entitled to do so. That is one area for which the minister needs to give 
some assurance; namely, that as a matter of routine the police will take these identifying particulars from persons 
who are charged with crimes punishable by a year or more in jail. We need an assurance that it will not be ad 
hoc, that people will not be missed out and that this information will be collected for that database, because that 
database is incredibly vital in solving future crimes. When forensic evidence is provided and the police have 
identifying information, such as identifying particular matches, there is not only a much higher percentage of 
guilty pleas, which will also save on court time, but also a much higher rate of conviction.  

I commend the Minister for Police for bringing the legislation forward, albeit somewhat tardily. My colleagues 
and I look forward to asking the minister a few more questions during the consideration in detail stage. I will 
also seek her reassurances that there will be 100 per cent compliance by police in taking identifying particulars 
from accused persons from whom they are entitled to take the particulars, and also about the money that is 
available in the budget for training officers about the new amendments to the legislation.  

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler) [4.45 pm]: I endorse and support all of my learned friend’s comments. She is not 
only the member for Midland, but also the shadow police spokesperson. I note that we will be supporting the 
Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Amendment Bill 2013. I will bring to this chamber some personal, 
professional experience with identifying people during a criminal investigation. Of course, DNA has been a huge 
advance in criminal investigation. It makes some cases, when the police have a mere circumstantial case or a 
strong suspicion of criminality by a particular person, conclusive by inextricably linking the accused to the 
crime. We have seen that occur time and again. It occurred recently in a very nasty historical rape case in which 
DNA was recovered from the bedsheets of the victim and the accused was put upon to say, “Well, perhaps it got 
there when I was a salesman at a shop selling bed linen.” It was an extraordinary excuse to get around what was 
an inextricable and unbreakable link between him and the crime. The court was subsequently told after the 
conviction that he had a prior history. The jury did not know that history and were compelled to convict on the 
strength of the DNA evidence.  

DNA evidence can work both ways. It can work to tie an accused to a crime or to exclude a person who was 
under heavy suspicion for a crime. When the police suspect someone during the course of an investigation, the 
gathering of bodily samples might work—despite the police suspicion or belief that the person was the culprit—
in the suspect’s favour by excluding them from the crime. The director of the Innocence Project, a professor 
from New York, has been out lecturing in Western Australia on its use of DNA. The Innocence Project in the 
United States of America has literally worked towards and secured the freedom and release of dozens—I do not 
mean one or two, but dozens—of people on death row who were wrongfully convicted of murder.  

Mr P. Abetz: Scary. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: It is scary. I asked a person from the Innocence Committee of America, “You have a 
population of nearly 250 million-odd people in America. How do you choose which cases you will take up?” I 
was told that it only ever takes on board a case when there is DNA evidence that excludes the convicted person 
from being the culprit. I recently read in the newspaper of a person in the southern states of America who was 
released after spending some 30 years in prison. Most of that time was spent on death row. He was released by 
the fact that the DNA evidence proved that he was not involved. Therefore, it is crucial that once the bodily 
samples are taken, they are properly preserved and investigating officers keep a proper record of them, not just at 
the time of the trial, but also through the years. I am concerned that that does not happen. Take the Mallard case, 
for example. Identifying material can include not only DNA, but also hair and fingerprints—a whole range of 
materials come within the classification of identifying material. In the Mallard case, of course, in which the 
police had a strong belief that Mallard was the culprit, they had collected identifying material at the scene of the 
murder that included the blood of the deceased, the late Pamela Lawrence, and prints taken from her glass-top 
showcase. 

During the course of the trial of Mallard and the subsequent appeals, the police did not disclose the identifying 
materials that they had gathered. We all know—I do not want to dwell on this; it is a matter of common public 
knowledge now as a result of the Corruption and Crime Commission inquiry—that Andrew Mallard was indeed 
innocent of the crime for which he spent 11 or 12 years in prison. But the important point I wish to make here is 
that all the while throughout the trial and during his conviction, the police were in possession of an identifying 
mark—that is, the palm print of the late Simon Rochford, who had eight days later murdered his girlfriend. 
When he had been in Pamela Lawrence’s shop, he had obviously touched the top of the counter and left his palm 
print. Despite the many subpoenas that had been served upon the police for the production of all prints taken 
from that scene, the police never produced that palm print. It was not until the matter had been raised in this 
chamber and had become a matter of some publicity, and also, I might add, until the High Court of Australia had 
looked at it and overturned the conviction of Mallard and sent him back for retrial, that the police commissioned 
a cold case review expert from the United Kingdom to relook at the matter together with the cold case team in 
Perth. They found in a particular officer’s drawer in another station—that officer had been with the fingerprint 
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bureau—the palm print of Simon Rochford. There had never been a proper cataloguing of the identification mark 
of the true murderer. Had that been revealed at the time of the trial, and, indeed, at the time of the previous 
appeals, a citizen of Western Australia—an Australian—would never have spent more than a dozen years locked 
up in a jail for a crime he did not commit. 

At the time that that happened—I am now taking the chamber back to late 2005 when I made that speech, and I 
think the CCC conducted its investigations during 2007—the Commissioner of Police said, “All of those matters 
are historical. That relates to a murder that happened in 1995. We don’t act in that way today.” Of course, in late 
2007—I think it was October or November 2007—the police arrested one Scott Austic and charged him with the 
murder of a woman in Boddington, I believe it was. I will not mention her name. She is an Indigenous person 
and I will honour the Indigenous custom of not mentioning the name of the dead. However, to briefly remind the 
chamber, she was an Indigenous woman with whom this local had been having a longstanding sexual affair. He 
had never been seen in public with her. It was one of those secret sort of relationships. She had become pregnant. 
She was in an advanced state of pregnancy and he had been contacting her, asking her to terminate the 
pregnancy.  

Austic was a local in his early 20s. He used to visit her place regularly after he had been out drinking and have 
sex with her. This particular Sunday evening he went to her place. That is common ground. He had sex with her 
and then he went home, after first having consumed a quantity of alcohol. His story is that he went to bed and 
did not return to her place. Later that night, we know that she, naked and screaming, ran out onto her street, ran 
up the road, bleeding everywhere, and collapsed and died, with about 22 stab wounds to her body. The local 
police—I think it was the Boddington police—quickly moved in and secured her premises that night as a crime 
scene, and quickly moved on Scott Austic’s premises and sealed them off as he was a person of interest, which 
was appropriate. The local police then photographed his house, and photographed tables and all around his 
house, and they photographed her house. 

We know—I am coming back to the point of the Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Amendment Bill—
that at his trial the detectives put forward a photograph of the table at the back of his house upon which laid a 
packet of Winfield cigarettes with a blood smudge. The DNA of that blood matched the deceased’s blood, and 
he was known to smoke Winfield cigarettes. So the police put to the jury a compelling case that he had in fact 
visited her house after she had commenced bleeding and that the jury could therefore infer that he was there at 
the time of the murder. 

During a subsequent reinvestigation of this case by His Excellency the Governor, as he now is—this was in his 
former capacity as a Queen’s Counsel—Mr Malcolm McCusker, QC, he was able to discover that a previous 
police photograph had never been disclosed to the jury and never disclosed to the defence. The previous 
photograph was taken 40 hours before the detectives took their photograph, and that photograph of the same 
table 40 hours before disclosed that there was no packet of cigarettes on that table with the identifying material 
on the cigarette packet. Furthermore, the police found at the back gate of the house that night what they said was 
the murder weapon—a knife that they said belonged to the accused, Scott Austic—but it was never disclosed 
that between the night of the murder and the time the detectives located that knife, the local police had the local 
State Emergency Service conduct a pattern search of the block of land upon which that knife was found and that 
those SES searchers had said that if there had been a knife there on that clear ground, they would have seen it. 

To get back to the DNA aspect of this bill, two further samples of blood were produced in front of the jury. One 
was a sample said to be human blood taken from Scott Austic’s thong, and the police said that they could not 
exclude it being the deceased’s blood. They could neither confirm nor exclude it. They put it before the jury to 
say that it was human blood, but they did not know whether it was the deceased’s blood. That was a very clear 
sample of the blood, but the DNA was equivocal in that regard, and the jury was left to make up its own mind 
about that. The further area of blood that was noticed on that night was a very large amount of blood between the 
deceased’s bed and the front door. This poor woman was bleeding profusely as she ran from that house. The 
crime scene investigators noted that through this blood were footprints. Members might recall that at the start of 
my speech I detailed how she was naked and fled from that house after she was so brutally stabbed. She fled 
through there, and they noticed footprints through the house. Obviously, after the coroner did his work, they took 
impressions of the deceased’s footprint and went back to match it with the footprints in the blood. The police 
then produced a diagram that showed two sets of footprints in that blood. One set of footprints said to be the 
deceased’s footprints matched back to her, I hate to say it, dead body—the impressions that the coroner was able 
to get—and another set of footprints that they could not identify at that stage. The officers then went to 
Casuarina Prison and asked Scott Austic—as will be further available under this bill that is now before the 
chamber—whether he would give them impressions of his foot. He said, “I didn’t do the murder.” He said he 
was happy to give impressions of his foot, so he gave them impressions of his foot on a pad with ink and 
everything that they asked for. That was never raised at trial at all. Do members not think that if those prints had 
matched the second set of prints in the blood that the police would not have raised that in a flash? They never 
raised it. 
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Mr McCusker and the team of lawyers working on the case, and subsequently me, have pursued the police for 
the forensic report on that second set of footprints. As that famous race caller, Bert Bryant, who used to call the 
races at Randwick when I was a lad at the races on Saturday morning, used to say, “It is London to a brick on, 
ladies and gentlemen”, that the murderer was the person who ran out of the house and made that second set of 
footprints in the blood—London to a brick on. But when we write to the police and say, “Can we have a look at 
the forensic examination of that second set of footprints? Can we have a look at the prints you took from 
Austic?”, they say, “We have now no longer got those available.” When we say, “What do you mean?”, they say, 
“We can’t locate them?” That is exactly the same answer they gave in the Mallard case in respect of the print. It 
is a disgrace! 
As I said at the start of this speech, it is all very well to go around collecting identifying material, but this 
identifying material cuts both ways. It can both convict the lying accused who lies that he did not do the offence; 
equally it can exculpate the innocent who are wrongly accused.  
Mr McCusker, QC, our Governor, in the last job he did before he went to Government House, drew the petition 
to the Attorney General pleading that the government refer this case back to the Court of Appeal. This was 
handed to the former Attorney General Hon Christian Porter in January 2012.  
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: It was such a compelling case that here was the cigarette packet with the identifying 
material on it presented to the jury by way of a photograph taken on the night by the local police showing no 
cigarette packet on the table; and here is a photograph taken by the police 40 hours later, not only with the 
Winfield cigarette packet on it but also with a smudge of blood of the deceased. Incredible! This was never 
disclosed to the defence and was an important matter that should have been put before the jury. This is the very 
thing that the High Court of Australia criticised in Grey’s case and in Mallard’s case, and one would think as a 
matter of routine, this matter, in the interests of justice and in the interests of all Western Australians who are 
interested in justice, should have been referred to the Court of Appeal. It is not for this chamber, for any 
minister, for the Premier or for this Parliament to decide whether Austic is innocent or guilty of the crime as 
charged; it is for the Court of Appeal to decide that and it should go back to the Court of Appeal. I call on the 
government to urgently refer this matter back to the Court of Appeal and to let the Chief Justice and the 
President of the Court of Appeal review the matters to which I refer. 

I was alarmed shortly prior to the resignation of Hon Christian Porter from his responsibilities as the 
Attorney General when I approached him and asked him where the case of Austic was up to. The Governor had 
referred this matter and had delayed going to Government House so that he could finish this job. The Governor 
placed such a high importance on this petition and upon the matter being referred to the Court of Appeal that he 
wanted to see this off as his last job. I therefore approached the Attorney General, who said, “We saw that. We 
saw what Mr McCusker had said and so we have asked the police to investigate it.” This is the very thing that 
should not happen. The police should not be asked to reinvestigate their own case. This is what we have the 
Corruption and Crime Commission for. I was absolutely dumbfounded at the time that here was a government 
that talked about accountability and transparency, and here was its response to allegations of police misconduct, 
because even if there is some explanation of how this Winfield cigarette packet got onto the table 40 hours later, 
it begs for an explanation—and the fact that the earlier photograph was not disclosed to the defence prior to the 
trial of Austic constitutes misconduct. Clearly, I say that with confidence on the findings of the CCC in the 
Mallard case.  
I therefore then approached the CCC to see whether it had heard about the Austic case. It said, “We can’t tell you 
whether we’ve heard about it or not, but what’s it about?” I then showed the CCC Mr McCusker’s petition. The 
strong and inescapable inference is that the CCC had not been told about it. But by this time it was on the front 
page of The West Australian newspaper because I had taken these photographs out into the public arena and said, 
“This is a matter of grave concern.” As soon as this petition was raised and sent to the police commissioner for 
reinvestigation, the commissioner would have had to do two things. The first is to inform his minister of this 
very serious matter, and the second is to advise the CCC immediately. This was not a trifling matter. This was 
not a light matter. This was a matter with coloured photographs appended to the petition—a petition prepared by 
the most eminent jurist in our state who is now our Governor. That should have happened. That did not happen. 
It is a very serious matter that the police did not refer this to the CCC once the Attorney General had raised it. I 
do not think it was proper that the Attorney General sent it to the police to reinvestigate their own allegations of 
misconduct against themselves. This is the very reason, of course, why the opposition and Hon Nick Goiran of 
the upper house and other learned members of this Parliament oppose a partnership between the CCC and the 
police. There has to be an independent oversight body. 

I approached the CCC to look at this matter, and I was subsequently criticised by the Attorney General who said, 
“I was on the cusp of making the decision in this matter before you stuck your bib in and referred it to the CCC”, 
as though I had done something improper. The impropriety is that when the police got the allegations and started 
to investigate them, they should have immediately informed the CCC of what they were doing and given the 
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CCC the option of either overviewing the investigation or conducting an investigation itself. The government, or 
the Attorney General, seeks to lay any blame at my feet for any further delay—what an outrage! 

The CCC then wrote to me saying, “If we assess this matter, do you realise or does Mr Austic realise that this 
could delay the process somewhat, because if we’re looking at it, the Attorney General might not want to make a 
decision until we’ve looked at it?” In November last year I sent this matter to the CCC. Straight after the 
election, I telephoned the CCC and said, “We’ve heard nothing in four months. Where’s it up to?” The CCC 
said, “We are on the cusp of reporting to the Attorney General and he should hear in a week or so.” 

I have contacted the Attorney General a couple of times on an informal basis to ask what is happening and he 
said, “Well, I haven’t heard anything myself from the CCC and if you hadn’t have interfered in the first place, I 
could have made a decision.” We do not know what that decision would have been. That decision would have 
been made on a police report, so God knows what it was. We do know that when the police reinvestigated their 
own conduct in the Mallard case, they gave themselves a merit stamp and said, “He’s the guilty party and we’re 
a good police force and we’ve done nothing wrong. We give ourselves a merit stamp and let Mallard rot in jail.” 
In this particular case, the circumstances are so compelling that the time is up. This murder happened in 2007. If 
Austic did not do it, there is a murderer—that is, whoever planted those footsteps in the blood—going around in 
this community unpunished. The same thing happened with Simon Rochford. While the police were insisting, on 
their forensic examination, that Mallard was guilty, we now know beyond a reasonable doubt that Simon 
Rochford was guilty. As I said, the DNA can be used to convict those who are seeking to dishonestly avoid 
conviction or exculpate those people who have wrongfully been accused of a crime. It works both ways. That is 
the power of this legislation. That is why we support this legislation strongly—it takes the matters beyond 
suspicion to matters of certainty. 

This matter of Austic has been left lingering too long. As I said, our Governor signed off on this. It was the last 
thing he did before he took up his appointment as our Governor. It has been with the government now since 
January 2012, which is nearly 18 months ago. All this while the Court of Appeal could have looked at this matter 
and decided whether it should have been tried or a conviction confirmed. Justice in this society depends on how 
much money one has. Scott Austic was on legal aid. He was struggling. He has not been able to conduct himself 
through private practice by engaging highly qualified eastern states Queen’s Counsel et cetera—the best silks in 
the land to challenge court rulings. He has had to rely upon those who have come forward to offer their services 
pro bono to say that this conviction is unsafe. On the cards, it is unsafe because the identifying material that was 
collected is the subject of grave suspicion given that the photographs of the table were taken by the Boddington 
police—I am sure it was the Boddington police—on the morning after the murder with no cigarette packet on the 
table, no blood smudges with the DNA of the deceased on that table and no other material on that table. Forty 
hours later, police from Perth were able to photograph the same table in premises that had been sealed off by the 
police. People were not allowed into those premises. The police photographed the Winfield cigarette packets on 
the table with the blood smudge of the deceased. I am sure that this would concern the minister. I am not having 
a go at the minister but I am sure that the minister cannot ask her own commissioner about it. If she asked the 
commissioner about it, he would say that that matter is with the CCC and the CCC is in a state of gridlock on it. I 
rang the CCC soon after the election because I did not want to raise it during the election period, and they said 
that within a week they will be back to the Attorney General.  

This matter goes right to the heart of the administration of criminal justice and what use can be made of the sorts 
of materials that are being collected by the police during their investigation. The petition by Mr McCusker, QC, 
says that that cigarette packet with the blood containing the DNA of the deceased on it was planted there and that 
this conviction was obtained by a perversion of the course of justice by the improper placement of DNA on the 
table. That is not the member for Butler’s allegation; that is in the petition settled by the most eminent jurist in 
the state of Western Australia, who is now His Excellency the Governor of Western Australia, Mr Malcolm 
McCusker, QC, AO.  

We support this legislation but I urge all members and the minister to bear in mind that the integrity of the DNA 
material has to be protected not only through the investigation but also after it. What has happened to the 
forensic analysis of the bloodied footprints through the blood of the deceased? As I said, it is London to a brick 
on that whoever followed that poor woman out of that house while she was bleeding before collapsing and dying 
made that second set of footprints and is the murderer. When we write to the police asking where the forensic 
analysis of those identifying marks is, they say it cannot be located.  

MR P. ABETZ (Southern River) [5.16 pm]: I would like to make a small contribution to the Criminal 
Investigation (Identifying People) Amendment Bill 2013. My contribution will certainly not be as colourful as 
that of the member for Butler. I support the bill because I think it is important that we make provision to allow 
police to make use of whatever new techniques are available to help identify people, and, as the member for 
Butler pointed out, both from the perspective of eliminating suspects as well as helping to identify those who 
commit the crimes. I am certainly not expert on these things and I do not want to particularly focus on that. In 
terms of identifying people, there is that scientific evidence but there is also an issue that I want to approach; that 
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is, who are the people who are committing our crimes? Unfortunately, young people are so grossly 
overrepresented in criminal arrests. A report prepared by Edith Cowan University in March 2010 for the 
Department of Corrective Services states — 

In Australia, one in every twenty young people is arrested for property or violent crime each year and 
each successive record puts them at higher risk until they are considered persistent or chronic offenders 
… 

In a recent report on the Children’s Court of Western Australia, a team of researchers from the University of 
Western Australia established that — 

The ratio of the total number of defendants to percentage of the population clearly demonstrates that 
Western Australia is processing far more children through the Children’s Court than any other State or 
Territory … 

Members in this place may be familiar with the Drug Use Monitoring in Australia program that has been running 
since 1999. It is Australia’s largest and longest running ongoing survey of police detainees across the nation. In 
the 2009–10 report, DUMA reported that out of a total of 7 575 adult detainees, 14 per cent were aged 18 to 
20 years, and 21 per cent were aged 21 to 25. In other words, 35 per cent of all adult detainees were under 
26 years old.  

One of the other interesting factors is that criminal identification also reveals the presence of a significant 
number of drug users. The same DUMA report states that 23 per cent of detainees test positive for 
benzodiazepines, 46 per cent to cannabis and 16 per cent to amphetamines. Almost half—in fact, 47 per cent—of 
adult police detainees report having drunk alcohol in 48 hours before their arrest, and, although results have 
fluctuated, there has been a general increase in recent alcohol use since the data first started to be collected in 
2001. Roughly half of the detainees confirmed that they had been abusing substances just prior to their current 
offence. I think that is an issue that ought to be of concern to all of us in the community. It is clear that a large 
proportion of Western Australian criminals are young, heavy drinkers and drug users. Furthermore, those most 
likely to reoffend, sadly, are the younger ones. Young people from dysfunctional families and from immigrant 
backgrounds are very much overrepresented. In this regard, a large-scale analysis of the risk of reoffending 
among young people was carried out in New South Wales in 2007. The analysis followed 392 offenders over a 
four-year period and it was found that males under the age of 14, of either Aboriginal, Torres Strait Islander or 
non–English speaking background, with a parent deceased or parents divorced, were most likely to reoffend. I 
think it is time that, while it is great that we assist our police with forensic evidence gathering abilities and 
techniques, we also need to address the rise of a new generation of delinquents who become criminals. We need 
to tackle that issue. It is often said that poor education is a major cause; it is certainly a contributing cause. Sadly, 
many people in prisons are illiterate. The schooling system has failed them or they have failed to use the 
schooling system—whichever way it goes.  

One thing that we really need to address is the incidence of children who do not attend school regularly. This 
ought to become an issue for the Department for Child Protection because I believe that preventing a child from 
going to school and getting an education is a serious form of child abuse. Education means integration. Without 
education, there can be no integration. The lack of integration leads to ghettos, isolation, poverty, crime and a 
lack of opportunities. Beyond formal education and the teaching of English, I am convinced also that positive 
role models play a critical part in guiding our young people during their childhood and teenage years. It certainly 
has been established that fathers play a very, very important role. Leading sociological commentator, 
Bill Muehlenberg, recently had this to say on the issue of fatherlessness in our society — 

Fatherlessness is a growing problem in Australia and the Western world. Whether caused by divorce 
and broken families, or by deliberate single parenting, more and more children grow up without fathers. 
Indeed, 85 per cent of single parent families are fatherless families. 

The importance of a father figure in the life of a child growing up has been well established. I think it is 
important that we as a government focus from a broad spectrum on how we can strengthen families and impress 
on men the importance of being a father to their children. Some of us in this house may be aware that 
Hon Nick Goiran gave a speech a little while back in which he called for the creation of a ministerial office for 
men’s interests. In his speech he says — 

A minister for men’s interests would facilitate a healthy masculinity and its affirmation of manhood and 
womanhood—healthy men and healthy women standing side by side, complementing one another 
rather than fostering a culture of sexism and reverse sexism.  

I certainly concur with that. If the profile of a young delinquent is largely that of a 14-year-old boy without a 
father in his life, support needs to be provided to Western Australian families to assist them to function 
harmoniously and in the exercise of positive parental influence, particularly from fathers. 
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With those few comments, I conclude my remarks. I certainly support the bill, but as we look at equipping police 
with the ability to make use of the latest technology for identifying criminals and for making clear who is not 
guilty, we should not lose sight of the bigger picture of the need to address issues in our community to keep the 
crime rate low. 

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [5.25 pm]: I rise to support this bill, as my colleagues have supported it. I 
begin by noting that it is the Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Amendment Bill 2013. I want to raise a 
couple of issues. Although we are developing technologies to help us identify criminals, and keeping legislation 
up to date so that we can apply the technology—they are good things—I still hear of instances in which police 
officers have an inability or, seemingly, a lack of willingness to identify criminals. Over the weekend it was 
reported to me by constituents—not in my electorate—that there was a hooning incident on West Road in the 
electorate of my friend and colleague the member for Bassendean. Three young drunk males were driving a car 
and they broke the axle. The police came around but they were unable to apprehend one of the people because 
they all withheld their names so the police were unable to determine who the hoon offender was. Obviously, one 
was the driver and two were passengers but they were unable to be identified. If the minister’s advisers are 
inclined to do so, I understand the registration number of the vehicle was 1CYZ165. That is one example that 
shows, in fairly simple circumstances, a crime on the less severe end of the spectrum of criminality for which we 
are struggling to identify people. 

I wanted to respond quickly to the points raised by the member for Southern River. If I understand him correctly, 
he said that 85 per cent of single-parent families are fatherless and that has some correlation to the rate of 
reoffending.  

Mr P. Abetz: First-time offending.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: There may be other factors involved also. It is not just the lack of a father figure. Poor 
economic circumstances can often well be the sad situation for those families. I think economic circumstances 
and, as the member for Southern River indicated, the lack of educational opportunities are also elements. That is 
something that needs to be considered. I do not think we can narrowly pin down the fact that offences being 
committed are connected to families that are apparently fatherless. Male adult figures may well be in a child’s 
life, although their biological father may not live with them. I realise that is a matter in which the member has a 
strong interest and a high degree of expertise.  

I wanted to focus on an issue I raised with the minister’s advisers, and I thank them for the time they were able 
to give us, relating to the identification of people when a head garment is involved. It could be a fairly banal set 
of circumstances when someone is pulled over in a car and the police officers would like to have, and indeed 
need, the power to ask the person to remove a face covering. This is the point I want to make. The current 
legislation refers to the term “headwear”, when I think it would be perfectly reasonable to change that to “face 
covering”. In the minister’s second reading speech in which she mentions this, she said that there are cases, 
“including when the subject person refuses to remove an obstruction that is preventing the officer from being 
able to identify the person’s face.” We know that biometrics—our own normal human interpersonal 
identification of other people—comes down to facial recognition. It is not about identifying someone by their 
head. Indeed, if we were to rely on identifying someone by their hair and hair colour—one day someone may 
have hair, on another day they may have a shaved head—we would be embarking on a route that would be 
highly unreliable for the identification of an individual. It would be much, much safer to use someone’s facial 
pattern, whether through biometric analysis or normal human recognition. The use of facial recognition is what 
this should be about, so the empowering of officers to be able to ask someone to remove their headwear seems 
unnecessary. I am concerned—I know there is debate about this—about the circumstances of people wearing 
motorbike helmets, because of course a helmet prevents proper identification of the face. Likewise, a person 
wearing a hoodie and sunglasses cannot be identified; indeed, the hoodie may be worn in a way that obstructs the 
identification of the face.  

I turn to people who are of one of the great Abrahamic faiths—Muslim people—and who may wear a hijab. 
Their driver’s licence will most likely have a photo of them wearing that hijab. That hijab does not obstruct the 
ability of anyone to identify that person using their facial features. That is why I question the need for an officer 
to be empowered to ask for the removal of that head garment. Some clarification is needed here, and perhaps that 
could be done through either debate or consideration in detail. We need to be absolutely sure that the current 
wording of the Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Amendment Bill 2013 does not lead to unnecessary 
embarrassment for people who take very seriously and hold dear maintaining a standard of hair covering 
afforded to them by a hijab. I think that is an important issue that we should consider, and there is no need to 
subject people to unnecessary embarrassment.  

The burqa, which covers the whole face, is a different story. I note that the minister’s second reading speech 
made reference to the New South Wales case that involved the wearing of a burqa, and that is a different matter. 
I think it is important that we are careful about our understanding, and I have a substantial number of women in 
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my Gosnells electorate who could be disappointed if we were to fail to understand the actual definition. A niqab 
is similar to a burqa, but that garment exposes some of the face and the eye area. Again, I think it could be 
argued that that is not an adequate enough opening to allow for facial identification. I am happy to accept that in 
the case of a niqab or burqa, a more substantial removal of that head garment would have to be asked for, but 
certainly not for a hijab, which is very commonly worn by women from Indonesia, Malaysia and some Middle 
Eastern countries. It is a very attractive garment; the colours I see when I go to events are really quite stunning. 
These women are very fond of and fashion conscious about these garments and see them as a sign of their faith 
and perhaps as fashion accessories and hold them dear. I fully respect that, which is why I think it is important 
that the legislation contains the correct terminology, and that we do not put unnecessary emphasis in our 
legislation and talk about “headwear”, when in fact we are talking about face coverings. 

I conclude my remarks there, but I think the intent of the legislation in so many other areas that my colleagues 
have dealt with, such as the use of important new technologies, is a welcome development, and it is important 
we have it. I look forward to the minister’s response to the issues I have raised either in her second reading 
response or through the consideration in detail process. 

MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Minister for Police) [5.35 pm] — in reply: I thank members for their 
contributions to the second reading debate on the Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Amendment Bill 
2013. A number of issues were raised by members, who flagged that they will raise them again during 
consideration in detail; I look forward to those discussions.  

I will start with the member for Gosnells, who raised matters regarding the removal of headwear for the purposes 
of identification. Consultation had been undertaken with particularly some of the Muslim communities who may 
be affected by the inclusion of this provision for the purposes of identifying someone. The reason the bill refers 
to the removal of headwear is that it can often cover particular identifying features. For example, some people 
may have lost part of their ear or have tattoos along the side of their face, and so for the purposes of identifying a 
person, should the police officers need to have all headwear removed to accurately identify that person, this bill 
will allow for that. Police officers have extensive cultural awareness training so that this can be done with 
consideration given to the religious beliefs of the person involved, and the act will allow for that identification to 
be conducted by a female officer if a woman prefers that. If that is realistically possible, then police officers will 
do that. With respect to the hooning incident that the member raised, I will certainly investigate further. 
The member gave a very detailed description, so we can follow that up. I appreciate the member raising that with 
me.  

With respect to the comments of the member for Southern River regarding the importance of fathers, I do not 
think any person in this place would dispute the importance of a father figure in a person’s life; those people who 
are lucky enough to still have their fathers with them probably still seek their counsel. But the social issues 
affecting young people and their entry into the criminal justice system is certainly something that is of great 
concern to the government, and we do have some cross-government policies that look at trying to reverse some 
of those trends. For the purposes of this bill, though, the important part with respect to juveniles is that it will 
streamline processes to allow police officers to take identifying particulars from juveniles when a responsible 
adult cannot easily be found. I think that for the purposes of identifying those juveniles who are involved in the 
commission of crimes or are suspects in crimes, it is very important for police to have that, if you like, piece of 
red tape removed to allow them to go about their business and identify those people with much more ease and in 
a more efficient manner.  

The member for Midland raised that this bill was introduced quite some time ago, and that this is the second 
tranche of amendments in response to the April 2009 statutory review of the 2002 act. The statutory review, I 
think, was a really good document with some very sound recommendations. The government has taken up most 
of those recommendations, and some will perhaps be considered in a further tranche of amendments. The 
member also raised that there are presently some issues around the taking of identifying particulars. That was 
identified by an internal police audit. The internal police audit found that identifying particulars were taken by 
officers on only 31 per cent of occasions when they were entitled to take identifying particulars; that is, when the 
people they were dealing with fit the existing criteria for taking identifying particulars. Deputy Commissioner 
Dawson has taken that on and said that that is not good enough. He has started to improve training and processes 
with officers to ensure that they understand when identifying particulars need to be taken. He has undertaken to 
continue auditing that process until we get those figures up to an acceptable standard. Ideally, we want to 
achieve taking identifying particulars on every occasion that police have the ability to take those particulars 
because it —  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: What is the current percentage, minister?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The percentage identified in the internal audit was that only 31 per cent of —  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Was that not a couple of years ago?  
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Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I cannot give the exact date but I was made aware of those figures in June. In June, the 
commissioner was responding to the results of that internal audit when he made some comments in the media 
about the performance of his team taking identifying particulars. There is certainly work to be done there.  

The importance of this legislation is that it will clarify some of the processes and allow them to be streamlined. It 
will make much clearer when it is appropriate for officers to take identifying particulars. It will remove some of 
the obstacles for when identifying particulars can be taken legally. It will allow for better use of our DNA 
database to ensure that we can resolve crimes and get better court outcomes, and it will move closer to gaining 
faster convictions for criminal activity.  

Certainly some of the processes that police officers have found themselves encumbered with regarding taking 
identifying particulars are being looked at as part of the police reform project. I put to this place that identifying 
particulars are not being taken as regularly as they can be, and indeed should be, because of the process around 
all the procedures police officers need to follow when they interact with an offender, or suspected offender, in 
the commission of a crime. Streamlining some of those processes and making much clearer what police officers 
need to do—perhaps removing some of the unnecessary duplication and red tape involved in those processes 
when police officers interact with offenders—will certainly ensure that important parts of that process, such as 
taking identifying particulars from people, will not be missed in the future.  

In closing, I once again thank members for their remarks —  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Minister, can I highlight the fact that I asked what training will be provided to roll out the 
new bill?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The Commissioner of Police assures me that training in the processes will occur as part of 
the ongoing training program that officers go through. That has all been factored into the implementation phase 
of the bill once it goes through both houses of Parliament.  

In closing, I thank members for their contributions and look forward to hearing their comments during 
consideration in detail.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave denied to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Consideration in Detail 

Clause 1: Short title — 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I thank the minister for answering some of the questions that I raised during the second 
reading stage. I asked about training in particular so that the minister could assure me that not only would 
officers be using the legislation on close to a 100 per cent basis, but also that they were properly trained in taking 
identifying particulars. I understand that when the legislation is amended, this training will form part of the 
training for new police cadets, who will graduate from the academy. I am well aware that when this legislation 
was first introduced there was a special rollout of additional training to all existing officers so that they would be 
equipped to take DNA samples and other identifying particulars. A range of other identifying particulars is now 
able to be taken. I am seeking an assurance from the minister, other than the blithe one that she has been assured 
by the Commissioner of Police that he can do everything that needs to be done when it needs to be done once the 
act becomes law, that this requires a budgetary allocation. Additional money needs to be allocated to train 
existing officers in these procedures, not new officers going through the academy. I ask the minister whether the 
government has allocated any money for this purpose, or does the Commissioner of Police need to find that 
money from internal resources? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I thank the member for the question. Should new methods of taking identifying 
particulars occur in the future—for instance, for biometric analysis and taking antibodies—substantive training 
would be needed to ensure that officers are acquainted with the new process. At the moment it is not envisaged 
that a new tranche of training is needed because the changes are mainly to streamline the consent processes. In 
response to the internal audit conducted by the police, they have significantly improved the opportunities for 
training and have been updating officers about their requirements under the Criminal Investigation (Identifying 
People) Act 2002. Also, a package is available through the police online portal that allows them to go through 
online training modules to update themselves about what is required to comply with the current act. Once this 
legislation has been through the appropriate processes of Parliament, those changes to the consent procedures 
will be updated through the online portal. Officers will be advised to ensure that they are abreast of those 
changes and that they understand the requirements under the new act.  

Clause put and passed.   
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Clause 2: Commencement — 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: This clause deals with the commencement of the act. Generally, most bills come into 
law on the day that they receive royal assent, but I notice some differentials in clause 2(b) and (c). Paragraph (b) 
states — 

section 28—on a day fixed by proclamation; 

Paragraph (c) states — 

the rest of the Act—on the day after assent day. 

I looked at the explanatory memorandum that has been provided, and it says that clauses 1 and 2 come into 
operation on assent. That is interesting because it is clause 2, and then it says that clauses 1 and 2 come into 
operation on assent, so I am not sure whether that is an accurate statement. The explanatory memorandum 
states — 

Clause 2. Commencement 
Clauses 1 and 2 come into operation on Assent. 

Be that as it may, it then states — 

Clause 28 of the Bill comes into operation on a day fixed by proclamation. Clause 28 has been 
separated out in this clause so that it can come into operation after regulations, that will 
prescribe the relevant DNA Database index definitions, have come into force. If section 28 was 
to come into force before the regulations, it would delete the current index definitions in the 
Act leaving an anomaly in the definition of DNA Database. 

The remainder of the Act comes into operation on the day after the Act receives Royal Assent.  

If we look to clause 28, it is headed “Section 76 amended” and states — 

(1) In section 76 delete the definitions of: 

Then it deletes all those definitions. Subclause (2) states — 

(2) In section 76 in the definition of DNA database: 

(a) delete paragraph (a); 

And so forth. I wonder whether the minister can explain in simple English the impact of this special requirement 
for section 28 to come into operation on a day fixed by proclamation. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Section 28 refers to the DNA database and the statistical database, and some of those 
index definitions need to be set by regulation, so we need to prescribe those by regulation and have them 
proclaimed before we delete the existing index definitions to ensure that we have a current definition of a DNA 
database active at any given time. We need to ensure that there is some continuity of the index definitions, and 
we need to make sure that our new definitions are prescribed by regulation and are ready to roll before we delete 
the old definitions. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Further on the commencement, since we need to prescribe those definitions in 
regulations that will need to be tabled in the Parliament, does the minister have drafts of those definitions 
available; and, if she does, can they be made available to the opposition? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Yes, we have drafts of the index definitions and I am happy to provide them to the 
member. Obviously, sometimes things can be amended in this place, so we do not want to be presumptive in 
assuming that our index definitions as per the intention of the legislation are necessarily going to be passed as we 
would — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: If you were to table them as a draft, that is the spirit in which they would be accepted. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I am happy to table them as a draft. Just to be clear, what I will table for the house is the 
draft existing index definitions with the proposed deletions and additions, at the request of the member for 
Midland. 

[See paper 507.] 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I thank the minister for providing those. I think that is quite useful in making progress. 
Of course, clause 2 deals with the commencement of the act, and I anticipate, given the opposition supports this 
bill, that, hopefully, this bill may pass this place today. If it does not pass today, it will certainly pass before the 
end of the week, I would have thought, but that is entirely in the government’s hands. If this bill is left open for 
debate later this evening, I think there is every chance that it would pass in the one day. That said, it will pass 
very shortly and it will then go to the upper house. I would expect that the legislation, if it has any priority with 
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the government—I note that there is not terribly much legislation on the Legislative Council’s agenda—should 
be dealt with by the Legislative Council relatively expeditiously. That being the case, when would the 
government be seeking royal assent for this bill? Also, given that section 28 is to come into operation on a day 
fixed by proclamation, and I understand that there will be the requirement to table the regulations, approximately 
how long, let us say in a best-case scenario, after royal assent would the minister expect the proclamation of 
section 28? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The best assurance I can give the member is that the government wishes to deal with this 
as expeditiously as possible. I appreciate the cooperation of the opposition and its intent to see this legislation 
pass through this place, after due consideration, in an expeditious manner. I would not care to predict a date for 
proclamation of the bill or the day of royal assent, because even though the government has some control over 
the management of business through both houses of Parliament, I do not have the power to control the 
contributions of the members in the other place to the debate on the bill, and it is certainly an area of legislation 
that is of high interest to a number of members. The best assurance I can give the member is that the government 
will seek to have the regulations prescribed and follow the processes of Parliament and have the bill ready for 
proclamation and assent as quickly as possible after it has passed through this place. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Further on the same point, I fully understand that the minister cannot guarantee when 
something will get passed by the Legislative Council, so what I am really seeking to find out from the minister is 
how long she anticipates it will take her to seek assent after the bill has gone through the Legislative Council. In 
the past five years I have seen examples of bills that have gone through this house and two years later, having 
passed the Parliament, they have not received proclamation or royal assent. That is what I am seeking. I do not 
know why some of the legislation that is so urgently put before the house here has not been given royal assent a 
year or two later. Sometimes there may be budgetary considerations; sometimes there may well be other 
considerations. I really want to find out whether the minister sees any impediment to seeking royal assent 
expeditiously—that is, within a month or two at the latest after the bill has gone through the Legislative Council. 
Again, I reiterate the second part of my question, which was: how long does the minister anticipate it would be 
between royal assent and the proclamation of section 28, those matters being within the minister’s control? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: WA Police has been in consultation with PathWest and agreement has been reached on 
the indexes that would form the main tranche of regulatory requirements or regulations that would need to be 
drafted. We would expect that to be a few months. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I will just finish my remarks from before the dinner break. It is the intention of the 
government and it is certainly my intention to have this bill proclaimed as soon as is physically possible after it 
has passed through both houses of Parliament. We envisage that that will potentially take as little as two months 
from the day on which the legislation passes through these houses of Parliament until it can be proclaimed and 
royal assent obtained.  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I want to ask about proposed subsection (4A)(c), which states — 
to remove any headwear worn by the person;  

I understand from speaking to the minister’s advisers during the briefing that this paragraph primarily concerns 
helmets. The explanatory memorandum outlines that this mostly concerns the removal of face coverings so that 
people can be identified.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.M. Britza): Member, we are discussing clause 2. Can you tell me where this 
matter relates to the commencement clause?   

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I am talking about clause (2)(4A)(c), which states — 
(2) After section 16(3) insert: 

(4A) If — 
… 
the officer may request the person — 

(c) to remove any headwear … 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: We are dealing with part 1. We are on page 2 of the bill. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: We are discussing clause 2 on page 2.  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I am much further down. Are we on clause 2, “Commencement”? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Yes.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Minister, thank you for continuing your answer to the question that I asked before the 
dinner break. I am pleased to hear that the minister thinks that assent can be obtained in as little as two months 
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after the bill has passed through both houses. The second part of my question concerns paragraph (b), which 
states that clause 28 will come into operation on a day fixed by proclamation. What does the minister anticipate 
will be the interval between the granting of royal assent and proclamation of clause 28?   

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: We will work on getting the regulations drafted and tabled as per the usual processes. As 
soon as that has occurred, we will be seeking proclamation of clause 28.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Other than getting the regulations passed by the Parliament, can the minister see any 
further reason to delay the implementation of this legislation?   

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Not at this stage, no.  

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 3 put and passed. 
Clause 4: Section 3 amended — 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Clause 4 has a number of parts. I read through the explanatory memorandum to the bill. 
I note that the bill will include in the definition of “face” the iris or retina. That amendment will be included in 
the principal act. Why will that level of detail be put in the act rather than in the regulations? Further identifying 
features may need to be included in the legislation in the future, which will require an amendment to the act. 
Such a change could have been made more simply by amending the regulations, had the minister chosen to go 
down that path.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The reason “iris or retina” is being included in the definition of “face” is that under the 
existing act, there is an ability to photograph a person’s face and therefore to photograph a person’s iris or retina. 
This amendment basically brings what is happening under the existing legislation into the new legislation to 
make it more contemporary.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I understand that when people visit prisons in Western Australia, and elsewhere for that 
matter, they can be subjected to iris or retina scanning—some kind of eye scanning—and that that happens 
routinely so far as I am aware. Is this likely to be used in the immediate future or any time soon by Western 
Australia Police or is this just, to quote a famous TV series, about future proofing the legislation?   

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: At the moment it is, to use the cliché, about future proofing the legislation.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts: I blame the ABC and The Office for that!   

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Indeed. While the ability to photograph and scan irises and retinas is available, we do not 
at present have a database that captures and matches that information. This amendment is about enabling us to 
store that information in the event that a future database will be built to capture the information and to enable us 
to use those identifying particulars in a more meaningful way.  

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 5: Section 7A inserted — 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Clause 5 inserts a new section 7A after section 6, headed “Requesting or informing 
people under this Act”. The proposed section states — 

Unless expressly provided otherwise, if this Act permits a person to make a request to another person or 
requires a person to inform another person, the request or information may be given to the other person 
orally or in writing.  

What is the background to this amendment and why is it necessary?   

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: It is just to streamline the processes. If somebody can understand the information, the 
officers will provide that information in a written format, but it also allows the request to be made orally. 
Officers may be able to better communicate with a person through a conversation with that person and will 
obtain their consent that way. It allows the officers to use that format or a written format. This just formalises the 
ability for officers to obtain consent either orally or via written format.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: There are people in our community for whom English is not a first language, so their 
ability to necessarily comprehend something orally is not perhaps as good as it would be if it were in writing. If 
something is in writing, it also gives people something to take away and to perhaps show to a lawyer or, indeed, 
to somebody who has a better grasp of the English language than someone for whom English is not a first 
language. I really want to know whether there have been circumstances that have necessitated this amendment or 
whether this is an amendment that might actually be detrimental to people for whom English is not a first 
language.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The requirement of the legislation is that the officers are obtaining informed consent. 
Should they wish to use that data, they need to be able to show that the person who consented to have their 
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identifying particulars taken understood what they were consenting to. The police officers use interpreters for 
those for whom English is a second language. They would use those interpreters to ensure that whoever they are 
dealing with would be able to give informed consent before they could progress towards taking those identifying 
particulars. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Does not the section, as explained in the explanatory memorandum, really take away the 
notion of true consent—that is, under the legislation, if a person does not reply, they are deemed to have 
consented; therefore the person is taken not to have consented to undergo it? The notion of someone having to 
consent to the procedures is really being taken away by this legislation, is it not?  
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: No. If a person does not comply with the procedure, then he or she is deemed to have not 
consented for the purposes of the act.  
Mr J.R. Quigley: And then under the legislation, if they have not consented?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Depending on the circumstances prescribed within the Criminal Investigation (Identifying 
People) Act—that is, the various different scenarios—if the police officers have the ability to take the identifying 
particulars without consent, they can. But if a reasonable request has been made to obtain consent and that 
consent is refused, then they are deemed to have not consented for the purposes of the act to the taking of 
identifying particulars.  
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: For the benefit of the member for Butler, if I could round that off by saying that my 
understanding is that whilst a person is deemed to have not consented under the act, if the act says that their 
consent is not necessary, those particulars will be taken in any event. A note will be taken of the fact that the 
person did not consent.  
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Indeed, the member for Midland is correct; that is the process that will be followed; 
whereby, if the person is deemed to have not consented, then the police officers are authorised to take those 
identifying particulars. It would be noted that the person did not consent to the procedure. There are other further 
offences that the member would be well aware of. There is not an offence written into the legislation for not 
consenting to giving identifying particulars, but the offence would be obstruction if a person was being 
deliberately obstructionist and not generally complying with the police.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That gets back to what the member for Midland raised about people who do not have 
English as their first language. The minister said that the police will communicate to them in their own language, 
but there is no requirement in this legislation for them to do so, is there?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: There is the requirement; that is, it is for the police officers to obtain informed consent 
and the onus is on the police officers to ensure that they have followed the act as we have intended.  

Mr J.R. Quigley: If they don’t reply.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The disincentive for the police in obtaining identifying particulars in other circumstances 
is that those identifying particulars may not necessarily be used or be admissible in a court for the purposes that 
the police took the particulars from the person in the first place. There is very much an incentive for the police to 
follow the rules because if they do not follow the rules, then the particulars they are obtaining are of no use to 
them regardless.  
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Is the minister saying that in the legislation it says if the particulars are obtained without 
consent they cannot be used in court? Is that the effect of what the minister is saying?  
Mrs L.M. Harvey: No.  
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: If the particulars are taken, the incentive is that to get informed consent, the particulars can 
be used against the person in proceedings, but if they are not taken with consent—that is, if they are taken 
without consent—then the particulars will not be able to be used?  
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: No, no, that is not what I said. What I said is that if the identifying particulars are 
gathered from a person outside the provisions that we have laid out in this act, then they are not to be used as an 
advantage to the police by allowing them to use them for their purposes.  
Mr J.R. Quigley: Why not?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Because they would be illegally obtained. If we go further into this bill, there are other 
circumstances around the taking of identifying particulars. For instance, as we get further into the bill around 
volunteers—that is, if a person is volunteering to participate in the taking of identifying particulars and they do 
not consent—the police have no power whatsoever to take identifying particulars from that person, who may 
have volunteered to be part of that procedure but who withdrew his or her consent.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: If they do not consent, the police cannot take the identifying particulars? I will check 
Hansard, but if I understand what the minister has said, if the person withdraws their consent, the police cannot 
go ahead and take their identifying particulars?  



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 6 August 2013] 2647 

 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: We are probably a little bit ahead of ourselves, but there are certain circumstances in 
which police can take identifying particulars when the prospective offender has not actually consented, and that 
is in the case of uncharged suspects and charged suspects. But there are other circumstances in which the act 
precludes police from taking identifying particulars without consent; it depends on the circumstances. However, 
as we get further through this legislation, members will see that those circumstances are prescribed for particular 
persons whom the police are dealing with.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: What concerns me is that the existing section 7, which will follow proposed section 7A in 
the amended legislation, does not require the police to communicate in a manner capable of being understood by 
the suspect. I will get to the differentiation between those cases where consent is taken and those cases where 
consent is not, but here it is deemed if the suspect does not reply, he or she is taken to have consented to 
undergoing it. Therefore, if a person does not reply, he or she is deemed not to have consented to undergoing it. 
But what difference does that make in the gathering of the sample that it could be put to? The High Court in 
Bunning v Cross has said that one has to look at the public purpose in the end of prosecuting offenders.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: It would depend on the circumstances. If all that this amendment does is allow the police 
to obtain consent for the taking of identifying particulars, either orally or in a written format, that is what we are 
changing in this legislation. If the person does not consent, then in the case of an uncharged suspect the police 
would have to apply for a warrant to take those identifying particulars from the person. In the case of a charged 
suspect, this legislation enables police to take the identifying particulars anyway. In the case of a volunteer, it 
means that police are precluded from taking those identifying particulars or that sample.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: But the point the member for Midland was raising under clause 5, which is currently 
before the house, is that proposed section 7A does not require the person to inform another person in a manner 
that will be understood by the person to whom the request is being made—that is, in the case of a person who is 
foreign-language speaking. It does not require the request to be made in a language or in a form—in the case of a 
person who is deaf or mute—to be effectively communicated with. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: We are not providing information to people around the taking of identifying particulars; 
we are informing people of the requirements of this legislation, and that is informed consent. In respect of 
informed consent, the person needs to understand what the police are doing. In order for them to understand this 
procedure, the procedure needs to be explained to them in a format that allows them to understand and to be fully 
informed, whether through an interpreter—an Auslan interpretation—or whatever else it might be. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 6 put and passed. 
Clause 7: Section 8 amended — 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I have a question in relation to proposed section 8(2). This relates only to deceased people, 
and empowers the coroner or the — 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: We wouldn’t want to take a sample of bone or teeth from a non-deceased person! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Well, I do not know; I would not put it past the minister, but in this legislation it is 
proposed to take it only from a deceased person. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey: It’s an offensive assertion to say that I would be taking someone’s teeth and bones forcibly 
for the purposes of this legislation; highly offensive. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Okay; only in relation to deceased persons. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clause 8: Section 9 amended — 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: In relation to regulations, I think it was said in the second reading speech or in the report 
that science is developing exponentially, and that allows the minister, by regulation, to include further 
procedures that are not currently contemplated. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey: That’s correct. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: These will come before regulations, and this chamber will then have the opportunity to 
move motions of disallowance. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: Indeed, yes. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 9: Section 11 amended — 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: In my contribution to the second reading debate I pointed out that there is a procedure 
under the proposed amendment to section 9 for the collection of the material. What does not seem to be included 
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is the recording of the collection of the material or any requirement under those amendments for any log to be 
kept of exactly what has been collected. I mentioned in my contribution to the second reading debate that I had 
examples—I put two before the house—of forensic materials simply going missing and the department denying 
all knowledge of the existence of forensic procedures in relation to those materials. What log is kept in relation 
to the samples collected in respect of a particular offence? 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: All that clause 9 seeks to do is to allow, through the prescribing of regulations, other forms 
of identifying particulars that can be taken. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Clause 8, which amends section 9, changes the definition of the sample. Proposed 
section 9 sets out the sample that has been collected and what the officer must ensure. What logs are kept of any 
identifying particular prescribed for the purposes of this definition, or the DNA profile of that person? That is 
what is concerning me. What records are kept of these collections? 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: All that this amendment seeks to do is to enable police officers to take a sample of 
something other than DNA and to allow the police to then provide that sample from the person from whom that 
sample has been taken. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 10: Section 16 amended — 
Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I want to ask the minister about clause 10. I had the opportunity to meet with the 
minister’s advisers, and I thank the minister very much for making them available. I was told that the reason that 
the minister did not refer to headwear as “face covering” was because of the definition of “headwear”. Proposed 
section 16(4A) states, in part — 

(c) to remove any headwear worn by the person; 
… 
to enable the officer to see the person’s head or verify the correctness of any personal detail, or any 
evidence of any personal detail, given by the person. 

I understand that that provision was primarily for the identification of people wearing motorcycle helmets. 
However, the minister in her second reading speech talked about amendments arising out of a New South Wales 
case in which a woman wearing a burqa was not able to be identified as a person who had made a false report to 
police. I am wondering whether the minister understands that the woman wearing the burqa actually did raise her 
veil when asked to; she complied. When the police officer asked her to do so again, in what she regarded to be a 
threatening manner, and reached into the car—she had been stopped for a breathalyser test—she told him that it 
was not allowed and that she felt very uncomfortable about it. The exchange got very heated; in fact, it can be 
seen on video. However, she did raise her burqa further so that her face could be seen. I am trying to work out 
whether the minister is aware that the actual issue is that when she went to make a complaint, the police alleged 
that she was not actually the complainant. On appeal, she was found not to have made a false report. The 
incident that the minister is trying to stop was actually an incident that, in fact, should never have occurred. My 
concern—I would like the minister to put this on the record—is that it would only be to verify personal details. 
In the case of someone wearing a burqa, it should only have to be the face; there should be no necessity to 
remove the actual scarf from that person.  There should be no necessity to remove the scarf from that person 
because it is clear that a person’s identity can be verified from the face in the photo on their licence, and that is 
how it should be done. I want it made clear that, as a result of this legislation, a police officer cannot direct 
someone to remove their hijab—which is just the scarf; it leaves all the face exposed and the hair is pulled 
behind—because it is very important to women practising their faith in Islam that they do not show their hair to 
anyone other than family members, and particularly not to males.  

I also want to talk about what that means for the burqa. However, in the first instance I want complete clarity, 
given that in the New South Wales case the minister cited, the woman wearing the burqa lifted her burqa to show 
her face. In the video, it can be seen she lifts it. It was not shown; only the back of the car can be seen. The 
police officer ended up giving the woman a ticket because the P-plate on the back of her car was obscured by her 
numberplate. The officer asked the woman to lift her burqa, and she said she felt uncomfortable but did so so he 
could identify her. The police officer then said forcibly that she had to lift the burqa, so she did it again. He then 
went and checked her car and gave her a ticket because her P-plate was obscured. She said her P-plate had not 
been obscured. She became very upset and distressed by what had occurred and she subsequently put in a 
complaint. Tonight we are in this place looking at a piece of legislation that supposedly came about because 
someone was misleading someone. The issue has never been shown or proven in the New South Wales matter. I 
have spoken to the Islamic community and the Muslim Women Support Centre, and they say that as long as 
things are done respectfully and in full acknowledgement of the law, also acknowledging the fact that the women 
want to comply with Australian law, it should not be necessary for them to be asked to remove their scarf. I want 
some clarification. 
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Mrs L.M. HARVEY: This legislation is not designed to address the circumstances of the case the member 
refers to. However, that case led to discussion within police about how they could identify people, and we had no 
power to compel anybody to remove a face covering for the purposes of identification. Proposed section 16 
applies only when somebody is making a complaint to police or about police or in the provision of an offence or 
for the particular purpose of identifying people. To give the member some comfort, our requirements will be 
consistent with those of passports and drivers’ licences. For the purposes of this legislation, police would only 
require the removal of headwear that obscured the identification material available to police to determine who 
the person was. For instance, if the police were identifying somebody from a passport photo that had a person’s 
face with a scarf around it and the person could be identified without them having to remove the scarf, there 
would be no requirement to use this legislation to have that person remove the scarf, because police should be 
able to identify the person with the identification papers whether that be a passport or a driver’s licence or 
whatever had been provided. The police community diversity division is currently working through a range of 
protocols and procedures to ensure that police officers fully understand how this legislation will be used. The 
requirement to remove headwear, headgear or a facial covering is only for the purposes of being able to identify 
that person in the circumstances prescribed in the legislation. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Can the minister confirm to me that if the photo of a person on their licence or passport 
shows them with just the hijab, not a burqa—we will not go to the burqa at this point in time—which may be a 
hijab with a tight piece around it with no hair visible, that person will not be required by police, under this 
legislation, to remove their hijab?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Although the legislation allows it, it is highly unlikely that that request would ever be 
required or made, because the only reason for this provision is to allow police to properly identify that the person 
in front of them is the person they say they are. I have some examples of photographs of Muslim women with 
headscarves covering all of their hair. If police officers have that person present and they can identify them from 
the photograph without the person having to remove their headwear, police will not require the person to remove 
it. However, should the police need further identification, for instance if this person has another identifying 
feature that police would need to identify that might be under the headscarf, this legislation would be able to be 
used. But for a traffic stop, for instance, it would be highly unlikely that people would be required to remove 
their headwear for the purposes of identification under this legislation. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I am sorry, minister; I do not think that is good enough. It could be said a person has an 
identifying mark like a scar on their arm and be asked to remove their T-shirt, and that is obviously not in the 
legislation. If someone has an identifying photo on their licence and they are wearing a hijab in it, the minister 
needs to stand up in this place and say that that person will not be required to remove their hijab if it is worn in 
the identifying photo on their passport or otherwise. There is no reason that police need to use that power to 
request that a woman wearing hijab remove it against her belief if she has an identifying photo that has her with 
a hijab on. It is very important that the minister stand up and say that. I do not want to hear the minister say it is 
unlikely, I want to hear that it is not the intent. Does that mean that I have to have my hair cut in a certain way to 
be able to be identified? These people have their photographs taken and they appear on their identifying passport 
or driver’s licence. It should be very clear that they will not be required to remove their headwear. This would 
also mean that police officers are not at risk of having what happened in New South Wales happen to them. The 
police officer in New South Wales who stopped a woman for a breath test had no power. She gave him her 
driver’s licence and he said he needed to identify her and asked her to lift her burqa. She lifted it and the officer 
said that was not enough and leaned into the car, and that is when the situation became difficult.  

I would think that for the purpose of protecting police officers, the minister would want to make it really clear 
that if the face is what is seen in the photo, there is no reason to ask for the removal of a headdress. I understand 
that this provision is primarily for motorcycle helmets, which must be removed rather than the visor simply 
flicked up. However, in the case of a woman with a hijab on, there should be absolutely no necessity to remove 
it. The minister should make it clear today in Parliament that if a woman wearing a hijab is identifiable, and a 
hijab is worn in her passport photo, she will not be required to remove the hijab for the purposes of 
identification. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Just to be really clear, the inclusion of headwear in this legislation needs to be taken in the 
context of proposed section 16(2), which states that a police officer can only use this provision as follows — 

(2) If an officer reasonably suspects that a person whose personal details are unknown to the 
officer — 

(a) has committed or is committing or is about to commit an offence; or 

(b) may be able to assist in the investigation of an offence or a suspected offence,  

the officer may request the person to give the officer any or all of the person’s personal details. 

We have had consultation on this. Sheikh Fehmi Naji Imam has said —  
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… if an officer has to verify the identity of a woman who wears the Niqab* whilst she is travelling in 
the street and there is no female officer(s) present then she may remove the face covering for the 
purpose and duration of identification. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: But that’s a niqab. I’m not talking about a niqab; I’m talking about a burqa. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I have not finished. We would be using the same protocols that are in place with the 
passport office and with the transport authority, whereby if the person can be identified and the police can 
determine who the person in front of them is from the passport photo or driver’s licence photo, regardless of 
whether they are wearing a scarf, they are not going to require—the policy would preclude them from being able 
to demand it—the removal of any headwear. They can only demand the removal of headwear in prescribed 
circumstances as per the act and there will be very strict policy guidelines about how police are to deal with 
these circumstances. I am confident that the consultation we have had through the community diversity division 
and the information sharing that has been going on between police and the communities that may or may not be 
affected by this will have us settle on the right position that is not going to infringe people’s religious freedom or 
personal rights. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I thank the minister for that. I am glad it will not infringe people’s personal rights or 
religious freedoms. I think it is very important to put that on Hansard on the basis that our equal opportunity 
laws are quite limited in those particular areas. It is very important to make it clear that if they are identifiable 
and they are wearing a hijab, that will not be required to be removed. When the minister stood, she talked about 
the niqab; I suppose I talk about the burqa. I always think that the niqab is the one that actually covers the eyes 
as well. So when the minister is talking about the niqab, is she talking about the hijab scarf? I just need to clarify 
that. My understanding is that if we are talking about a burqa, they will raise it up so that their face can be seen 
and that will be done in an appropriate manner. That is a different question. I understand that if someone is 
wearing a burqa that covers the whole face that there may be necessity to ask that to be lifted, and that has to be 
done in a sensitive and culturally appropriate way. My issue was very much that if a woman was wearing a scarf, 
or the hijab as I know it, she would not be requested to take off her scarf or hijab; however, if it is a burqa, I 
understand that it will be lifted so that the face can be seen. For me there are actually two issues. I understand 
that the Islamic community is saying that if they do cover their whole face, it is acknowledged that they will 
have to raise the covering, and they do that in the community for passport photos and various other aspects of 
identification. I understand that the minister is telling me that if they are wearing a hijab, which is just a scarf 
covering their hair, their personal and religious rights will not be invaded, or I suppose taken from them, and that 
on the basis that that is what is in the photo on their licence or passport, they will not be requested to remove it. I 
am pleased to hear that. If the minister just wants to clarify for me what will happen in the case of the burqa or 
the niqab, as I understand, that would be helpful. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: For the purposes of the identification of someone wearing a burqa, they would need to 
remove the facial covering back to the format that appears on their form of identification, which, for the 
purposes of identification in this state, I believe from drivers’ licences and passports, is the entire face being 
visible. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 11: Section 17 amended — 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Clause 11 amends section 17 and inserts new paragraph (f), which states — 

an identifying particular of the person that is prescribed for the purposes of this definition; 

Is that identifying particular prescribed in the act or in the regulations? Can the minister provide some clarity on 
that? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: That will be prescribed via regulation. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 12 and 13 put and passed. 

Clause 14: Section 34 amended — 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Clause 14 refers to the “measurement of any identifying feature of the person”. Can the 
minister give the house some guidance as to what identifying features may need to be measured? 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: That would be scars, tattoos or other identifiers—birthmarks.  
Clause put and passed. 
Clause 15: Section 38 amended — 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The explanatory memorandum refers to a drafting anomaly. Has this drafting anomaly 
led to any unintended consequences or has it been inconsequential? 



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 6 August 2013] 2651 

 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: At this point there have been no consequences of that anomaly.  

Clause put and passed. 
Clause 16: Section 40 amended — 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: This clause refers to a suspect who is a protected person. My recollection of the 
protected person definition is a child or an incapable person. Are there any persons other than children or 
incapable people who would fall within that definition? Why will this proposed subsection be inserted at this 
time? 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: This applies only to incapable people or juveniles. This provision streamlines the 
processes and allows police in the absence of finding a responsible person for the incapable person or juvenile to 
proceed to the next stage on the issuance of a warrant. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clause 17 put and passed. 
Clause 18: Section 47 amended — 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Proposed paragraph (da) states — 

an impression of an identifying feature of the suspect (including a dental impression); 
Are there any other kinds of impressions of identifying features or is a dental impression the only impression? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: An impression taken of hands or feet or potentially an injury, a scar of some sort, could 
be used for the purposes of identification. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I just wonder, given that impression seems to be fairly clear in the example of a dental 
impression, why that was specified. Is there any impact of specifying that kind of impression but not specifying 
other kinds of impression? I notice proposed paragraph (db) immediately underneath refers to — 

a sample of the suspect’s hair taken for purposes other than obtaining the suspect’s DNA profile; 

What would those other purposes be? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The act defines a dental impression as an intimate procedure. It provides that an 
impression can be taken in certain circumstances, but it precludes taking a dental impression because it is an 
intimate procedure, so this clause includes a dental impression as an identifying particular.  

A sample of hair could be obtained for a number of reasons; for example, to determine the colour of hair, its 
chemical composition or what it has been exposed to.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I thank the minister for her answer. The minister said that a dental impression is an 
intimate impression, whereas a hand or a foot is not; so I take it that anything else that might be determined to be 
an intimate impression would be excluded, partly because this clause specifies a dental impression.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: If an impression of a person’s private part was taken, it would be an intimate procedure; 
so in this case we have included a dental impression because it is not defined as a private part.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Is the minister saying that other intimate impressions would not be permitted under this 
section of the act?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: It is not permitted under this section of the act. It comes down to the definition of a 
private part. A dental impression is not determined to be a person’s private part but it is an intimate procedure. 
The police have the ability to take an impression of a private part, which is an intimate procedure. We have 
included a dental impression in this clause because it is classified as an intimate procedure and it is allowed in 
this part for a charged suspect in these circumstances.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Can the minister give an example of any other intimate procedure that might involve 
taking an impression?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: It could be an impression of an injury to a private part. Is the member referring to an 
impression of an intimate part?  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Proposed section 47(da) refers to an impression of an identifying feature.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: This clause will allow for an impression to be taken of a suspect’s identifying feature, 
including a dental impression.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: I am trying to clarify whether the minister is saying it does not provide for other intimate 
impressions.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: It does allow for that, but it prescribes the different circumstances. In the case of a suspect 
charged with a serious offence, this basically determines an identifying particular and includes each of those 
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different areas and relates to an impression of an identifying feature of a suspect, including a dental impression. 
We have included a dental impression in this clause because it is an intimate procedure under this section of the 
act, but if the member looks further down, she will see that there are other lists of identifying particulars and it 
allows for the taking impressions of intimate identifying particulars in other circumstances.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I am not a lawyer; I am just seeking some clarification here. Sometimes acts are written 
in what is called ultra vires style and if we specify things, in a legal sense, we can be eliminating other things. I 
am concerned that when we specify a dental impression as something that is included, we are actually limiting 
what can be collected rather than expanding it.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: No. In these circumstances, we do not believe that is the case and we are expanding the 
ability by including the dental impression in those circumstances.  

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 19 to 21 put and passed.  

Clause 22: Part 8A inserted — 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Proposed part 8A deals with identifying particulars of serious offenders and details how 
the procedures are to be done—that is, how identifying particulars may be taken. Under proposed section 52C, 
identifying particulars may be taken — 

(1) If a police officer reasonably suspects a person is a serious offender and his or her identifying 
particulars — 

(a) are not held or may not be held by the WA Police; or  

(b) are or may be needed to verify the person’s identity …  

I am a bit puzzled why it states “reasonably suspects” and why the police would not know whether the person 
was an offender, if they have not charged that person. Also, what happens if the reasonable suspicion of the 
police officer turns out to be incorrect?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: This is based on putting in place protections for police officers to put the onus of 
reasonable suspicion on police officers before they move into this area of taking identifying particulars from 
people who may or may not be serious offenders. Police officers would have to have a reasonable suspicion. In 
reality, they would have a record of that person as being a serious offender. Basically, this will ensure that they 
hit that burden of proof of reasonable suspicion before they can take that next step of taking identifying 
particulars from a person they suspect to be a serious offender.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: That is an interesting choice of words “to hit that burden of proof” that they are a serious 
offender. What happens if the person turns out not to be a serious offender? There may be a circumstance in 
which there might be harassment of an individual by police, who may subject an individual to these identifying 
procedures, but at the end of the day they might say, “Sorry, mate! You’re not who we thought you were—bad 
luck!” What recourse does that person then have to go before a magistrate or whatever? Why would not the 
procedure be that if they have some reasonable suspicion about a person, they take the case to a magistrate in 
order get the particulars?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: My terminology in saying “burden of proof” was incorrect. It is more a threshold test of 
reasonable suspicion for the police to take identifying particulars in those circumstances. If the identifying 
particulars were unlawfully obtained, there are sanctions for police officers should they engage in that activity. 
The sample cannot be kept. Yes, there would be an inconvenience to the person, but the sample cannot be kept 
by police and there are sanctions for police officers who do not follow the criteria appropriately. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I will deal with the last part first. What are the sanctions for police officers? Secondly, 
the minister referred to a threshold test; is that an empirical thing? How is the threshold determined? When there 
is a dispute about whether any threshold has been met, who would sit in judgement on that? Given that someone 
may be subject to various procedures, it is all very well to say that the identifying particulars would be destroyed, 
but their privacy may well have been invaded at the very least, so what recourse would they have? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Section 83 of the act is quite a detailed provision about the admissibility of evidence and 
what applies when evidence has been obtained illegally. There would be disciplinary sanctions against a police 
officer who did not follow the procedures laid out in the act in recording identifying particulars in those 
circumstances. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I thank the minister for her explanation, but it does not really answer the question I 
asked. I am well aware that evidence taken illegally cannot be used in court against someone. That is pretty 
obvious. I will play devil’s advocate. Let us say that a police officer has determined that a threshold has been 
met that, potentially, empirically had not been met and the police officer detained the person and took their 
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particulars and it was determined to be vexatious. I am not asking whether any identifying particulars could be 
kept and used against them; it is obvious that they could not. I am asking what protections are in the bill for 
someone who is incorrectly subjected to this procedure when an officer alleges that they thought the person met 
the threshold but it turned out that they did not? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: If a sample has been unlawfully obtained or there is a vexatious aspect to obtaining the 
identifying particular, obviously there are civil remedies available to people. But there is a penalty of 
imprisonment for up to two years for the improper use of information and there is a penalty of imprisonment for 
up to two years for the illegal use of identifying information, which, I put to the member, is a pretty significant 
disincentive to abuse the ability to take identifying particulars. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 23 to 25 put and passed. 

Clause 26: Section 67 amended — 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Clause 26(2) states in part — 

Part 7 as if the references in subsection (1)(a) and (b) to “as soon as it is obtained” were deleted. 

Why has that provision been put in the bill? What is the significance of the words “as soon as it is obtained”? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: This is quite a complicated area to explain. It applies to the retrospectivity of the 
identifying particular that has been obtained. Under this provision, it is determined that consent has been given 
and that the identifying particular taken in a sample can be used at a future date to allow further analysis for the 
purpose of a new identification procedure. If a sample were taken in 2013 and held and a procedure were 
developed in 2018 to allow better analysis of that sample, this provision will allow that sample to be used in 
2018 for the purpose of the new procedure with the identifying particular. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: When the minister made reference to this matter, she used the words “consent has been 
given” and then she referred to a sample that might be taken now and some further analysis being done in the 
future. I wonder whether the words “consent has been given” are in any way relevant or whether they are 
irrelevant and whether consent is not really an issue in the retrospectivity of this provision. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The member is quite right; the consent for obtaining the sample would have been given 
when the sample was taken, but this provision allows the sample to be used at a future date with a different 
procedure for the purpose of further identification. Further consent would not be required to use another process 
for the purpose of better clarification of that sample. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Earlier the member for Butler referred to the fact that consent does not have to be given. 
In many circumstances, the identifying particular sample will be taken without consent. The person will not have 
consented, but by law the police will be able to take that identifying information. Will this provision apply 
equally to people who have not given their consent but whose identifying information has been taken lawfully? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The answer to the question is yes. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 27 put and passed.  
Clause 28: Section 76 amended — 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Clause 28 is the clause referred to in clause 2. Section 28 comes into effect on a later 
day than the royal assent; that is, a date to be affixed by proclamation. I understand that there are certain deleted 
definitions and that new ones are to be inserted. I seek clarification. We will await the regulations, and I thank 
the minister for giving me a copy of the draft regulations and for tabling those in the house tonight, but I seek 
further clarification about how this will operate.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The definitions are to be removed from the legislation and put into regulation, because 
some of these index definitions and descriptions are not referred to in the act and the amended legislation but 
they are used by PathWest and by other databases that WA Police have a link into via PathWest. We want the 
ability to prescribe by regulation and to remove indexes that become obsolete without having to amend 
legislation but by amending via regulation.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: My recollection is that the reason these indexes were specified in the substantive 
legislation in the first instance was because of concerns about the security of those indexes, the availability of 
information and who could access the various indexes. I understand PathWest’s involvement, but I believe that is 
an area that is still of some concern to people. Those concerns may be raised when the regulations are looked at. 
I understand the flexibility afforded by the regulations, but I also understand people’s concerns about the security 
of these indexes and the comfort that might be afforded by specifying them in this substantive legislation.  
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Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The act refers to the DNA database, but the regulations refer to the indexes that sit 
underneath the database. Therefore, the protection of people’s information is still covered by the legislation. 
PathWest still controls the database. WA Police do not control the database, so the security around the database 
is still intact and its integrity remains.  

Clause put and passed.  

Clauses 29 and 30 put and passed.  
Title put and passed.  
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Minister for Police) [8.17 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

I thank members for their cooperation and contribution to the debate on the Criminal Investigation (Identifying 
People) Amendment Bill 2013. This legislation has been around for a while and I am pleased that with the 
cooperation of the opposition we have seen its swift progress through this house. Hopefully similar progress will 
be achieved in the other place so that we can get on with simplifying these procedures for police officers and 
improving the flexibility in the arrangements around the taking of identifying particulars in the management of 
DNA databases to allow police to better protect the community. I thank members for their contributions and 
cooperation and for the interesting points raised during consideration in detail.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

QUEEN ELIZABETH II MEDICAL CENTRE AMENDMENT BILL 2013 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council without amendment. 

PETROLEUM AND GEOTHERMAL ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2013 
Consideration in Detail 

Resumed from 27 June. 

Debate was adjourned after clause 74 had been agreed to. 

Clauses 75 to 77 put and passed. 

Clause 78: Section 69 amended — 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Clause 78 amends section 69 of the principal act and proposes to insert new 
subparagraph (iii) after paragraph (a)(ii). I will read it for the benefit of our discussion — 

(iii) an eligible GHG storage formation that is partly in a particular licence area of a GHG licensee 
and partly in another area, whether in the State or not, in respect of which another person has 
authority, whether under this Act or another written law or under the law of another State or of 
the Northern Territory, to carry on GHG injection operations in the eligible GHG storage 
formation;  

That is quite a mouthful; that is the first thing we would all note. Again, we get this question about whether the 
storage formation extends beyond the licensee’s licence area. Firstly, we do not know where it ends, so we do 
not know whether it is a formation that is suitable for doing this work. Until we know where it ends, we cannot 
determine whether it is suitable for storage. The first question I have is that given that unless it is on their 
licence, the licensee cannot know whether it is suitable, how does the minister know whether it is a GHG storage 
formation? That is the first question.  

Obviously, much of the state abuts South Australia and the Northern Territory. The minister might enlighten us 
about whether the state of South Australia and the Northern Territory have laws that equate to the laws that we 
are considering here. How does the minister go about consulting and dealing with the ministers in the other states 
and where there is an overlap into commonwealth borders, which I assume is less probable? Perhaps the minister 
could answer those two separate but important questions.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I am not usually good at answering two questions at once, but I wrote them down 
because they are interrelated. The member has to realise that a storage formation would have to have been 
proven up first before anyone gets to the stage of injecting. It could cross a border and it could go into 
commonwealth land. So the licensee would have had to have proven that it is a formation that nothing can leak 
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from, in simple terms. It could go into South Australia or the Northern Territory. Whoever is going to use it as a 
storage formation would have had to ensure they had done the work to prove that the storage formation is a tight 
storage unit and nothing will leak, which is similar to what is happening down in the South West Hub. That work 
would have to have been already done, which would mean we would have to coordinate with other states if it 
were in South Australia or the Northern Territory. So a licensee obviously could not be injecting in WA 
thinking: we have checked out our site and we know that it will not leak into WA, but we do not know what will 
happen in the Northern Territory and South Australia. It would not get permission.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Let me ask the first question again, because the minister did not answer either of the 
questions, which is sad. He is usually agreeable under normal circumstances.  Is the minister saying that this 
comes into play only when someone has already determined the whole extent of the storage formation? That 
obviously raises a question, which is: how does the applicant know what happens when it is not on his licence? If 
he only has his licence, he does not have any other ground to look at, he keeps following the formation up to the 
South Australian border and the formation continues on to the other side, how does he know the limit of the 
formation? It states here that this section applies only when the formation goes beyond his licence. I will read 
that again — 

(iii) an eligible GHG storage formation that is partly in a particular licence area … 

That means it cannot be all in his licence area because it says it is only partly. These words mean that the 
formation is outside his licence.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: We know that.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: How does he know where it finishes?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I thought I answered that. Maybe I am not on the same wavelength. Let us say we are at 
exploration stage, there would have to be concurrent exploration in South Australia or Northern Territory. The 
licensee cannot do just WA. They would have to know whether it is a confined storage formation. Someone 
doing exploration in WA might also have a licence in the Northern Territory or South Australia to do that, so 
they are doing it concurrently, or the licensee may have a partnership with someone else and they may be doing 
it. But it has to be done concurrently otherwise the licensee has not proven that it is a confined formation. Does 
that give the member the answer?  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I want to explore this issue a bit further and then we will talk about my second question. 
Is the minister saying that the only circumstances in which this would apply are when the interests of the licensee 
in Western Australia are aligned with the potential interests of a licensee in another state? If XYZ Pty Ltd had a 
licence in Western Australia and followed the formation up to the border, it would be impossible for it to know 
what it is like on the other side. XYZ Pty Ltd might go and get a licence from the South Australian government, 
but it could be ABC Pty Ltd. Who knows? As a Western Australian Parliament, Western Australian minister, we 
have no control over that. Until we know where the formation goes on the other side of the border, there cannot 
be a storage formation. I agree with that; we are not going to inject if we do not know. Someone else might have 
a licence on the other side and that licence may or may not relate to the interests of the people here in Western 
Australia. We will have no control over it; it is another jurisdiction. Is the minister saying that the only way this 
provision would come into effect is when the people in South Australia and the people in Western Australia have 
concluded that it is the one formation? They have found their bit under their legislation and we have found our 
bit under our legislation; we want to put our two bits together. Is that the only circumstance in which this would 
apply? I will stay here until the minister takes further conferencing. Is the minister happy with my question?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: Sort of. Let us say somebody in Western Australia has a unit developed and they want 
to inject it in a formation that might go into South Australia, and someone else in South Australia has the same 
right and wants to inject also. This provision allows a more efficient use of that formation so that someone can 
inject in the Northern Territory and South Australia as well as WA. Another analogy could be a gas field where 
there might be a number of different tenements overlapping. It is actually the same gas field, and if people are 
taking gas out, they have to do the geotechnical work to work out how much everyone gets, so that is what this is 
about. I am probably jumping to my own conclusion here, but if there is a formation and a party has rights over a 
certain spot, another party could have ownership in a different area, so the first party could say, “Well, hang on, 
I’m the first one that got the bore in; bad luck”. This provision covers a situation in which there is a site that 
other people can use; they have to work out how much everyone gets to use, in layman’s terms. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I think I now understand that we are talking only about circumstances in which, for 
whatever reason, the licensees have decided to cooperate. I go back now to the second part of my first question, 
which was: what is the procedure? There must already be established protocols because there might be an oil 
reservoir—the Browse field is a classic example—that extends from state waters into commonwealth waters. 
Could the minister, for my benefit as a new boy, described to me the protocol that he will use in his conversation 
with the minister in the other jurisdiction? 
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Mr W.R. MARMION: The advice I have is that there would be a commercial agreement. Let us say there is one 
operator in Western Australia and one operator in the Northern Territory; between them, as private operators, 
they would reach a commercial agreement, but both injections would be monitored and regulated by the 
respective state authorities. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: So is there a protocol between you and South Australia, or you and the Northern Territory 
for that? 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I assume that once a commercial agreement is reached, each state will know what they 
are regulating. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Do you have a protocol? That is the question I’m asking, effectively. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: No, because it has not occurred yet, but this will allow a protocol to be developed. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I turn to the provision on page 76, clause 78(3), which proposes to delete the existing 
section 69(3) and insert a new section 69(3). This is difficult; it took me a little while to work this one out when I 
was looking through the marked-up bill. I might just turn to the marked-up bill. The question is about the words 
in the paragraph at the end of the dot points. This is quite confusing, because it refers to the minister and the 
minister’s own motion, but then proposed paragraphs (a) and (b) are actually alternatives to the minister’s own 
motion, so we just ignore everything after the comma and read that the minister “may, for the purpose of 
securing the more effective recovery”—blah, blah, blah—and then the three directions that the minister is 
capable of issuing are listed out, under paragraphs (c), (d) and (e). There is then reference to an instrument in 
writing served on the licensee, to enter into an agreement in writing. Who is that agreement with; is it between 
the minister and the proponent, or is it the proponent and someone else? Because it reads — 

… for or in relation to the unit development of the petroleum pool, geothermal resources area or eligible 
GHG storage formation … 

I am not quite — 
Mr W.R. Marmion: I’ll need to read this slowly. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes indeed; that is the same problem I had. It is a very long provision and one has to 
ignore parts of it to get the proper sense of it. As I say, the first line makes reference to the minister’s own 
motion, and then there are two other people who can ask him to do it. There is also the “may” at the start of the 
paragraph under the dot points. Who is it that the minister is able to direct, and who are they agreeing with? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The minister can basically direct the two licensees to reach an agreement, which can be 
put on the title to be enforceable. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: So you’re directing the licensee? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, if there are two and it is overlapping, to work it all out and to reach an agreement. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: What is the substantive difference between the final paragraph, which starts with, “by 
instrument in writing”, and the words that are being deleted? On reading the marked-up bill, there seems to have 
been many more words in the deleted section than there are in the proposed new section. I am not as familiar 
with this as are the people sitting around the table with the minister! Could I have an explanation of what has 
happened to change that paragraph? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I am not a lawyer either, but parliamentary counsel has obviously determined that this is 
a far more efficient way of saying the same thing with fewer words. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am not clear about what we are changing. Can the minister explain it? We both agree 
that this is a complex provision and it takes a couple of readings to get to the key issue, which is that the minister 
is directing the licensee to enter into an agreement in writing for, or in relation to, the unit development of the 
petroleum pool. I am not quite sure what we are taking out. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I cannot explain the wording, but the one that is being deleted covers only petroleum 
and geothermal, and the new wording covers petroleum, geothermal and greenhouse gas, so it actually brings 
that into it. Cleverly, they have been able to do that in fewer words. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am sure that the term “unit development” is probably well understood by the 
department; I am just wondering whether the minister could point out where in the existing act it is defined. I 
assume it is there and not in the proposed amendments. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Do you want a definition of “unit development”? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: “Unit development” is apparently a very common term used in the industry. To fully 
understand the meaning of “unit development” unfortunately the member has to read the whole of proposed 
section 69. 
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Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I refer to this new insertion in section 69, which states — 

… as the case requires, under cooperative arrangements between the persons entitled to carry on — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Excuse me, member, because it is such a very, very long section, it would be handy if you 
pointed out the page and dot point. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I was referring to the marked-up bill, and I am on page 143. I understand that the 
minister would prefer me to refer to the amendment bill. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: No, I don‘t care; as long as you tell me what part, clause or subsection! 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I am on page 143 and I am referring to (b). 

Mr W.R. Marmion: There are a lot of (b)s. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: The blue (b), the inserted (b). 

Mr W.R. Marmion: There are two instances of blue (b) on page 143. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: The first one. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Under section 69(1)? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: There are proposed subparagraphs (i), (ii) and (iii) and then there is — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Is it “(b) a person who is lawfully entitled”? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: It begins — 

… as the case requires … 

Mr W.R. Marmion: So you are talking about proposed section 69(1)(b)? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Yes that is right, I thank the minister. It refers to “cooperative arrangements”. In the 
discussion between the minister and the member for Cannington, the minister suggested that there would be 
times when he would be able to force cooperation, so it would not actually be a cooperative arrangement; it in 
fact would be a forced amalgamation, which is a curious term. Under the legislation as it presently stands, there 
is not that same emphasis on cooperative arrangements between persons entitled to carry on such operations in 
each of those areas—that is in the section being deleted. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: The member for Gosnells is referring to clause 78(1)(c) just so Hansard and the clerks do 
not get cranky! 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I am just curious about this term “cooperative arrangement”. It may be that we do not 
have a cooperative arrangement and that two or three parties involved do not really wish to cooperate. If that is 
the case, how would we describe this arrangement? It is a forced arrangement rather than a cooperative one. I am 
worried that the provisions of the act would only work if there were actually a cooperative arrangement between 
the different parties. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: It is very simple in the sequence. This bill is rather well drafted I have to say; 
Parliamentary Counsel has done a rather good job. Proposed section 69(1)(b) states — 

… as the case requires, under cooperative arrangements … 

That is the first and preferred step. If that does not work, particularly if there can be a more effective recovery of 
petroleum or geothermal energy, or a better way of injecting greenhouse gas, the minister has the ability under 
proposed section 69(3) to — 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: Force the arrangement. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, force it, and not just because a cooperative arrangement has not been reached, it 
could be ineffective or inefficient. In that case, I would have the power to step in for a more effective 
methodology. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I want to go on further in clause 78, which is on page 79 of the bill. I refer to 
subclause (9) “delete section 69(12) and insert:”. This is another case in which we are dealing with something 
that extends. 

Mr W.R. Marmion interjected. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Page 79 of the bill or page 147 of the marked-up bill. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Proposed section 69(12). 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes. I will ask one question first and I will ask a second question that is unrelated to the 
first one, so I will keep it very simple. In respect of this proposed section, what happens if there are no laws in 
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the other states, then what? We are dealing with things extending beyond the state of Western Australia, what 
happens if — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: So what’s your problem? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: What is done if there are no laws in the other states? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: To do what? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The proposed subsection states — 

If … formation extends, or is reasonably believed by the Minister to extend, from an area of the State 
into — 

(a) lands to which other written laws or the laws of another State or of a Territory relating to the 
carrying on of GHG injection operations apply; or 

(b) the adjacent area of an adjoining State or Territory, 

So what is done? If it is (b), what happens? There are two alternatives. One is if the law applies and one if it does 
not. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: This is obviously new legislation. South Australia does have legislation and the 
Northern Territory does not, so we would obviously have to be extremely cautious at the moment, but one would 
assume that they eventually will have legislation. The development of geosequestration is in its infancy and it 
may be some time before we get to a project in which we actually inject greenhouse gas. However, assuming that 
in the intervening period in which we pass this legislation the Northern Territory has not got its legislation, we 
would have to work closely with the Northern Territory government to ensure that it is fully across things and in 
particular its department. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Why don’t you stay on your feet for a second, minister? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, I might have to ask my advisers what the answer is for the next question. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Sure, that is fine, but it is probably easier for me to interject. Are you saying that there is a 
circumstance in which someone could inject when there is no law in another state? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: No. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is fine, but then I do not understand why we have the alternative. Surely if it is not 
intended that proposed section 69(12)(b) be used, and the minister says he does not intend to use it, why is it 
there? Proposed section 69(12)(a) refers to “other written laws”, so we are clearly talking about laws of another 
state or territory and proposed paragraph (b) refers to “the adjacent area of an adjoining state or territory” 
Clearly, proposed paragraph (b) contemplates the event in which proposed paragraph (a) does not apply. 
Proposed paragraph (a) applies where there is a law in the other state or territory. The minister has already said 
in Hansard that he does not intend to give approval where there is not a law in another state, so why would the 
legislation not just state “only where there are lands to which other written laws, the laws of another state or of a 
territory relating to the carrying on of GHG injection operations apply” and not worry about proposed paragraph 
(b) at all, because proposed paragraph (b) is the free pass? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: I will slow down and read a bit slower than you. I think you are getting confused here. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am not confused, minister; I am not confused in the least. Let us read it again. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: You’re reading it for me by just going over and over and talking. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Proposed section 69(12) states — 

If an eligible GHG storage formation extends, or is reasonably believed by the Minister to extend, from 
an area of the State into — 

Then there are proposed paragraphs (a) and (b). Proposed paragraph (a) is not a problem because it states — 

lands to which other written laws or the laws of another State or of a Territory relating to the carrying 
on of GHG injection operations apply; … 

No trouble, because it is regulated. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Yes. So what is wrong with (b)? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Proposed paragraph (b) states — 

… the adjacent area of an adjoining State or Territory,  

Mr W.R. Marmion: It does not say that there are no laws in (b). The next bit states that if (b) applies “each 
Minister concerned”, so you are consulting with a minister in the other state. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: But that applies if (a) exists. Therefore, the only reason (b) is written there — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Why does it not apply? I am just an engineer, but my initial reading of it — 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It is because of the word “or”.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: But it is common. If the member looks at the next bit, it says “each Minister”.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No, this is the point I am making. If (b) does not apply because South Australia has the 
law already and the Northern Territory will have it soon, the bill does not need (b) because if it is a state or 
territory and there is a law relating to the GHG injection, that is cool; but (b) is the free pass. It is for injecting in 
the Northern Territory because it does not have a law. But the minister has said that he will not agree to it if there 
is not a law; why would he bother?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: But the clause does not say that. It says if there is not a law — 

each Minister concerned must consult concerning the carrying on of GHG injection operations in the 
eligible … 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, but if the minister says he will not agree to it, as is — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: That is the advice I got from my — 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Will the minister change his mind? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: I going to phone and ask them. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: This is the minister’s decision. It is about his capacity as an authority as the minister. I 
am not trying to be rude or disrespectful at all. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Can I let my brain think a bit and listen to my advisers? 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Okay. All right.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: We do not have that much time!  

Mr W.R. MARMION: This legislation has been specifically worded for a future amendment to the Petroleum 
(Submerged Lands) Act. Therefore, when we are doing GHG sequestration outside or in state waters not applied 
by this bill that are terrestrial—that is, there is a bit of land in the water—the amendment will cover this instance.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: Sorry?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: The instance of geosequestration in state waters—offshore. Therefore, off the terrestrial; 
in state waters. Apparently, the wording of (b) is to cover a future amendment to that act. Parliamentary counsel 
has decided that is a good thing to do.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am terribly sorry, but I am not convinced by the minister’s answer because proposed 
subsection (12)(b) states — 

the adjacent area of an adjoining State or Territory, 

If it is offshore Western Australian territorial waters, then this section does not apply. I am homing in just on (b) 
because I got the minister to say on Hansard that he would not agree to injecting GHG if there was no law in the 
other jurisdiction. If I have missed a jurisdiction — 

Mr W.R. MARMION: If the member stops talking a tick, I can actually get advice from my adviser. I have the 
point and will certainly concentrate on that point.  

It is very complicated. We are going down to about the nth degree on the drafting. I gave half the answer last 
time. The other half of the answer is if the other adjoining state or territory amends their legislation as well for 
offshore, this is the adjacent area of joining state and territory for when we amend the offshore legislation.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am still not convinced why the minister would need to do it.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I am not parliamentary counsel, but parliamentary counsel would need to explain that 
level of draftsmanship.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am not going to pursue it, but I am not happy.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: When looking at the level of drafting, I need parliamentary counsel who drafted the bill 
to explain why they did it. But I will see if these guys can come up with another answer that is more precise.  

I am not saying this is why, but (a) is to cover the land; and (b) is for offshore water. Therefore, (a) is the 
terrestrial side and, as I understand it, (b) has to be amended so it is covering future — 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am having a light-bulb moment. What the minister is saying is that (a) is land and (b) 
is anything that is not land.  
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Mr W.R. Marmion: Yes.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Sorry, I got it. Again, I ask why do we not have the adjacent area of an adjoining state 
or territory to which other written laws or the laws of another state or territory relating to the carrying on of GHG 
injection operations applies? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Because this is the way that parliamentary counsel wrote this.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Fair enough; a light-bulb moment. I understand the difference between the two 
paragraphs and I apologise for not having done so earlier. But I still think that paragraph (b) should state that the 
laws of an adjoining state or territory should be a condition precedent because I do not think we want to have a 
situation that we are injecting where there are no laws. The minister has already said that he does not want to do 
that—I am not accusing the minister of wanting to do that—but it seems reasonable that the act should reflect 
that provision. I appreciate the work of the minister’s advisers who, through the minister, explained to me what 
was being got at, and they did in the end, but it still should only be eligible where there is a written law.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, I am happy with the way it is worded.  

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 79: Part III Division 3A heading amended — 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I note the use of a term that does not actually appear in the bill, but it is in the blue 
bill—that is, we are amending the title for Part III Division 3A. We are amending it to include titles, geothermal 
titles and GHG titles. The title then goes on to say, “may subsist in respect of same blocks.” The term “subsist” 
is puzzling me; I do not think it is common usage. I would have thought “coexist” would be a more frequently 
used term in talking about different forms of title overlaying one another. I have checked the dictionary and I 
note that “subsist” is defined as to keep oneself alive—that is the common usage. There is a meaning, I think it is 
an intransitive verb, to “remain in being, exist”. So possibly on those grounds we could legitimately use the term 
“may subsist”. I am wondering why we did not take the opportunity to bring more common parlance into the title 
that we have before us. We are amending other parts of the legislation, but we are keeping the term “subsist”, 
which I think is a little outdated given that there is a much clearer term, “coexist”. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Parliamentary counsel has gone for “subsist” and I am happy to leave it as it is. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 80: Section 69A amended — 
Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I refer to page 80 of the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Legislation Amendment 
Bill 2013 and proposed subsections (6A) and (6B) that outline the conditions by which a minister can allow the 
overlaying of titles. We are allowing the overlaying—or the subsisting, to use that term—of a GHG title, a 
geothermal title and a petroleum title. The minister can allow those three titles to coexist but in doing so, the 
minister has to check with the existing titleholders. There might be already a petroleum title and a geothermal 
title and then the minister has to inquire whether those two titleholders would be accepting of a GHG title 
coming into place as well. I want to check with the minister whether I have that right. If that is the case, what is 
the protection for the state in the situation that a petroleum titleholder or a geothermal titleholder wants to block 
or prevent a GHG titleholder coming in? What is the mechanism to counter that situation—that sort of banking 
that could go on? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: This section is about making sure that proper processes have taken place. If someone 
has the right to geosequester greenhouse gases, all the technical side would have been taken into account. If 
someone has a petroleum licence, we have to go through this process to make sure that they are aware of it, but 
all that technical side would have been done by the department to make sure that it was not going to impinge on 
anyone’s operations. Given that, this legislation allows again the two titles, in this case it is petroleum and 
geosequestration, to subsist and this provision basically states that it can. That is what this section is about; that 
the titles can subsist and there is a mechanism to do that. For that to happen, the registered petroleum titleholder 
is given not less than one month’s notice of the process and the minister takes into account all the matters 
submitted to the minister. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Is there any chance, though, that somebody could intentionally obstruct the arrival or 
the bringing into effect of a GHG title? Could the petroleum titleholder or the geothermal titleholder say that 
they do not want their project compromised or put in jeopardy in some way by the potential GHG title through 
another form of activity that could perhaps put pressure in the wrong places and could jeopardise the extraction 
of petroleum or geothermal energy from an area? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Let us say that the petroleum licence holder does not have the power of veto, but they do 
have the right to be heard. So their issues have to be taken into account as per proposed subsection (6B)(c), but 
they cannot veto the geosequestration. 
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Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: My final point on this is that we list petroleum and geothermal titles and the 
subsistence with GHG titles, but what others—a mining title, for example? Noting that progressively mines are 
going deeper and deeper, I know that the short answer to that might be that a GHG title would be much deeper, 
but I think it is possible that in the coming years we will see mining activity reach a point at which it is getting 
deeper and deeper and there could be some meeting of a GHG title and some form of mining title. Why is that 
subsistence limited to only petroleum titles and geothermal titles? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I have some technical advice, but in reality we will not get that happening because 
people will not be mining that deep. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: Even the Super Pit wouldn’t be going down deeper? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Someone mining the Super Pit does not have a confined formation to sequester into; if 
they have mined into it, they have opened it up, have they not? That is from a practical point of view. But we 
would never get to that; if someone has a formation, it would not have been proven. I cannot envisage an 
example in which there might be mining and a geosequester formation. I do not know whether my advisers can 
think of one. It is a different type of geology. 

Clause put and passed.  

Clause 81: Part III Division 4A inserted — 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Madam Acting Speaker (Ms L.L. Baker), you will be pleased to know that although I 
may have one quick question on clause 88, I basically have questions only on clause 81. Of course, clause 81 
stretches to 26 pages, so we might have a few questions on the way through!  

On page 82 of the bill, starting at line 15, proposed section 69B(1) states — 

(b) the permittee, holder of the drilling reservation, lessee or licensee has reasonable grounds to 
believe that — 

(i) a part of a geological formation is an eligible GHG storage formation; and 

(ii) that part is wholly situated in the permit area, drilling reservation area, lease area or 
licence area. 

It then goes on to specify all these rights. This, of course, relates to proposed sections 6AA and 6AB, which we 
dealt with in clause 7. This question was dealt with briefly by the member for Bunbury, by way of interjection as 
well as a couple of comments. The minister will remember that we agreed proposed sections 6AA and 6AB are 
the guts of the bill; they are the provisions that set everything in train. The idea of the eligible GHG storage 
formation relates back to those clauses. A storage formation is part of a geological formation, and we will let 
them have these rights only if we know that formation is entirely within their permit area. I will not go over it 
again, because we went over this at great length, but we do not know in advance where that eligible GHG 
storage formation is going. Is it correct that a corporation is only able to make this application to the minister if it 
has found the limits of the storage formation? That may have taken a number of years to identify because of 
resources and whether they have had to amend the original application for their drilling reservation, lease, 
licence or whatever. Am I correct that it is only at the end of the process that the application is made to the 
minister, who grants the right to start injecting? Am I telling the story correctly?  

Mr W.R. Marmion: That is sort of right! Why not read proposed section 69B(1)(b)? This section applies if 
the — 

… holder of the drilling reservation, lessee or licensee has reasonable grounds to believe that — 

(i) a part of a geological formation is an eligible GHG storage formation; 

They have to have reasonable grounds to believe that.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes; they would have done many years of work. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Or someone else did. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: But one way or another, when they apply to the minister, he expects a very detailed set 
of information. Proposed section 69B(2) then states — 

The permittee, holder of the drilling reservation, lessee or licensee may apply to the Minister for the 
declaration of the part referred to in subsection (1)(b) as an identified GHG storage formation. 

As we understand from those other provisions, if it is not a GHG storage formation, the applicants cannot get a 
permit to inject CO2. This is the crucial bit: they now know what they are looking for and they go to the minister 
and say that they have got the details. We have gone through all the issues that the members for Murray–
Wellington and Bunbury raised about trying to find the edge of the formation, but now an application has been 
made to the minister. That is the way it works. I am going to run out of time.  
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Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I would like to hear more from the member.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: We now have this question of what is permanent. If the minister remembers, proposed 
section 6AB, “Eligible GHG storage formation and related terms”, reads — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: You are getting ahead of me! 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am not referring to that, as we have already dealt with clause 7. I am just making a 
point that an eligible GHG storage formation is defined in proposed section 6AB(1) — 

… an eligible GHG storage formation is a part of a geological formation that is suitable for the 
permanent storage ... 

I am not returning to clause 7; I am making the point that an eligible GHG storage formation is defined in 
proposed section 6AB.  
Mr W.R. Marmion: You are way ahead of me!  
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is fair enough; I am happy to be cooperative. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: We spent a lot of time on that clause.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, we did. I will not go over it again, except for this part.  

Proposed section 6AB(1) refers to this question of permanent storage. What sort of information does the minister 
expect to receive that will satisfy him that GHG can be permanently stored in this formation? If the applicants 
cannot satisfy the minister that it will be permanently stored, the application will not succeed. Can we have some 
guidance on the sort of detailed information that the minister requires the applicant to provide that will satisfy 
him that they have a permanent storage solution?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: The volume of information required to get the licence will be massive. We have 
committed $52 million already and we have not even started on the South West Hub. The applicant would have 
to provide enough technical information to satisfy my department and the technical team that it is a permanent 
geological formation suitable for injecting CO2. Surely the member does not want me to provide him with all of 
that!  

Mr W.J. Johnston: Why not give me some examples of how you would be satisfied?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: It could be an easy one, such as a depleted gas field, where we know there was once gas 
and it was confined. There might be a lot of geological data, records, monitoring bores, data on the pressure of 
the gas when it came out and what is left there now and whether there are leakages. All sorts of amazing 
information is required and the applicants might have to do some testing to confirm it. For all intents and 
purposes, a depleted petroleum site could be considered as a possible injection site because a lot of data might be 
available. That is one example, and probably the easiest to explain. However, if it is not a depleted gas void but 
something like the South West Hub, then we have to determine the boundaries through a lot of work, including 
seismic data, drilling, the material that will be injected and how that will react with the CO2 or a combination of 
gases. A massive amount of data is required. I have been given a note on that, but I cannot read the handwriting! 
It could include core samples, extensive modelling, use of similar examples elsewhere, trapping mechanisms 
above the reservoir, the nature of the reservoir and seismic data, which I have already mentioned. We would 
require all the geological and technical information necessary to convince my department that it was suitable as a 
permanent storage site. That is about as good an answer as the member can possibly get.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It could well be related to the performance of the trial. I think the correct wording in the 
bill is “to inject, on an appraisal basis”. An amount of 999 999 tonnes of GHG could have been injected into the 
reservoir on an appraisal basis, and because the appraisal rules are separate from those for permanent storage, 
anything less than 100 000 tonnes might have been injected, which is the appraisal amount. We have been 
through that in detail. Let us say that 999 999 tonnes of GHG is injected into the ground. If there were, say, a 
one per cent rate of escape from that reservoir, would that be considered an example of permanent storage? Is 
that the sort of limit for the injection of GHG that the minister is looking for from the appraisal? Would that be 
satisfactory for the demonstration of permanent storage? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: We would be going for zero, basically. One per cent of 999 999 tonnes is a large figure. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: What if it were one-tenth of one per cent, minister? This appraisal scheme is in the bill 
for a purpose, I imagine. We spent some time the other day talking about appraisal matters. I was satisfied with 
all the answers that I got, and I am not criticising the minister in any way for that, but now we are asking for 
proof of permanent storage. That is why I referred to the other two clauses. An eligible GHG storage formation 
is only one formation that we can be confident will permanently store the GHG. What is the threshold that we 
expect from those appraisal injections? Exactly how low will we demand? I know that the member for Murray–
Wellington must be very interested in this particular topic, because potentially he will be the first member 
impacted by GHG injection. What are we seeking from this? Are we seeking a zero per cent rate of escape from 
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trial sites, or one-tenth of one per cent or one-hundredth of one per cent? What exactly do we expect from these 
appraisals to demonstrate permanent solutions? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The international standard is 99.99 per cent over 1 000 years of the filled formation. 
One would expect pretty close to zero in the trial, because the international standard is for 99.99 per cent to still 
be in there over 1 000 years. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: Clause 81 covers about 26 pages, as mentioned by the member for Cannington. I have a 
couple of questions about this clause. This clause adds a significant amount to the existing petroleum and 
geothermal legislation. I am curious to know why this bill was not presented to this place as a stand-alone bill 
that dealt with the issue of geosequestration without it piggybacking on what is essentially a different process. 
Petroleum and geothermal energy involves the extraction of energy. This involves pumping waste CO2 into the 
ground. How did the department arrive at the decision to piggyback this legislation as opposed to presenting a 
fresh, stand-alone piece of legislation, and why? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The department looked at a number of options, including what has been done in other 
jurisdictions that have developed GHG storage legislation to date. The commonwealth and South Australia have 
amended their petroleum acts in a similar way to this bill. Queensland and Victoria have developed stand-alone 
legislation, but the Victorian Greenhouse Gas Geological Sequestration Act is based on Victoria’s Petroleum 
Act. We have decided to use the same method as the commonwealth, South Australia and Victoria. Why would 
we do that? We have done that because there are synergies between the geological sequestration and petroleum 
industries—for example, in seismic surveys, drilling wells, reservoir appraisal, monitoring, data collection and 
the technology required for both. Geological sequestration utilises the same petroleum and geothermal energy 
safety environmental regulations, so doing it this way reduces unnecessary duplication of the same legislation, 
which I understand was one of the recommendations of a Council of Australian Governments committee some 
years ago. This method allows for future amendments to planned resource management regulations currently 
being drafted to cater for the greenhouse gas following the passage of this bill. It allows the state to benefit from 
the commonwealth’s ongoing development of its legislation, regulations and guidelines and builds on the 
regulatory processes of petroleum operations accepted by industry and administered by the Department of Mines 
and Petroleum. It also prevents duplication across different acts and in future amendments to petroleum and 
geothermal regulations. As I said, it is consistent with the ministerial council report in 2005 and with a number 
of other reports that have been written on the efficiency of legislation. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: Clause 81 refers to an applicant for an exploration permit for a drilling reservation or a 
retention lease and various other aspects. Is it possible that the government could be an applicant? Obviously, the 
government envisages that there will be some benefit to corporations that capture carbon and pump it under the 
ground. Is it possible that the government could be the applicant? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Technically, it could. Hypothetically speaking, Western Power could want to do it. My 
advice is that the government could be an applicant, but my department is the regulatory body in this respect so it 
will get involved in any pre-approval of a reservoir or a formation. It would be unlikely that my department 
would be involved in doing that. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: If it were the case, would the Crown be bound by the same provisions in this legislation? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I am leading to a particular point; that is, $52 million is currently being stumped up by the 
federal government and we have spent nearly half that amount on some exploration work on the South West Hub 
in the Riverdale Road area of Cookernup to put in a rather expensive test drill. I am curious about why the 
government is stumping up the money to do this and allowing the beneficiaries of such a trial to sit back and just 
observe. There are a number of allegedly interested parties, including Alcoa, Worsley, BHP Billiton Ltd, Griffin 
Coal, Perdaman Industries and a host of others. How is it that they have not been party to contributing to the 
experiment in the South West Hub?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: We are currently in a pre-competitive situation. Proving up that a formation is suitable 
for geosequestration is a very risky and expensive exercise. The commonwealth was happy to stump up with the 
dollars and, basically, take the risk. One would assume it is very unlikely that the private sector would have been 
involved in putting in the capital.  

It may not be proven. It may be that all the work that has been done for the South West Hub might show that it is 
not a suitable storage formation, but let us assume it comes out that it is a suitable storage formation. It would 
then be available for competitive bids in the private sector to utilise. I am not quite sure where the member is 
coming from. As the minister responsible, I do not know why the commonwealth wanted to put money into the 
project. The member may want to ask the commonwealth. There are certainly benefits for the universities that 
are involved. The CSIRO and industry have an interest down there. Alcoa and Verve, obviously, have an interest 
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as well. As with some of the questions asked last time, we will not get small players in this field because it 
requires a lot of capital and there is a fair bit of risk.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: My point is that if Alcoa, for instance, had an epiphany and decided it would have a new 
car industry, does the minister think it is right for the taxpayers of Australia to stump up a feasibility study for 
whether it should manufacture a new vehicle in Australia in the current climate? We already know that people 
can purchase carbon credits in Europe for cents, as opposed to the cost of such a matter. Does the minister think 
it is wise use of taxpayer money? An amount of $52 million is no small change on what is still relatively new 
technology.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: The member is asking my opinion of how the commonwealth wants to spend its money. 
The member may have to ask the commonwealth.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: Further, it perplexes me why we as a state got into partnership with the federal 
government. I would love to ask Martin Ferguson a question. I understand he is a very intelligent and agreeable 
sort of a chap, but, unfortunately, he is not on the scene these days. I am curious about why the Western 
Australian government got on board with this project.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: My understanding is that all the states have agreed. It is a national initiative. This 
project, the South West Hub, has a lot of spin-off benefits for research and a greater understanding of the area. 
Scientists—researchers at universities and the CSIRO—are interested. One could assume that other states might 
have grabbed the opportunity. We have the opportunity. It is not even proven so — 

Mr M.J. Cowper: CSIRO is a federal government body.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: Is that by way of interjection?  

Mr M.J. Cowper: It is a statement. CSIRO is not a state government body.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I did not say it is.  

Mr M.J. Cowper: You are saying the spin-off is for the state, but CSIRO is — 

Mr W.R. MARMION: It is based in Western Australia. People who work for CSIRO are in Western Australia 
and they earn their income and spend their money in Western Australia.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: The CSIRO, along with the Australian National University and others, I understand is very 
keen to be offered $52 million. I understand a bunch of academic types there like to ply their trade and often are 
starved of a funding source to use for exciting things such as finding out whether the Lesueur aquifer is suitable 
for geosequestration. I understand there might be some spin-offs from it and a lot to be learned from the process, 
but as the member for Murray–Wellington, I must stress that the Lesueur aquifer is saline and a lot of people are 
very uncomfortable with the prospects of CO2 being injected into the ground into a saline aquifer, 
notwithstanding the fact that we may be able to contain the CO2. I understand it will be contained in some sort of 
solid formation. I understand that under pressure it becomes a solid—H2CO3 or calcium carbonate. It is an acid.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: It will remain a fluid unless it has a chemical reaction and becomes a solid.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: Calcium carbonate, yes, which is very similar to a limestone formation. The actual 
displacement of other materials, particularly water, is of major concern. It may well be said that we can contain 
the CO2 within the body of the basalt that lays across the top of the Lesueur aquifer, but we are very anxious and 
concerned about the potential for CO2 to be pushed, which I mentioned when we debated this issue some time 
ago. As those who have been involved with spearing a keg would know, if we inject CO2 into a liquid formation 
and up she comes when we turn the tap on, out comes the frothy, bubbly, nice and cold beer. But in this case, the 
farmers in that area rely on the very clean 350 parts per million water that exists in the Lesueur aquifer. We are 
concerned about the contamination of that in particular. This provision goes on, as I said, for 26-odd pages. 
Page 84 is about declaring a storage formation. Does it go on size or capacity? What factors are taken into 
consideration when declaring whether a formation is suitable? I refer to page 84 and proposed section 69E. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Is the member asking what constitutes the viability of a permanent storage formation?  

Mr M.J. Cowper: Correct.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: Firstly, it would have to be confined, as we said before. It would have to be proven that 
it is confined so that nothing can escape. Does the member want to know what size? 

Mr M.J. Cowper: Yes—to make it viable financially.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: If we do the numbers, it would have to be a certain size to hold a certain volume to 
make it viable and to make it stack up commercially. It would be a pretty simple calculation to do. We could do 
the calculation on the back of a postage stamp. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: I reckon you would need a big postage stamp.  
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Mr W.R. MARMION: It may not work now and that may fluctuate in time. It may depend on a lot of factors. It 
may not be viable now. It may take five or 10 years. A lot of things might make a formation viable, but that is 
not for me to determine. Today we are talking about putting in place some legislation so that if someone wants to 
do that, a framework is in place. We do not have anything in place at the moment. We are changing a current act 
so that we have a new legislative framework. If we do not have this, we cannot have any regulations. We are 
putting in place the legislation and the framework for the regulations. Once they are in place, someone can put in 
an application to geosequestrate CO2 gases anywhere in Western Australia. They are already doing it on Barrow 
Island, so we have had to have a state development act for that. A licensee has to do a massive amount of work 
to comply. It has to be proved that it is a permanent formation and that it will not leak, and a whole lot of 
monitoring will be needed. A massive amount of work must be done just to put in an application. The 
government is nowhere near that at the moment. But today it is putting in place a legislative framework, which 
most other states have, including the commonwealth, and it would be nice to think that WA could lead other 
states in this technology and that there is some legislation in place. That is what the government is doing and I 
believe it is something most people support.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: What arrangements are in place for the current project? What authority does that exist 
under?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: It is not relevant to what is being done tonight. It has no relevance, because we are 
putting in place legislation for, as I said, geosequestration to happen anywhere in Western Australia. The specific 
investigation being done in the South West Hub is being done under section 115 of the Mining Act.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I draw the minister’s attention to clause 81 on page 84 of the bill. . Proposed 
section 69E(1)(b) states — 

the Minister is satisfied that, using the fundamental suitability determinants set out in the application … 

It appears that the only information the minister is allowed to use is the information provided to him in the 
application. Is that correct? I accept that the minister might refer that information to his department to see what 
the department could recommend based on that information, but it appears that he is not able to use other 
information not included in the application. Is my reading of that correct?  

Mr W.R. Marmion: I would have had to read it slowly. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am sure the minister does, and that is up to him. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: But I have to read it in the context of the whole provision, so let me do that, and I will get 
advice at the same time.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I would be concerned that the only information that the minister would be allowed to 
use — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: So would I. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I will read it again for the minister.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: Please do not read it again. Let me read it myself because you read at a different pace. I 
have to read it again after the member reads it out.  

Proposed section 6AB defines the fundamental determinants. However, proposed section 69C allows me to ask 
for more information. Proposed section 69C is the main one. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I accept what the minister says. An application is made under proposed section 69B. If 
the minister is not satisfied with the information, he can require additional information from the applicant, but it 
does not say anywhere that the minister can seek other information from other sources. Even in what the minister 
is drawing to my attention, it states that the minister can require the applicant to provide extra information, but 
the minister still does not appear to have a power to be satisfied one way or another regarding the information 
that the applicant has not provided to him. That is strange. If an environmental application were made to the 
Minister for Environment, he would be able to go beyond the information provided by the applicant. Even if 
further and better peculiars are requested, which is effectively what is in proposed section 69C, the minister must 
still rely on only that information. How can that be right? If I am misreading any provision, I am happy for that 
to be drawn to my attention, because I am going to ask another question on this proposed section. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: I am going to get advice.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am not about to ask the other question, but I do want to ask another question on this 
topic.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: I cannot concentrate while you are chatting away. I am getting advice about your question 
on proposed section 69F. I do not have all the advice yet.  
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As per the normal course of business, when a department has a lot of experience and advice, it provides that 
advice. So if I am not happy with the proposal, I will not approve it, which is in proposed section 69F. That is 
how that will work; I will refuse it.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: So what the minister is saying is that I am right. The only information he can use in 
determining an application is the information provided by the applicant, whether under proposed section 69B or 
proposed section 69C.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: I do not understand where you have got that from.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The minister has not drawn my attention to any other provision.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: Why does it have to be in the act? I can get any information I like.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No, minister; that is the reason the Parliament deals with legislation. It gives the 
minister power or authority. If I am misreading it, please draw it to my attention, because I cannot see any 
provision that allows the minister to deal with any issue that is not included in the application. If I am wrong, 
please let me know which clause says that. So far the minister has drawn my attention to proposed sections 69B 
and 69C. Proposed section 69B is about the application and proposed section 69C is effectively about further and 
better peculiars, and I accept that they may be very technical further and better peculiars, but that is all they are. 
Then the minister has the right to say no. I will talk about that in a moment as well. But in making a 
determination under proposed section 69E, the only information I can see that the minister is able to use is the 
information provided by the applicant. I want to know why that is the case. If it is not the case, please draw my 
attention to the provision under which other information is able to be used in accordance with the minister’s 
decision making under proposed section 69E. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: To go back to proposed section 69C, the department does not rule out using third party 
advice in respect of proposed section 69C, not just advice from the proponent. Indeed, in the course of business, 
as I said before, an act does not have to prescribe everything that a minister can do in getting information. With 
regard to the use of proposed section 69C in the petroleum sector, the department gets third party advice, not just 
the proponent’s advice, to verify any information and be satisfied that it is satisfactory. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Which clause lets you use something that’s not in the application? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Why would there have to be a clause? 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Because this is your authority to make a decision. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Under proposed section 69F, “Refusal to make declaration”, where does it say that I 
have to use only the provisions in this legislation to make my determination? 

Mr W.J. Johnston: I’m referring to when you make a decision to approve. It refers to the minister being 
satisfied, using the fundamental suitability determinants specified in the application. How does that give you 
authority to use any other data? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: It goes to proposed section 69C. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s just to ask for further and better particulars. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, and I can get third party advice on that. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Where? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: That is what we do. Look at proposed section 69C(1), which states — 
(b) to — 

(i) carry out such further analysis of relevant information as is specified in the notice; 
The notice can be given by the Department of Mines and Petroleum. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s to them, isn’t it? 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: So that’s information they then go and collect. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: But it can specify that it wants that information from a third, independent party. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Okay. Let us assume that the minister’s reading of proposed section 69C is correct; 
quite frankly, I do not think it is, but let us assume that it is. He is still unable to go to other sources of 
information because he still can deal only with the issues that are contained in the application. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Sorry; I missed that. I was listening to my advisers. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Proposed section 69E specifies that the minister can use only the information that is in 
the application, so it all gets filtered through the company before it gets to the minister’s desk. If the company 
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does not include it in the application, it will not get to his desk. That is extraordinary; I do not understand the 
public policy reason for having a provision that provides that the only information that the minister can consider 
is the information that has been filtered through the executives of the company. That is just extraordinary, and I 
do not understand why we would have that provision. Why would we have a provision that states that the 
minister is satisfied that — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: I’m not convinced it does, so let me just read it slowly. You are saying “only”. I am just 
reading it slowly with my advisers to see whether I agree with what you’re saying. If you stop talking for a tick, I 
can read it. While you’re talking, I can’t hear myself think! 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: What this comes down to is the words in proposed section 69E(1)(b) that state — 

(b) the Minister is satisfied that, using the fundamental suitability determinants — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: You said “only” using. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It says “using”. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: It doesn’t say “only using”. Obviously you’re going to use the application. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It does not say that, minister. It is not a question of “or”; this is all it says. The only 
words on the piece of paper are the words on the piece of paper. It states — 

(b) the Minister is satisfied that, using the fundamental suitability determinants set out in the 
application — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Yes. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If the minister wants to use other sources of information, why does it not say “other 
sources of information”? Why does it say “set out in the application”? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: If you put an application in for anything—a rock concert or anything—that’s — 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Let us take the rock concert as an example. The idea that the police commissioner uses 
only the information provided — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: You used the word “only”. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, but there is no authorisation in the clause we are talking about that says — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: I disagree. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Show me the word. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: You show me where it says “only”. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It says “using”. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: It doesn’t say “only using”. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It would need to say “using the fundamental suitability determinants set out in the 
application, and other information that the Minister considers appropriate”, or something like that. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: I disagree; I think it’s well worded. The starting focus is the fundamental determinants, and 
that is what you present to me, and then if I want more information, I use proposed section 69C to get it, and if it 
don’t like it, I use proposed section 69F and refuse it. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: But that is the point. If the minister is referring back to proposed section 69C, then I am 
right, because proposed section 69C is about further and better particulars; it is not seeking advice from some 
other source. If the minister is saying that he has this right to go off somewhere else, where is the right? Where is 
the right for him to use information that has not been filtered through the applicant? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: As I’ve already said about 100 times, proposed section 69C(1)(b)(i) reads, in part — 

carry out such further analysis of relevant information as is specified in the notice; 

I can specify a third party. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I would like to hear further from the member for Cannington. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The minister can continue through interjection. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: I’m just repeating myself over and over again. If you are analysing someone’s application 
and they have provided you with the fundamental suitability determinants, as required under the act and 
regulations et cetera, and you wanted to check it out, you could use proposed section 69C to ask them for further 
information and, as is the current practice for everything else the department does, specify an independent third 
party report on any area you have a concern about. That’s how they do it. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Is the minister telling me that he is going to choose the specific further consultant? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: No, I’m saying the department will, delegated by the minister. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It is the minister’s prerogative, so whoever makes the final decision will do so in the 
minister’s name. The minister is saying that he is going to specify, for example, that he is going to use GHD to 
do the additional — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: I’m not saying that at all; I’m saying — 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is the problem here. If the minister is saying that the applicant needs to go away 
and do more work, then they will still be making the decision about how they get the information to the minister. 
I do not understand; it would be pretty simple to add a paragraph to proposed section 69C that says that the 
minister may direct the department to seek additional information and send the bill to the applicant, but it does 
not say that under that clause. It says that the applicant will do the work. The problem I have is that this is a way 
of preventing any external consideration of the issues that are brought to the minister by the applicant. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: I disagree, because you’re actually asking for a third party. That’s how auditing works; you 
have a third party auditor. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Let us take auditors as an example. There is a set of rules about what they are. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: This is prescriptive enough without being more prescriptive. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am talking about the powers of the minister. I do not understand why we are not giving 
the minister more power. The words are only the words; I did not write them. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Nor did I. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I did not bring them into Parliament, either. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Proposed section 69F gives me the total power. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: To say no. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Correct. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: We will talk about that in a second. I think this is a fundamentally flawed provision. I 
indicated earlier that we will not divide on this bill, but I want to clearly flag where things are going to — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Would you like to move an amendment? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No, I am not going to move an amendment, but I am flagging to industry that if there is 
a change of government, these provisions would clearly change because they are not satisfactory. The minister 
has made his point and I want to go on and ask another question. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: So you’ll be amending the commonwealth legislation as well? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am not in the commonwealth Parliament, minister; I cannot answer for what happens 
in the commonwealth Parliament and I cannot answer for what happens here either, because I do not have the 
numbers!  

Proposed section 69E(1) states that if the minister is satisfied with the provisions in proposed section 69E(1)(b), 
“the minister must, by instrument in writing, declare”, and then the bill lists the obligations. As long as the 
minister is satisfied, he must declare that he does not have any discretion if he is satisfied. Proposed section 69F 
is a refusal because it states that the minister is not required under proposed section 69E to make a declaration. 
Therefore, the only time he cannot make a declaration is when he is not satisfied. That is right, so if the minister 
is satisfied then he must by instrument in writing declare. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Yes. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: We can see that the applicant is actually in a very strong position, particularly if there is 
a minister who is very keen to give approval to a project for political reasons. This is the sort of provision that I 
am sure the industry has argued very strongly in favour of. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: By interjection, Madam Acting Speaker. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The minister has 30 seconds and he will be able to be on his feet. I will sit down. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The fundamental risk is whether the formation is confined. That is probably the 
fundamental thing that would be looked for for approval, and there will be a massive amount of data around that, 
getting down to the very basics of an application. That would be the thing that we would really be most 
concerned about. If someone was not convinced that that had been done, they would be quite nervous. However, 
the process of how a proponent would be injecting is a well-known science and practice now, and we would 
obviously want world’s best practice. It would be assumed that that is what proponents should be doing, and if 
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there was a concern that they were not, proposed section 69C could be used to ask for more information—is it 
world’s best practice and how can that be verified? We would have experts in the Department of Mines and 
Petroleum and I would end up getting advice from them about whether I would have to use proposed section 69F 
to approve or refuse the declaration. I am very comfortable with the way the legislation has been worded. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Sadly, this is a very long clause so I will now ask a question about proposed section 
69JA on page 90 of the bill, which defines when a serious situation exists. The reason that we define this is that 
elsewhere in the legislation the minister has been given extensive powers when a serious situation exists to 
intervene on the operation to ensure that the interests of the state are protected. For example, if something goes 
wrong, we obviously want the minister to have those powers. They are defined elsewhere and we do not have to 
worry about them; we are only worrying about when a serious situation exists. If the proponents inject CO2 and 
they actually miss the formation they are looking for, is that a serious situation? I raised this in passing earlier, 
because that is not defined here. Leaks are referred to in proposed paragraphs (a) and (b) and proposed paragraph 
(c) refers to a gas behaving differently from what was modelled. Proposed paragraph (d) refers to adverse 
impacts, and we will talk about proposed paragraph (e) in a second. What happens if the proponents miss the 
formation they are intending to inject in? Is that a serious situation? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: It would be but that could not happen because the department would not have approved 
the drilling.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Everybody misses occasionally. It is just a fact of life.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: How do you miss?  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The minister should just ask BP or PPP or whatever it was up in the Timor Sea. 
Sometimes they intended to go 5 123 metres down and they went 5 083 metres down and missed by 50 metres. 
Is that a serious situation? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: They are drilling?  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: They drill down to inject and they miss the formation by 50 metres.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: You drill first—right? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, and then they inject.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: If they have not reached the right spot, they will not be able to inject, will they?  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: How does the minister know?  

Mr W.R. Marmion: You can do directional drilling to within about that much.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: But stuff happens. They missed. If they are injecting into the wrong spot, is that a 
serious situation? If it is, where is it defined? I would have thought it was pretty serious. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Do you want the act to define every single possible serious situation? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No; I just want to know whether it is a serious situation. Proposed section 69JA 
states — 

For the purposes of this Subdivision, a serious situation exists in relation to an identified GHG storage 
formation if — 

There is a list of things there.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: I am just confirming my knowledge of drilling. If you are going to inject, you have already 
drilled, so you have not injected.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No, but now they are ready to inject.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: If you have drilled, you know when you’ve done the drill that where you are going to inject 
is in the formation. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: What happens if they miss?  

Mr W.R. Marmion: They are not going to inject — 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: They would have got their drilling wrong. Does the minister see what I mean? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: You are just being a smart arse.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am not being a smart arse at all; I am asking a serious question.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: That’s not very parliamentary of you. The minister should withdraw that insult.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: I withdraw.  
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They have drilled a hole. They are not injecting. You do not inject until you have the drill hole in place and 
approved by the department to the work plan put in place. Everything done in mining has a program of works 
and detail of everything done. This is a two-step process so they can’t be injecting in something in the wrong 
spot because they would not be able to inject because they haven’t got the drill in the right spot.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is right—because they have drilled wrong. I understand why it would happen.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: It would not be a serious situation if they just drilled a hole. If they tried to inject into a 
spot where it was not meant to go, it obviously would be a serious situation.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is fair enough. It will not happen because it will not happen.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I refer to proposed section 69H, “Revocation of declaration”. I note the circumstances 
for that revocation. I understand that revocation of a declaration would apply if it was found that a GHG storage 
formation was not a suitable formation; that is, it was not an eligible GHG storage formation according to the 
proposed section. Do I have that right? Could the revocation apply only if it was not found to be an eligible 
storage location?  

Mr W.R. Marmion: Yes.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Does this mean that revocation could not occur for other reasons? For example, I am 
thinking of the sorts of situations that the member for Murray–Wellington might have in mind such as if there 
was to be some sort of subdivision of land—that is, extensive urbanisation of the land above the formation. 
Although the GHG formation is perfectly suitable for the purpose of sequestering the carbon, it might be 
unpalatable to those people who might want to buy into this new subdivision. There might be a view in 
government that that declaration should be the subject of a revocation. Does the minister have the power to do 
that? Can he remove that right for reasons other than the unsuitability of the storage formation?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: We are talking about the geological formation. Proposed section 69H is all about the 
geology. There is a public policy that would be outside the scope of this legislation, which would involve the 
Minister for Planning or someone else. If we were going to do that, there might be consequences. I am just 
thinking off the top of my head, but if someone had invested hundreds of millions of dollars and they had a 
declaration that there is a suitable storage formation and then, using the member’s example, the government of 
the day decided that it did not want it to be used as a storage formation, that would be outside my role as 
Minister for Mines and Petroleum, and there may be consequences. But proposed section 69H is about revoking 
the declaration using a set of fundamental suitability determinants that, from a geological point of view, it is an 
unsuitable formation. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I thank the minister for that response but it seems odd to me that on the one hand, yes, 
the minister has the power to issue the title, but on the other hand he cannot revoke it once he has issued it, even 
though the reasons might be other than technical reasons. They might be similar to the example that I referred to 
before. Why would it be the case that the minister could not revoke the title for other reasons, given that the 
minister is the person who has issued it in the first place? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: We are not talking about the title; we are talking about just the formation itself. In this 
case we would have determined that it is a formation, and then for geological reasons, because of new 
information perhaps, we decided that, no, it is not a suitable formation. That proposed section is simply talking 
about the formation in force.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: I want to go back to the response that the minister gave me about the authority by which 
the current South West Hub is conducting certain works. The minister commented that the authority lies with the 
Mining Act. If I were to make an application under the freedom of information process, would I be able to find 
an application that has been suitably approved for this project or is it just relying on the authority? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The Mining Act allows the collection of geological and geophysical data for anything 
people want to do. There is a letter from the Geological Survey section of the Department of Mines and 
Petroleum to allow the collection of geological and geophysical data for the South West Hub. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: Just to clarify, there been no application under the Mining Act—is that correct? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The authority is there; it is not an application. Therefore, the authority is in force for the 
collection of both geological and geophysical data under the Mining Act. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: Could the minister please explain to me the difference between mining and the extraction 
of petroleum and geothermal energy? How is it that the government is applying to graft this legislation to the 
Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Resources Act, yet it is already using authority under the Mining Act? That 
being the case, what is the purpose of this bill, if the government already has the authority to do so? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: As I said, under the Mining Act we can collect data for seismic surveys.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: For the purpose of mining?  
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Mr W.R. MARMION: No, we can use the Mining Act to gather data. Any geological data is useful for mining. 
When any drilling is done in Western Australia the data is collected by the Geological Survey of Western 
Australia. It is of great value to Western Australia. In that particular project, which could turn into a 
geosequestration project, but it may not, the data being collected is of immense value to Western Australia. 
Under the Mining Act people who are drilling are required to furnish their drilling logs and cores so that 
information is available to anyone in Western Australia who may want to invest or take the risk of exploring for 
minerals. The Mining Act provides the authority for anyone to do exploration, and that is what is happening.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: I do not follow the minister in that respect, but we will move on because I have it on the 
record.  

Potentially, this legislation could be used to pump water into the ground. Given the minister was previously 
Minister for Water, the number one greenhouse gas on the planet is water vapour. Potentially water vapour could 
be compressed into a liquid and pumped into the ground under this legislation. Yes, or no? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Is the member talking about the Mining Act?  

Mr M.J. Cowper: No; this bill.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: This bill is about CO2   

Mr M.J. Cowper: No it is about greenhouse gas.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, greenhouse gas. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: If we google greenhouse gas, the number one greenhouse gas is water vapour.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: The definition of greenhouse gas for the purpose of this bill, is predominantly CO2  That 
is what we are talking about here.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: Potentially, given water is a greenhouse gas, it could not be pumped into the ground, nor 
could nitrous oxide, CFCs or whatever the other greenhouse gases are.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: The answer is no. The definition on page 6 reads — 

Greenhouse gas substance or GHG means — 

(a) carbon dioxide, whether in a gaseous or liquid state; or 

(b)  a prescribed greenhouse gas, whether in a gaseous or liquid state; or  

(c) a mixture of any or all of the following substances — 

(i)  carbon dioxide, whether in a gaseous or liquid state; 

(ii) one or more prescribed greenhouse gases, whether in a gaseous or liquid 
state; 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I am not sure that that has clarified it; I think the minister has confirmed it.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I probably have a couple more questions on 69JA, but I might skip to proposed section 
69JE “Requirements for application” at line 11 on page 96. I refer first to paragraph (1)(b), which reads in 
part — 

must be accompanied by a written report that sets out — 

(i) the applicant’s modelling of the behaviour of the greenhouse gas substance 
injected into the identified GHG storage formation;  

Given that the minister only requires the applicant to provide information will they have to provide testing of the 
model to make sure there is some third party examination of the modelling or will the minister accept their 
modelling of the behaviour of the GHG?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: The detail on what is required for the modelling will be specified in the regulations.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Will that be the case for the issues that are raised in proposed section 69JE(1)(c)? In 
answering that could the minister advise whether they will have to specify any potential problems they believe 
exist in the behaviour of the GHG once injected? Will the minister specify what they have to report on? I would 
be relaxed about the idea there will be additional requirements specified in regulations, as the minister advised 
with proposed section 69JE(2)(b). That would be very helpful. If that is the case will the minister ask them what 
they expect to be the likely problems with their expectations for the behaviour of the GHG when injected?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, they will have to provide a full risk assessment of the project, including any risk 
areas. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Will that be in the regulations?  
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Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, and proposed subsection (1)(c) covers some of that.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I refer to proposed section 69JJ, “Content of pre-certificate notice”. Proposed 
subsection (1)(b) reads — 

set out an estimate of the total costs and expenses of carrying out the programme; and  

That is the program that is set out in (1)(a). Proposed subsection (2) states — 

The amount of the security is to equal the estimate referred to in subsection (1)(b).  

That is the security they have to provide to the government. Proposed section 69JQ(3) states — 

The total of the costs and expenses recoverable subsection (2) must not exceed estimate set out in the 
pre-certificate notice. 

The applicant sets out the maximum liability under the act, so it appears that the state’s recovery of cost is 
limited to the estimate set down in the pre-certificate notice, and the amount of the security which is provided at 
proposed section 69JJ(2) is equal to the estimate, and the estimate is provided by the applicant. It seems a strange 
arrangement that the applicant gets to choose the maximum liability under the arrangement.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: Hang on, no; you have to make sure you’re not talking at cross-purposes here.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If I am talking at cross-purposes, please correct me—I had a light bulb moment earlier 
on.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: We are jumping so many clauses. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, I know. Yes, we are, minister, but that is because that is the way the bill has been 
presented to us. The minister cannot complain about that because I did not write the bill, I am only trying to read 
it. So, if the minister can show me where I might be at cross-purposes; the minister has done it already once 
tonight. The minister pointed out to me that I had missed the fact that one provision was about land and one was 
a provision about the sea. If I am wrong again, please tell me. Because it does appear that the applicant gets to 
choose the amount of the maximum liability. I am not going to go on right now, but during the third reading 
debate we will talk about this issue. Am I right? If I am not right —  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I am actually seeing that proposed section 69JJ is about setting out the estimated total 
costs of carrying out the program of monitoring, and I am seeing that the member has jumped way up to 
proposed section 69JQ, which refers to the recovery of the state’s costs and expenses. I am just trying to relate 
the two different things, one being an estimate of the total cost of expenses of carrying out the monitoring of it 
after the pre-certificate notice, and this proposed section 69JQ—the member has jumped way ahead—is all about 
recovery of the state’s costs and expenses. I am just trying to see how the member is relating the two.  
Mr W.J. Johnston: Remember, minister, that we are actually talking about the one clause because we are 
talking about the clause of the bill. We are proposing a new section 69JQ. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, but this is the whole operation of it. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Yes, I know. Proposed 69JQ(3) reads — 

The total of the costs and expenses recoverable under subsection (2) — 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Of proposed section 69JQ. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Yes — 

must not exceed the estimate set out in the pre-certificate notice. 
Proposed section 69JJ sets out the content of the pre-certificate notice. So, if proposed section 69JQ refers to a 
pre-certificate notice, the contents of which are specified by proposed section 69JJ, and proposed section 69JJ 
reads that the estimate of the total cost of carrying out the program is at paragraph (b), and the amount of the 
security is not to exceed that — 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Let us say, for instance, that that could be $10 million. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Yes. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: So, if proposed section 69JJ(b) comes up with a figure of $10 million — 
Mr W.J. Johnston: And proposed subsection (2) reads — 

The amount of the security is to equal the estimate referred to in subsection (1)(b). 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: And then proposed section 69JQ(3) reads — 

The total of the costs and expenses recoverable under subsection (2) must not exceed the estimate set 
out in the pre-certificate notice. 
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Mr W.R. MARMION: Well, if the total is $10 million — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Yes, but it could be a pittance. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: No, that is the total cost and expenses of carrying out the monitoring program; verifying 
that there is monitoring of the formation. The $10 million is the total cost of doing the whole project, and if 
something goes wrong why would more than the total cost of doing the project be needed? 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Who knows, because something went wrong? It could need $50 million; it could need 
$500 million. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The explanation is that in order to, I guess, minimise the risk, an estimate must be 
provided. They will have to be pretty careful in terms of coming up with the estimate in that, as the member 
says, because of proposed section 69JQ that cannot be exceeded. So in terms of coming up with an estimate, they 
have to make sure they have, sort of, a good estimate. Why would that be done? It might be done that so that the 
proponent has some indication of the quantum of the risk in case the estimate is $1 000 million instead of 
$10 million.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It does seem odd, but I will not labour the point. I know that my colleague has some 
further questions. There are always questions about “permanent”. 

I refer to proposed section 69JR, “Closure assurance period”. What is the minister’s understanding of the term 
“significant risk”? Proposed paragraph (c) specifies — 

on a day (the decision day) that is at least 15 years after the issue of the site closing certificate, the 
Minister is satisfied that — 

It then lists the five conditions. It goes on to state —  

the Minister may, by instrument in writing, declare that the period — 

(d) beginning at the end of the cessation day; and 

(e) ending at the end of the decision day,  

is the closure assurance period in relation to the formation for the purposes of this Act. 

The term “significant risk” has been used three times in this proposed section in proposed subparagraphs (ii), 
(iii) and (iv). What does the minister envisage by the use of the term “significant risk”? I know that this is the 
sort of issue that the member for Murray–Wellington and the member for Bunbury have raised. What does the 
minister foresee as a significant risk? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: It is sort of defined. I know the member will probably come back on this, but proposed 
subparagraph (ii) states — 

there is no significant risk that a greenhouse gas substance injected into the formation will have a 
significant adverse impact on the geotechnical integrity of the whole or a part of a geological formation 
or geological structure; … 

The term “significant risk” is as defined—that is, that the greenhouse gas substance injected into the formation 
will not have any significant adverse impact on the geotechnical integrity of the whole or a part of that 
formation. That is the definition of “significant risk” in proposed subparagraph (ii). Proposed subparagraph (iii) 
states — 

there is no significant risk that a greenhouse gas substance injected into the formation will have a 
significant adverse impact on the environment; … 

That is a pretty broad statement. The next one is a fairly important one. Proposed subparagraph (iv) states — 

there is no significant risk that a greenhouse gas substance injected into the formation will have a 
significant adverse impact on human health or safety; … 

The bill guides the reader through the meaning of the term “significant risk” in each of those situations. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The problem I have is not with what the significant risk relates to, which is clearly 
outlined in the words after that term. What is the threshold for a significant risk as opposed to any other type of 
risk? That is really the question I am asking. I am happy to hear an answer to that question. What makes it a 
significant risk as opposed to any risk? It is like the difference between beyond a reasonable doubt and on the 
balance of probabilities. Is that what we are saying? Is the position being put that on the balance of probabilities 
the risk is not there or is it that there is a risk but it is not a huge risk?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: The position being put gets back to the 99.9 per cent over 1 000 years risk, which is 
international standards. That is the risk they are looking at. I point out that this is similar wording to the 
commonwealth legislation.  
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Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I refer to proposed section 69JR, “Closure assurance period”, and the use of the site 
closing certificate. This will flow into proposed section 69JS as well. I understand that a site closing certificate 
could be called a pending certificate because it means that the site is not yet closed. During that time, we are 
determining what the level of liability is. I assume that is based on the value of the tonnage of carbon 
sequestered; am I right in that?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I do not follow the question. Can I get further clarification on what liability the member 
is talking about?  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: The way I read this is that the site closing certificate is issued on the basis that works 
need to take place to ensure that carbon being sequestered in this geological formation is solid and will not leak 
out. It is open to the minister to determine how long that can be, but the minister can take at least 15 years to 
determine that the geological formation is solid. During that time there is the possibility of a leakage. There is 
potential that someone will have to pick up the cost of that leakage. I understand that cost would be the tonnes of 
CO2 stored multiplied by the value of a tonne of carbon when that leakage might happen. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The liability is what damage it would cause. If there is an issue and it causes a 
detrimental effect to a property or whatever, a liability is incurred. It could be anything, depending on the 
damage. The liability could not be defined until it was known what it was. The liability has nothing to do with 
how much gas is stored in the formation.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: We need to be really clear about this. The damage that would be caused from a leak 
would be the damage to Australia’s greenhouse gas emission commitments. I think it will be a tough job, but let 
us hope we can calculate the extent of the leakage. Let us say it is 100 million tonnes. Those are the sorts of 
amounts we are talking about—100 million tonnes. We would have to look on the world market at the time of 
the leakage to find out what the value per tonne is—and there we would have our liability figure. I am struggling 
to understand how the minister would be able to anticipate that liability when in all likelihood the value would be 
determined by a floating market price. I wonder if included in this legislation should be some reference to futures 
markets that already exist, but a futures market that would enable someone—it could be the state or it could be 
the proponent—to hedge against fluctuations in the market price of carbon should a leakage occur.   

Mr W.R. MARMION: Any liability, however the member wants to define it, is still the responsibility of the 
proponent. The proponent has whatever liability judged. Indeed, if it obtains a significant financial benefit out of 
sequestering CO2 into the formation and some of that CO2 escapes, it has to rectify that situation. It is up to the 
proponents. Otherwise they will not get a closure certificate.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: Minister, is any work being done around the cost of capturing carbon, say, from Griffin 
Coal, compressing it, transmitting it and injecting?  

The SPEAKER: Member, what section are you referring to?  

Mr M.J. COWPER: I am referring to this very one about the indemnity against the liability if it escapes. What I 
am getting at is the cost of the CO2 is such that there will be some sort of liability cost. We really need the real 
cost of the CO2 inasmuch as to capture it, compress it, make it into a liquid form, transmit it, store it, pump it and 
retain it underground will be a cost. There will also be energy use to do that. I am keen to know whether any 
modelling has been done on the potential cost of doing such a thing and pumping it in a pipeline some 100 
kilometres or so.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: There very well could be. This bill is not about capturing CO2. This bill is just about 
setting up a framework. As I have said before, this is about a formation under the ground suitable for storing 
CO2. All the financial liability around that will be up to the proponent and the market of the day will determine 
whether it is viable or not. It has nothing to do with determining the cost of capturing it. That is up to the 
proponent, whoever it is. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I think the minister may have missed where I am going. There has to be a cost of putting it 
underground. There has to be a figure put around it. It is not just done for 3c a tonne. There would be real costs 
to put it underground. If there is a liability to rectify that situation, there would also be a cost. How does the 
minister arrive at what the liability cost would be? This is referring to this particular section of this clause.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: The member has mixed up two things. Obviously, everything has a cost. This has 
nothing to do with the state government. It is the proponent. If the proponent wants to store CO2 in a formation, 
they will do the economic sums and if it does not work out—indeed, if it is only a $3 saving per tonne—they will 
not do it. My understanding is it has to be around $80 a tonne for it to be worthwhile.  

Mr M.J. Cowper: That is what I am trying to get at.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: That has nothing to do with this bill. This is only about putting up a framework. If the 
private sector so chooses—we will not be dictating—someone might want to do it for $3. A benevolent person 
may want to do it because they do not like CO2 and they might just want to put it in the ground. That is their 
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choice. It would be a very costly exercise. This bill is not about the economics of it. It is about having the 
framework in place so that if someone wants to put CO2 in the ground, they put it in safely and it will not escape 
and cause damage to the environment. This is what this bill is about. After this bill goes through, very detailed 
regulations will be put in place and anyone who puts up a project will have to have it assessed by the 
Environmental Protection Authority to ensure there will be no damage to the environment. We do not want all 
the risks that could possibly happen. We do not want any aquifers to be destroyed. We do not want pristine 
agricultural land to be destroyed. If there was a risk of that, the EPA would not approve it and my department 
probably would not approve it either. All these risk mitigation measures need to be in place, including the fact 
that the formation is totally confined so that there is 99.9 per cent chance that over 1 000 years there will not be 
any leaks.  

Clause put and passed.  
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr J.H.D. Day (Leader of the House). 

House adjourned at 10.45 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

284. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 
(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

285. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 

(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

286. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 
(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 
Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

287. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Police; Road Safety; Small Business; Women’s Interests: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 
(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 
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Mrs L.M. Harvey replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

288. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 

(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

291. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the Minister 
for State Development: 

In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 

(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

292. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Tourism: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Deputy Premier what is the total full time equivalent allocation in 
each of the following years: 

(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

WA PLANNING COMMISSION — PROPERTIES OWNED 

293. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the 299 properties owned by the Western Australian Planning Commission, as outlined in Question on 
Notice No. 7127 answered on 19 March 2012, and the fact that the total revenue of the rental portfolio is 
$5.455 million per annum, and I ask: 

(a) what is the location of each of these properties; and 

(b) what is the financial amount being raised from each individual property? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  [See paper 473.] 
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(b)  As at 30 June 2013 the WAPC owns 58 commercial properties generating $1,938,662.90 in rent, 
and 227 residential properties raising $4,026,900. 

PLANNING — DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT PANELS 

294. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to Question on Notice No. 8843 answered on 6 November 2012, and ask: 

(a) has the Minister received the review report of Development Assessment Panels, and if so, will the 
Minister release the report? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  A report on the review of the Development Assessment Panels will be released as part of the public 

consultation program on Planning Reform Phase Two, which is expected to commence within the 
coming months. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

298. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Premier: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Premier what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of the 
following years: 

(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
(a)–(f)  Information relating to the number of employees in each agency is contained in annual reports. 

Annual reporting obligations are specified in the Public Sector Management Act 1994 (PSMA), 
Financial Management Act 2006, Treasurer’s Instructions, other legislation, Cabinet decisions, other 
Government policy statements and Public Sector Commission Circulars.  This includes the number of 
employees in each entity. Departments, sub-departments and statutory authorities are required by the 
Financial Management Act 2006 under Part 5 to prepare annual reports for Parliament, which is an 
important aspect in ensuring financial and performance accountability to Parliament. 

Other agencies and government trading enterprises that are not subject to the Financial Management 
Act 2006 are required to prepare annual reports for Parliament in accordance with their enabling 
legislation. 

Annual reports for departments, agencies and government trading enterprises are publically available 
through each entity’s website. 

The Public Sector Commission also publishes a State of the Sector Report which includes the profile 
and structure of the Western Australian public sector. This is tabled in Parliament and is available on 
the Public Sector Commission website. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

300. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 

(a) could the Minister provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Minister for 
each respective department, agency or government-owned corporation the Minister is responsible for; 

(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 

(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 

(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 
of the department, agency or government–owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 

(e) could the Minster table a copy of each communication agreement? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)–(c)   [See paper 494.] 
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(d)  Conservation Commission of Western Australia, National Trust of Australia (WA), Marine Parks & 
Reserves.   

(e)   Yes [See paper 494.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

301. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 

(a) could the Minister provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Minister for 
each respective department, agency or government–owned corporation the Minister is responsible for; 

(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 

(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 

(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 
of the department, agency or government–owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 

(e) could the Minster table a copy of each communication agreement? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Department for Communities 

(a)  28 March 2013 

(b)  Hon Tony Simpson MLA, Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and Volunteering; Youth 
and Jenni Perkins, Director General, Department for Communities 

(c)  Jenni Perkins, Director General and/or Betty O’Brian, Manager Strategic and Executive Services, 
Office of the Director General 

(d)  Not applicable 
(e)  [See paper 502.] 

Department Local Government 

(a)  6 May 2013 

(b)  Hon Tony Simpson MLA, Minister for Local Government, Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth and Ms Jennifer Mathews, Director General, Department of Local Government 

(c)  Ms Vicki Kelly, Director, Executive Services, Department of Local Government 

(d)  Not applicable 

(e)  [See paper 502.] 

 Metropolitan Cemeteries Board 

(a)  4 April 2013 
(b)  Hon Tony Simpson MLA and Peter Deague Chief Executive Officer MCB 
(c)  Peter Deague Chief Executive Officer. 
(d)  Not applicable. 

(e)  [See paper 502.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

303. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 
(a) could the Minister provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Minister for 

each respective department, agency or government–owned corporation the Minister is responsible for; 
(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 
(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 

(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 
of the department, agency or government–owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 
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(e) could the Minster table a copy of each communication agreement? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
Department of Sport and Recreation 

(a)  4 July 2013 

(b)  Hon TK Waldron, Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming 
Mr Ronald Alexander, Director General, Department of Sport and Recreation 

(c)  Mr Ronald Alexander, Director General, Department of Sport and Recreation 

(d)  See (a) 

Department of Racing Gaming and Liquor 

(a)  4 July 2013 

(b)  Hon TK Waldron, Minister for Sport and Recreation Racing and Gaming 
Mr Barry Sargeant, Director General, Department of Racing and Gaming 

(c)  Mr Barry Sargeant, Director General, Department of Racing and Gaming 

(d)  See (a) 

WA Sports Centre Trust trading as VenuesWest 

(a)  4 July 2013 

(b)  Hon TK Waldron, Minister for Sport and Recreation, Racing and Gaming  
Mr David Etherton, Chief Executive Officer, VenuesWest 

(c)  Mr David Etherton, Chief Executive Officer, VenuesWest 

(d)  See (a) 

(e)  [See paper 491.] for Communication agreements between the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing 
and Gaming and the 

Department of Sport and Recreation 

Department of Racing and Gaming 

WA Sports Centre Trust trading as VenuesWest 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

306. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Mental Health; Disability 
Services; Child Protection: 

I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 

(a) could the Minister provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Minister for 
each respective department, agency or government–owned corporation the Minister is responsible for; 

(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 

(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 

(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 
of the department, agency or government–owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 

(e) could the Minster table a copy of each communication agreement? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
(a)  Department of Health — 18th April 2013 

Disability Services Commission — 23rd April 2013 
Department for Child Protection and Family Support — 22nd April 2013 
Mental Health Commission — 18th May 2013 
Drug and Alcohol Office — 26th June 2013 

(b)  Department of Health: 

Dr D Russell–Weisz 
Hon Helen Morton MLC 
Ms Andrea Mitchell MLA 
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Disability Services Commission: 

Dr Ron Chalmers 
Hon Helen Morton MLC 
Ms Andrea Mitchell MLA 

Department for Child Protection and Family Support: 

Mr Terry Murphy 
Hon Helen Morton MLC 
Ms Andrea Mitchell MLA 

Mental Health Commission: 

Mr Eddie Bartnik 
Hon Helen Morton MLC 
Ms Andrea Mitchell MLA 

Drug and Alcohol Office: 

Mr Neil Guard 
Hon Helen Morton MLC 
Ms Andrea Mitchell MLA 

(c)  Department of Health — Acting Director General, Professor Bryant Stokes 
Disability Services Commission — Director General, Dr Ron Chalmers 
Department for Child Protection and Family Support — Director General, Mr Terry Murphy 
Mental Health Commission — Commissioner, Mr Eddie Bartnik 
Drug and Alcohol Office — Executive Director, Mr Neil Guard 

(d)  As at 7 June 2013 a communications agreement had not been signed with the Drug and Alcohol Office.  

(e)  Yes. [See paper 504.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

307. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 

(a) could the Minister provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Minister for 
each respective department, agency or government–owned corporation the Minister is responsible for; 

(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 
(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 
(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 

of the department, agency or government–owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 

(e) could the Minster table a copy of each communication agreement? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  [See paper 487.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

309. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 

(a) could the Minister provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Minister for 
each respective department, agency or government–owned corporation the Minister is responsible for; 

(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 

(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 

(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 
of the department, agency or government–owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 

(e) could the Minster table a copy of each communication agreement? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  [See paper 474.] 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

310. Mr M. McGowan to the Treasurer; Minister for Transport; Fisheries: 
I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 

(a) could the Treasurer provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Treasurer for 
each respective department, agency or government–owned corporation the Treasurer is responsible for; 

(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 

(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 

(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 
of the department, agency or government–owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 

(e) could the Treasurer table a copy of each communication agreement? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
(a)  15 May 2013 

(b)  Lyndon Rowe, Greg Watkinson, Troy Buswell; Colin Murphy; Timothy Marney; Rod Whithear; 
Timothy Marney; Howard Rosario; Reece Waldock; Stuart Smith  

(c)  Lyndon Rowe; Colin Murphy; Timothy Marney; Rod Whithear; Timothy Marney; Howard Rosario; 
Reece Waldock; Stuart Smith 

(d)  No 

(e)  Yes [See paper 466.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

312. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 

(a) could the Minister provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Minister for 
each respective department, agency or government–owned corporation the Minister is responsible for; 

(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 

(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 

(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 
of the department, agency or government–owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 

(e) could the Minster table a copy of each communication agreement? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Gascoyne Development Commission 

(a)  19 June 2013 

(b) Stephen Webster, Chief Executive Officer and Hon Brendon Grylls MLA 

(c) Stephen Webster 

(d) Yes, Gascoyne Development Commission 

(e) Yes [See paper 467.] 

Goldfields Esperance Development Commission 

(a) 19 June 2013 

(b) Robert Hicks, Chief Executive Officer and Hon Brendon Grylls MLA 

(c) Robert Hicks 

(d) Yes, Goldfields–Esperance Development Commission 

(e) Yes [See paper 467.] 

Great Southern Development Commission 

(a) 19 June 2013 
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(b) Bruce Manning, Chief Executive Officer and Hon Brendon Grylls MLA 

(c) Bruce Manning  

(d) Yes, Great Southern Development Commission 

(e) Yes [See paper 467.] 

Kimberley Development Commission 

(a) 19 June 2013  

(b) Jeff Gooding, Chief Executive Officer and Hon Brendon Grylls MLA 

(c) Jeff Gooding 

(d) Yes, Kimberley Development Commission  

(e) Yes [See paper 467.] 

 LandCorp 

(a) 19 June 2013  

(b) Ross Holt, Chief Executive Officer and Hon Brendon Grylls MLA 

(c) Ross Holt 

(d) Yes, LandCorp 

(e) Yes [See paper 467.] 

Landgate 

(a) 19 June 2013 

(b) Ian Hyde, Acting Chief Executive Officer and Hon Brendon Grylls MLA 

(c) Ian Hyde  

(d) Yes, Landgate 

(e) Yes [See paper 467.] 

Department of Regional Development and Lands 

(a) 19 June 2013 

(b) Paul Rosair, Director General and Hon Brendon Grylls MLA 

(c) Paul Rosair 

(d) Yes, Department of Regional Development and Lands 

(e) Yes [See paper 467.]  

Mid West Development Commission 

(a) 19 June 2013 
(b) Gavin Treasure, Chief Executive Officer and Hon Brendon Grylls MLA 
(c) Gavin Treasure 
(d) Yes, Mid West Development Commission 

(e) Yes [See paper 467.] 

Peel Development Commission 

(a) 19 June 2013 
(b) Mellisa Teede, Chief Executive Officer and Hon Brendon Grylls MLA 
(c) Mellisa Teede 
(d) Yes, Peel Development Commission 
(e) Yes [See paper 467.] 

Pilbara Development Commission 

(a) 19 June 2013 

(b) Dr Ken King, Chief Executive Officer and Hon Brendon Grylls MLA  

(c) Dr Ken King 



2684 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 6 August 2013] 

 

(d) Yes, Pilbara Development Commission  

(e) Yes [See paper 467.] 

South West Development Commission 

(a) 19 June 2013 

(b) Don Punch, Chief Executive Officer and Hon Brendon Grylls MLA 

(c) Don Punch 

(d) Yes, South West Development Commission 

(e) Yes [See paper 467.] 

Wheatbelt Development Commission 

(a) 19 June 2013 

(b) Wendy Newman, Chief Executive Officer and Hon Brendon Grylls MLA 

(c) Wendy Newman 

(d) Yes, Wheatbelt Development Commission 

(e) Yes [See paper 467.] 

STATE LIBRARY — ITEMS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

315. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
Can the Minister advise of any unexpected items of significance that have been purchased by the State Library 
since October 2012, and what are those items? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
The State Library purchases heritage items from individuals, organisations and through sales and auctions from 
Antiquarian Dealers. As unique items the Library does not always know when they will be offered for sale. The 
Library assesses items made available for sale against the Collection Development Policy. 

The following items of significance have been purchased since October 2012:  

Louise Whelan Collection (May 2013): 87 digital images of immigrant communities in Western Australia 
including Congolese, Sierra Leone, Vietnamese, Rwandan, Senegalese, Sudanese and Sikh communities. The 
collection also includes photographs of the Edmund Rice Centre, Mirrabooka and Perth people involved in the 
Rockabilly scene. 

Images of contemporary Perth (June 2013): Collection of 235 digital images of contemporary Perth, Fremantle 
and country towns, purchased from documentary photographer, Philip Gostelow. Images include new building 
works and development in Perth, iconic Fremantle scenes, portraits of key WA leaders, State Election day, 
country towns, and family life. 

The State Library completed the planned purchase of the Mary Anne Friend Diary in October 2012. The diary 
includes one of the few eye-witness accounts of the establishment of the Swan River settlements at Fremantle 
and Perth in early 1830. It is illustrated with Mary Ann’s sketches and contains three watercolours of Fremantle 
which are some of the earliest images depicting this settlement. 

PERTH THEATRE TRUST — TICKETING SERVICE 

316. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
(1) Since September 2012 when Ticketek was appointed the new ticketing service provider for Perth 

Theatre Trust venues, can the Minister advise if any patrons who had BOCS tickets were affected by 
the changeover, and if so, how many? 

(2) Did the systems experience any duplication of service during the changeover, and if so, were duplicated 
tickets honoured? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(1)  All patrons accessed their performances during the changeover using BOCS tickets 

(2)  There was no duplication of service. BOCS ceased selling close of business 15 September 2012 and 
Ticketek commenced selling 17 September 2012. In the transition of information to the Ticketek 
system, some seats were marked available to sell but had been previously sold by BOCS. This was 
human error and all tickets were honoured. 
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ELIZABETH QUAY — ARTWORK 

317. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
In regard to the Perth Waterfront Project, I ask: 

(a) can the Minister advise if any artists have been selected to work with the design team; 

(b) if yes to (a) who are the artists that have been selected; 

(c) has a Manager Contractor for Public Art been appointed to the site; 

(d) if no to (c), why not; and 

(e) if yes to (c), who has been appointed, what are the terms of the appointment and what will be the 
remuneration for the position? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  Yes 

(b)  Western Australian artists Stuart Green and Anne Neil have been involved in the early planning stages 
of the Elizabeth Quay project. 

(c)  No 

(d)  A Manager Contractor for Public Art is not required at this stage 

(e)  Not applicable. 

PERTH CONCERT HALL — MAINTENANCE 

318. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
With regard to maintenance at the Perth Concert Hall, I ask: 

(a) when will the chiller units at the Perth Concert Hall be replaced; 

(b) have tenders for this project been advertised; 

(c) if no to (b), when will they be advertised; and 

(d) if yes to (b): 

(i) has a tender been accepted; 

(ii) by which company; and 

(iii) at what cost? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  Replacement has commenced. Practical completion of all works is scheduled for 30 August 2013.   

(b)  Yes 

(c)  Not applicable 

(d)  (i)  Yes 
(ii)  AMS Service and Maintenance Pty Ltd 
(iii)  $837,870 including GST. This cost is shared equally between the Perth Theatre Trust and the 

City of Perth. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — LIBRARY SERVICE 

319. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
(1) In relation to each department or agency within the Minister’s responsibility that have an internal 

library service, can the Minister advise: 

(a) what is the name of the department or agency; 

(b) how many staff are employed at the library of the department or agency; and 

(c) what is the budget allocation for the library: 

(i) in the current financial year; and 
(ii) in the 2013–2014 state budget? 

(2) Will each of the department or agency libraries remain fully operational during the coming financial 
year? 
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(3) If no to (2): 

(a) in which department or agency will there be a change; 

(b) what is the nature of the change; and 

(c) why is the change occurring? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Department of Planning 
(1) (a)  Department of Planning 

(b)  Two Full Time Equivalent staff members 
(c) (i)–(ii)  The library is included as part of the broader Department of Planning budget. 

(2)  Operational requirements are the responsibility of the Department of Planning; I am advised by the 
Department of Planning that there is every expectation that the internal library service will continue 
in 2013–14. 

(3) (a)–(c)  Not applicable 

Department of Culture and The Arts 

(1) (a)  Western Australian Museum 

(b)  Two staff; 
One Librarian Level SC1 (1.0 FTE) 

One Library Information Officer Level 2 (0.5 FTE) 

(c)  (i)  $160,559 
(ii)  $188,193.00 (projected) 

(2)  Operational requirements are the responsibility of the Western Australian Museum and depend on 
business outcomes within available budgets.  

(3) (a)–(c)  Not applicable. 

Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority 

(1)–(3)  Not applicable. 

Landcorp  

(1)–(3)  Not applicable. 

CULTURE AND THE ARTS — HOUSEHOLD EXPENDITURE 

320. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
(1) Can the Minister advise how much of Western Australian’s household expenditure is, or was, being 

spent on cultural goods and services in: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 
(b) 2012 to date? 

(2) With reference to (1) above, can the Minister advise how much of spending is attributed to: 

(a) pay television (TV) fees; 
(b) books; and 
(c) in-home entertainment (including TV)? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(1)–(2) This information is collected via the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) Household Expenditure 

Survey. This survey is conducted every five years and the most recent data available is for the 
years 2009–10. 

The ABS Household Expenditure Survey is available from — 
http://abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/productsbytitle/45244540252D2FDDCA25710800769AD8?OpenD
ocument 

HEARING DISABILITY — SMART PHONE APPLICATION 

322. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
I refer to people with hearing disabilities attending exhibitions, and ask: 

http://abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/productsbytitle/45244540252D2FDDCA25710800769AD8?OpenDocument
http://abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/productsbytitle/45244540252D2FDDCA25710800769AD8?OpenDocument
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(a) since its availability how many people have downloaded the smart-phone application to assist people 
who are deaf or hard of hearing,; 

(b) what was the cost of developing the application; 

(c) who developed the application; and 

(d) what, if any, feedback has been received on the application? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  According to the Western Australian Museum website statistics, 33 people downloaded the smart phone 

application.  

(b)  $3,700 (ex GST) as part of the Unveiled exhibition budget. 

(c)  Australian Communication Exchange Limited. 

(d)  The Western Australian Museum recently launched a new Disability and Access Inclusion Plan and has 
been piloting a number of initiatives to improve access for the deaf community. As well as the Auslan 
application for Unveiled, live Auslan interpretation was provided for two public lectures associated with 
Secrets of the Afterlife exhibition from the British Museum. Although no specific feedback was 
received regarding the smart phone application overall feedback from the Western Australian Deaf 
Society regarding such initiatives has been positive. 

CULTURE AND THE ARTS — FUNDING 

325. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
Of Western Australia’s 49 funded arts organisations, can the Minister advise how many are funded, or what 
proportion of funds are received: 

(a) directly from the state budget; 

(b) from the Royalties for Regions Program; and 

(c) from tourism? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(c)  All recurrent funding is provided directly from the State budget through the Department of Culture and 

the Arts. In addition to core funding, organisations may on occasion receive specific program or project 
funding through Royalties for Regions or Eventscorp. 

CULTURE AND THE ARTS — FUNDING 

327. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
With regards to funding for theatre groups, can the Minister advise: 

(a) how many applications for funds from the funding pool of $380,000 have been received; 

(b) what genre of arts have applied for this funding; 

(c) how many theatre groups have applied for funding; 

(d) how many writers applied for funding; 

(e) how many film producers applied for funding; 

(f) how many theatre producers applied for funding; and 

(g) which individuals made up, or are making up, the independent panel to assess applications (referred to 
in the media release)? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  27 

(b)  Theatre 

(c)  20 

(d)  Seven 

(e)  Nil 

(f)  One, as part of a theatre group included in (c) 

(g)  Ms Fiona Winning, Head of Programming, Sydney Festival 
Ms Joanne Duffy, outgoing Artistic Director, Tasmania’s 10 Days on the Island Festival 
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Mr Jonathon Holloway, Festival Director, Perth International Arts Festival 
Ms Jansis O’Hanlon, Chief Executive Officer, Varuna Writers Centre, New South Wales 
Mr Tim Roseman, Artistic Director, Playwriting Australia, New South Wales 

CULTURE AND THE ARTS — EMPLOYMENT 

329. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
I refer to employment and work in the Department of Culture and the Arts, and ask: 

(a) how many people are/were employed under the category of cultural employment, this being their main 
occupation for the periods: 

(i) 2011–2012; and 
(ii) 2012 to date; 

(b) how many people undertook volunteer work in arts organisations in: 

(i) 2011–2012; and 
(ii) 2012 to date; and 

(c) of the people employed in the cultural industry, can the Minister table a breakdown of how many are 
employed by: 

(i) state government; 
(ii) local government; 
(iii) the private sector; and 
(iv) state subsidised arts companies or grantees? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  (i)–(ii)  Cultural employment figures for Western Australia in the week prior to the 2011 Census are 

available in the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) report Employment in Culture, 
Australia, 2011 available from http://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/mf/6273.0.  

(b)  (i)–(ii)  This information is collected via the ABS Voluntary Work Survey. The most recent available 
data is from the survey conducted in 2010. The report Voluntary Work, Australia, 2010 is 
available from — 

 http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/DetailsPage/4441.02010?OpenDocument. 

(c)  (i)  The Department of Culture and the Arts and its Portfolio agencies employed 713 people 
(602.31 full time equivalent staff) as at 28 March 2013. 

(ii)–(iv)  This information is not available. Employment in the cultural industry is not identified in three 
tiers of government for state, local and private sector.  The ABS Employment in Culture, 
Australia, 2011 report only identifies state totals.  

CULTURE AND THE ARTS — GRANT ALLOCATIONS 

330. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
In July 2012 a grant allocation initiative was implemented to assist fundraising for Western Australian digital 
projects. Can the Minister advise: 

(a) how many grant applications have been received since July 2012; 

(b) which individuals or organisations have applied for grants since July 2012; and 

(c) which individuals or organisations have received grants since July 2012? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  There were 35 applications received for the 3 to 1 Digital Crowdfunding Initiative.  

(b)  The 29 filmakers selected to run crowdfunding campaigns are listed at 
http://www.pozible.com/collection/detail/25. ScreenWest is unable to divulge the applicants that were 
not supported as it may hamper their chances of attracting other financial support. 

(c)  Of the 29 filmmakers who were selected to run crowdfunding campaigns, the following five individuals 
and/or companies received grants under this initiative:  

 

 Individual/Company Name Project Name 
1 DavisonBros. Productions Edison: Adventures in Power 
2 Meaning Maker Factory293 

http://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/mf/6273.0
http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/DetailsPage/4441.02010?OpenDocument
http://www.pozible.com/collection/detail/25
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3 Tino Films Pty Ltd Greenfield 
4 Tango Underpants Pty Ltd Tango Underpants 
5 Paul Komadina, Natalie Lewis Zac and Me 

CULTURE AND THE ARTS — TOURISM EVENTS 

331. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
(1) In reference to the term “cultural tourism” can the Minister advise what events or activities have 

attracted tourism to Western Australia for the period: 

(a) 2011/12; and 
(b) 2012 to date? 

(2) What has been the involvement of EventsCorp in any of these activities? 

(3) What other organisations have been involved in any of these activities? 

(4) What steps is the Minister taking to make sure that his departments or agencies are promoting cultural 
tourism, to add value and returns to the cultural products available in Western Australia to maintain 
their economic viability? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Art Gallery of Western Australia 

(1)  In each of the financial years specified the Art Gallery of Western Australia presented 8 different 
exhibitions, in addition to four ongoing displays from the State Art Collection which are changed on a 
regular basis. 

Overall in 2012/13, the Art Gallery attracted 66% local visitors, 15% interstate visitors and 19% 
international visitors. This information is not available for 2011/12. 

Significant examples of exhibitions include: 

(a)  Princely Treasures: European Masterpieces 1600 — 1800 from the Victoria and Albert 
Museum, 24 September 2011 to 9 January 2012, which attracted 7% interstate visitors. 

(b)  Picasso to Warhol: Fourteen Modern Masters, 22 June 2012 to 3 December 2012, which 
attracted 10% interstate visitors and 4% international visitors.  
Picturing New York: Photographs from The Museum of Modern Art, 26 January 2013 
to 12 May 2013. A breakdown of local, national and international visitors is not currently 
available from the ticket provider. 

Van Gogh, Dali and Beyond: The World Reimagined, on now until 2 December 2013. A 
breakdown of local, national and international visitors is not currently available from the ticket 
provider.  

(2)  Eventscorp is a funding partner for the Great Collections of the World Series. The MoMA exhibitions 
and the Princely Treasures exhibition form part of this series. Eventscorp has contributed $800,000 
across 2011/2012 and 2012/2013 and has provided tourism-focused strategic advice and introductions 
to leading tourism operators. Support has also been offered through its Experience Extraordinary 
campaign.  

Western Australian Museum 

(1)  The Western Australian Museum presented 21 exhibitions in 2011/12 and 14 exhibitions in 2012/13 
across its metropolitan and regional sites as well as touring exhibitions to regional centres. The core 
collections of all the Museum sites also draw visitors from interstate and overseas. 

Overall, the Museum sites attracted 49% local visitors, 23% interstate visitors and 28% international 
visitors in 2011/12 and 47% local visitors, 29% interstate visitors and 24% international visitors 
in 2012/13. 

Significant examples of exhibitions include: 
(a)  AC/DC: Australia’s Family Jewels, 16 April 2011 to 7 August 2011, which attracted 5% 

interstate visitors and 5% international visitors.  
Extraordinary Stories from the British Museum, 25 October 2011 to 5 February 2012, which 
attracted 6% interstate visitors and 6% international visitors. 

(b)  Unveiled: 200 Years of Wedding Glamour, 8 December 2012 to 2 April 2013, which 
attracted 5% international visitors. 
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Secrets of The Afterlife: Magic, Mummies and Immortality in Ancient Egypt, on now 
until 22 September 2013. A breakdown of local, national and international visitors is not 
currently available. 

(2)  Nil. 

Perth Theatre Trust  

(1)  The Perth Theatre Trust is responsible for the management of Perth’s premier performing arts venues: 
the State Theatre Centre of Western Australia, His Majesty’s Theatre, Perth Concert Hall, Subiaco Arts 
Centre and the Albany Entertainment Centre. The Trust also participates in presenting or the co-
production of events in its theatres and provides a range of theatre-related services.  

The venues are essential infrastructure for the presentation of performing arts productions, which 
contribute to the vibrancy of the city and assist to establish the State as a major cultural destination. 

Significant examples of productions include: 

(a)  Vienna Philharmonic Orchestra performed on 29 and 30 September 2011 at the Perth Concert 
Hall. One performance was also simulcast across Western Australia. 

(b) The Mouse Trap (August 2012) and Driving Miss Daisy (June 2013) at His Majesty’s Theatre. 

(2)  Nil. 

ScreenWest 

(1)  ScreenWest invests in screen productions that tell Western Australian stories and showcase our State’s 
unique culture and landscapes. Significant examples include: 

(a)  Red Dog was released in Australia in 2011/12. The feature film has also been released in 
Singapore, New Zealand, Ireland, the UK and had DVD releases in Argentina, the 
Netherlands, Sweden, Germany and Hungary. Red Dog was filmed in the Pilbara region of 
WA and brings the striking landscapes typical of northern WA to national and international 
audiences. 

(b)  Drift was released in Australia in 2012/13. The feature film has also been released in Japan, 
Italy, South Korea, Russia, the USA and had DVD releases in Sweden and Germany. Drift was 
filmed in the South West (Busselton, Margaret River, Nannup) and showcases WA’s beautiful 
south–west region to national and international audiences. 

Recipes That Rock is a television series released for national domestic broadcast in July 2013. 
It was also broadcast in the UK. The program is a gastronomic travelogue through the 
Margaret River region including vineyards, truffle groves, forests and beaches. 

(2)  Recipes That Rock was produced by Brand Events which received funding from Eventscorp to launch 
the Margaret River Gourmet Escape and funded RTR to promote both the event and the region’s 
profile. 

Culture and Arts Portfolio 

(3)–(4)  State Government support is provided to promote activities that encourage cultural tourism through the 
Culture and Arts Portfolio, Eventscorp, Royalties for Regions and Lotterywest. Along with public 
funding, the culture and arts sector in Western Australia attracts support from a range of corporate and 
private organisations in the way of sponsorship and philanthropy. 

Examples of these include: 
Art Gallery of Western Australia 
Victoria and Albert Museum, London  
Museum of Modern Art, New York  
Australian Hotels Association  
Singapore Airlines  
Ernst & Young  
Channel Nine  
720 ABC Perth  
The Sunday Times 
The Australian 
Western Australian Museum 
Government of the Netherlands  
The British Museum, London  
Victoria and Albert Museum, London  
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National Museums Liverpool  
Australian National Maritime Museum  
National Archives of Australia  
Woodside 
The University of Western Australia  
Perth International Arts Festival  
Perth Theatre Trust 
Vienna Philharmonic Orchestra  
ScreenWest 
Screen Australia  
South Australian Film Corporation  
Screen NSW  
Roadshow  
Essential Entertainment 
Mago Films  
Brand Events  
UK Food Network  
Flame Distribution. 

CHAMPION LAKES REGATTA CENTRE 

333. Dr A.D. Buti to the Minister for Sport and Recreation: 
I refer to the Champion Lakes Regatta Centre, and I ask: 

(a) on what date was the Regatta Centre first opened to the public; 

(b) since the Regatta Centre has been opened to the public, how many times has it been closed to: 

(i) swimming; 
(ii) any water recreational usage; and 
(iii) on what dates and for what reason was each closure; 

(c) what is the Minister doing to solve problems in relation to contamination of the water quality at the 
Regatta Centre; and 

(d) how does VenuesWest communicate closures of the Regatta Centre to the public? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
(a)  April 2007 

(b)  (i)  From 1/2/2011 — 9/7/2013 — The Champion Lakes Regatta Centre was closed for swimming 
on 29 occasions. The data from pre 1/2/2011 is not currently available. 

(ii)  From 1/2/2011 — 9/7/2013 the Champion Lakes Regatta Centre had 3 recorded incidences of 
total lake closures. The data from pre 1/2/2011 is not currently available. 

(iii)  

Sampling 
Event 

Exceedences — 
Parameters Exceedences — Degree of Exceedence Action 

1/02/2011 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.4 to 2 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Guideline and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

14/02/2011 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.9 to 2.3 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Guideline and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

1/03/2011 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.1 to 2.3 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Guideline and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

4/03/2011 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.2 to 1.6 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Guideline and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

14/04/2011 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.3 to 2.3 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Guideline and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 
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18/04/2011 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.1 to 2.1 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Guideline and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

2/05/2011 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.2 to 2 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Trigger Value and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

16/05/2011 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.1 to 1.9 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Guideline and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

30/05/2011 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.2 to 2.88 × exceedences of IRC 
Secondary Contact Guideline and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

3/06/2011 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.1 to 2.66 × exceedences of IRC 
Secondary Contact Guideline and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

1/07/2011 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.1 to 4 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Guideline and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

29/07/2011 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.3 to 2.2 × exceedences of IRC 
Secondary Contact Guideline and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

6/01/2012 
 

Venue West assumed ownership of 
CLRC  

31/01/2012 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.4 to 2.3 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

11/04/2012 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.03 to 4.6 × exceedences of IRC 
Primary Contact Trigger Value and 
Median Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

1/05/2012 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.03 to 4.6 × exceedences of IRC 
Primary Contact Trigger Value and 
Median Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

15/05/2012 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.03 to 1.8 × exceedences of IRC 
Primary Contact Trigger Value and 
Median Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

18/06/2012 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.03 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Trigger Value and Median 
Enterococci Primary Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

1/08/2012 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.03 to 2.5 × exceedences of IRC 
Primary Contact Trigger Value 

Closed for 
swimming 

5/09/2012 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

1.41 to 2 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Trigger Values 

Closed for 
swimming 

17/09/2012 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

2 to 2.3 × exceedences of IRC Primary 
Contact Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

14/01/2013 
Confirmed 
Thermotolerant 
Coliforms 

exceedences of IRC Primary Contact 
Guideline below median average 

Closed for 
swimming 

18/02/2013 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

exceedences of IRC Primary Contact 
Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

1/03/2013 Confirmed 
Enterococci 

exceedences of IRC Primary Contact 
Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

18/03/2013 
Confirmed 
Thermotolerant 
Coliforms 

exceedences of IRC Primary Contact 
Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

16/04/2013 
Confirmed 
Thermotolerant 
Coliforms 

exceedences of IRC Primary Contact 
Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 
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2/05/2013 
Confirmed 
Thermotolerant 
Coliforms 

exceedences of IRC secondary Contact 
Guideline 

closed for primary 
and secondary 
contact 

7/05/2013 
Confirmed 
Thermotolerant 
Coliforms 

exceedences of IRC secondary Contact 
Guideline 

closed for primary 
and secondary 
contact 

14/05/2013 
Confirmed 
Thermotolerant 
Coliforms 

exceedences of IRC Primary Contact 
Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

30/05/2013 
Confirmed 
Thermotolerant 
Coliforms 

exceedences of IRC Primary Contact 
Guideline 

closed for primary 
and secondary 
contact 

6/06/2013 
Confirmed 
Thermotolerant 
Coliforms 

exceedences of IRC Primary Contact 
Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

11/06/2013 
Confirmed 
Thermotolerant 
Coliforms 

exceedences of IRC Primary Contact 
Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

25/06/2013 
Confirmed 
Thermotolerant 
Coliforms 

exceedences of IRC Primary Contact 
Guideline 

Closed for 
swimming 

  

(c)  VenuesWest continue to monitor the water quality on a fortnightly basis to determine if there are 
increasing or decreasing trends evident.  

VenuesWest has investigated the feasibility of treating (by cleaning) the nutrient stripping ponds and 
has recently appointed a consultant to undertake an options study to treat other storm water inflows that 
are currently not diverted through the nutrient stripping ponds.  

(d)  Closed for primary contact — notices are immediately displayed at the areas of public access and to the 
public beach notifying public that the water is not suitable for swimming or other activities. 

Closed for any recreational use — notices are immediately displayed at the areas of public access and to 
the public beach notifying public that the water is not suitable for swimming or other activities and 
VenuesWest notifies stakeholders that have bookings or future bookings planned. 

METROPOLITAN RAILWAY NETWORK — PASSENGER NUMBERS 

334. Dr A.D. Buti to the Minister for Transport: 
On each of the train journeys for the following routes and times: 

(a) departing Armadale Train Station for Perth Train Station between 5.00 a.m. to 8.30 a.m.; 

(b) departing Thornlie Train Station for Perth Train Station between 5.00 a.m. to 8.30 a.m.; 

(c) departing Mandurah Train Station for Perth Train Station between 5.00 a.m. to 8.30 a.m.; 

(d) departing Clarkson Train Station for Perth Train Station between 5.00 a.m. to 8.30 a.m.; 

(e) departing Fremantle Train Station for Perth Train Station between 5.00 a.m. to 8.30 a.m.; 

(f) departing Midland Train Station for Perth Train Station between 5.00 a.m. to 8.30 a.m.; 

(g) departing Perth Train Station for Armadale Train Station between 4.00 p.m. to 6.30 p.m.; 

(h) departing Perth Train Station for Thornlie Train Station between 4.00 p.m. to 6.30 p.m.; 

(i) departing Perth Train Station for Mandurah Train Station between 4.00 p.m. to 6.30 p.m.; 

(j) departing Perth Train Station for Clarkson Train Station between 4.00 p.m. to 6.30 p.m.; 

(k) departing Perth Train Station for Fremantle Train Station between 4.00 p.m. to 6.30 p.m.; and 

(l) departing Perth Train Station for Midland Train Station between 4.00 p.m. to 6.30 p.m.: 

(i) what are the average passenger numbers for each journey for weekdays and weekends for each 
month between and including August 2012 and April 2013; and 

(ii) what are the average carriage numbers for each journey for weekdays and weekends for each 
month between and including August 2012 and April 2013? 
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Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
The Public Transport Authority have advised that in order to source and provide the amount of information 
requested and format it in a way that the Member could comprehend, would tie up a significant amount of 
critical resources. 

I am not prepared to divert the significant resources that would be required to answer this question and request 
the Member ask a direct question, so that a direct response can be provided. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — HOSPITALITY AND GIFTS 

336. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
Has the Minister or any officer or placement within the Minister’s office accepted any hospitality, invitation to 
an event, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 21 March 2013, and if 
so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; and 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
According to records held for the period 21 March to 11 June 2013 — 

Minister Jacob 

Nil.  

Ministerial Officers  

(a)   Nil. 

(b)–(c)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND GIFTS 

337. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

Has the Minister or any officer or placement within the Minister’s office accepted any hospitality, invitation to 
an event, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 21 March 2013, and if 
so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; and 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
For the period 21 March to 11 June 2013: 

(a)  One 

(b)–(c)  Business Breakfast, The West Australian, $98 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND GIFTS 

339. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
Has the Minister or any officer or placement within the Minister’s office accepted any hospitality, invitation to 
an event, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 21 March 2013, and if 
so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; and 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 
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Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
(a)  two 

(b)–(c)  AFL Football match with guest, West Australian Football Commission $200 
AFL Football match with guest, West Australian Football Commission $200 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — HOSPITALITY AND GIFTS 

342. Mr M. McGowan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

Has the Minister or any officer or placement within the Minister’s office accepted any hospitality, invitation to 
an event, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 21 March 2013, and if 
so: 
(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 

travel from a private company or individual; 
(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 

of the individual or private company that offered them; and 
(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
(a) One. 

(b)–(c)  Cirque Du Solei — Ovo, invited by St John of God Health Care, two VIP Rouge tickets approximately 
$600. 
Black Swan State Theatre Company — Death of a Salesman, invited by the Black Swan State Theatre 
Company, two tickets approximately $60–$70. 
WA Football Commission — Round 10 West Coast v Richmond, invited by the WA Football 
Commission, two Commission Suite tickets value unknown. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — HOSPITALITY AND GIFTS 

343. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
Has the Minister or any officer or placement within the Minister’s office accepted any hospitality, invitation to 
an event, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 21 March 2013, and if 
so: 
(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 

travel from a private company or individual; 
(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 

of the individual or private company that offered them; and 
(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)   3 

(b)–(c)   AFL football match, CBH Group, $100 
AFL football match, CBH Group, $100 
AFL football match, Rio Tinto,  $120 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — HOSPITALITY AND GIFTS 

345. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
Has the Minister or any officer or placement within the Minister’s office accepted any hospitality, invitation to 
an event, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 21 March 2013, and if 
so: 
(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 

travel from a private company or individual; 
(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 

of the individual or private company that offered them; and 
(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  one 
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(b)–(c)  
Nature Individual/Company Name Estimated Value 
Luncheon Event(Premier Speaking) Planning Solutions $100 
AFL Football Match Channel 7 $200 
Ballet Performance WA Ballet $130 

 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — HOSPITALITY AND GIFTS 

348. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

Has the Minister or any officer or placement within the Minister’s office accepted any hospitality, invitation to 
an event, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 21 March 2013, and if 
so: 
(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 

travel from a private company or individual; 
(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 

of the individual or private company that offered them; and 
(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Minister 

(a) Not applicable 
(b)–(c)  Kimberley Moon Experience, Ord Valley Events, $103.50 

Agricultural Hall of Fame Luncheon and Induction Ceremony, The Royal Agricultural Society of WA, 
Value unknown 
Ballet “La Sylphide”, West Australian Ballet, $108 

Staff at the Office of the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the Minister for State 
Development. 

(a)  Nil  

(b)–(c)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — HOSPITALITY AND GIFTS 

350. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
Has the Premier or any officer or placement within the Premier’s office accepted any hospitality, invitation to an 
event, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 21 March 2013, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; and 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
For the period 21 March to 11 June 2013: 

Premier 
Wildcats Final Home game, Perth Wildcats, $230 
Jersey Boys with guest, Dodger Theatricals, Dainty Group, Pelican Group and Latitude Link, $300 

Office of the Premier 

(a)  Five 
(b)–(c)  Luncheon at The 500 Club, Professional Public Relations, $150 x 2 

V8 Supercars with guest, WA Sporting Car Club, $300 
DHL Australia 2013 Lions Tours, Australian Rugby Union, $95 
Cocktail function, Kreab Gavin Anderson, $30 
Football ticket with guest, Rio Tinto, $120 
Football ticket, Western Australian Football Commission, $60 
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES —  
HON CHERYL EDWARDES/ HOLMAN FENWICK WILLAN  

352. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister or any staff member, officer or placement within the Minister’s Office 
has had any contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes or a representative of the company Holman Fenwick Willan LLP 
since 21 March 2013 and: 
(a) if yes, what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) meeting(s); 
(c) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(d) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)  Yes, 4 April 2013.  
(b)  Informal meeting to congratulate the Minister on his appointment.  
(c)  Yes. 
(d)  Mrs Edwardes; Minister for Environment; Heritage; Ms Tamatha Smith, Chief of Staff, Office of the 

Hon Albert Jacob MLA.  
MINISTERIAL OFFICES —  

HON CHERYL EDWARDES/ HOLMAN FENWICK WILLAN  
353. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 

Volunteering; Youth: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister or any staff member, officer or placement within the Minister’s Office 
has had any contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes or a representative of the company Holman Fenwick Willan LLP 
since 21 March 2013 and: 
(a) if yes, what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) meeting(s); 
(c) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(d) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
(a)  No 
(b)–(d)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES —  
HON CHERYL EDWARDES/ HOLMAN FENWICK WILLAN  

355. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister or any staff member, officer or placement within the Minister’s Office 
has had any contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes or a representative of the company Holman Fenwick Willan LLP 
since 21 March 2013 and: 
(a) if yes, what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) meeting(s); 
(c) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(d) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
No 
(a)–(d)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES —  
HON CHERYL EDWARDES/ HOLMAN FENWICK WILLAN  

358. Mr M. McGowan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister or any staff member, officer or placement within the Minister’s Office 
has had any contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes or a representative of the company Holman Fenwick Willan LLP 
since 21 March 2013 and: 
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(a) if yes, what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) meeting(s); 
(c) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(d) what were the names of the people present? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
The Minister or any staff member, officer or placement within the Minister’s office may, from time to time, have 
met the Hon Cheryl Edwardes or representatives from Holman Fenwick Willan LLP in a social capacity 
however for meetings relating to Government business please see below: 

No. 

(a)–(d)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES —  
HON CHERYL EDWARDES/ HOLMAN FENWICK WILLAN  

359. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister or any staff member, officer or placement within the Minister’s Office 
has had any contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes or a representative of the company Holman Fenwick Willan LLP 
since 21 March 2013 and: 
(a) if yes, what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) meeting(s); 
(c) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(d) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(d)  Nil. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES —  
HON CHERYL EDWARDES/ HOLMAN FENWICK WILLAN  

360. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Police; Road Safety; Small Business; Women’s Interests: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister or any staff member, officer or placement within the Minister’s Office 
has had any contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes or a representative of the company Holman Fenwick Willan LLP 
since 21 March 2013 and: 
(a) if yes, what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) meeting(s); 
(c) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(d) what were the names of the people present? 

Mrs L.M. Harvey replied: 
On 4 April 2013 the Minister and Principal Policy Adviser attended a meeting of the Victims of Crime 
Reference Group, Chaired by the Hon Cheryl Edwardes. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES —  
HON CHERYL EDWARDES/ HOLMAN FENWICK WILLAN  

361. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister or any staff member, officer or placement within the Minister’s Office 
has had any contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes or a representative of the company Holman Fenwick Willan LLP 
since 21 March 2013 and: 

(a) if yes, what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) meeting(s); 
(c) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(d) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(d)  The Hon Cheryl Edwardes wrote to the Minister for Planning on June 6 on behalf of her client 

regarding the Shire of Mundaring’s draft Town Planning Scheme No 4. As Minister Day has declared a 
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potential conflict of interest in relation to this matter, the Minister’s Chief of Staff responded to Ms 
Edwardes’ client on June 10 2013, and Ms Edwardes received an emailed copy of this letter. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES —  
HON CHERYL EDWARDES/ HOLMAN FENWICK WILLAN  

364. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister or any staff member, officer or placement within the Minister’s Office 
has had any contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes or a representative of the company Holman Fenwick Willan LLP 
since 21 March 2013 and: 
(a) if yes, what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) meeting(s); 
(c) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(d) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Between 21 March 2013 and 11 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have not had contact or 
meetings with Hon Cheryl Edwardes related to government business. The Minister and his Ministerial staff may 
have had contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or 
irregular social contact in which case this is not included in the response. 

(a)  Nil 
(b)–(d)  Not applicable.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES —  
HON CHERYL EDWARDES/ HOLMAN FENWICK WILLAN  

366. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
Could the Premier advise if the Premier or any staff member, officer or placement within the Premier’s Office 
has had any contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes or a representative of the company Holman Fenwick Willan LLP 
since 21 March 2013 and: 

(a) if yes, what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) meeting(s); 

(c) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(d) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Between 21 March 2013 and 11 June 2013 the Premier and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings with Hon Cheryl Edwardes related to government business. The Premier and his Ministerial 
staff may have had contact with Hon Cheryl Edwardes for administrative purposes only or may have had 
incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not included in the response. 

(a)  29/04/2013; 4/04/13 and 21/05/13. 

(b)  WA Club; North West Infrastructure. 

(c)  No; Yes. 

(d)  Stephen Home — Hon Cheryl Edwardes; Geoff Wedgwood — Hon Cheryl Edwardes — Ian Campbell. 

PERTH CULTURAL CENTRE — CHILDREN’S PLAY SPACE 

367. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
(1) In 2011 the State Government completed works at the Perth Cultural Centre to enable this space to be 

the people’s space during the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in October 201. Can the 
Minister advise: 
(a) what was the cost of the nature-inspired children’s play space near the Western Australian 

Museum; 
(b) what were the improvements to the area; 
(c) what was the cost of the special effects lighting; 

(d) is that lighting still operational; 
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(e) if no to (d), why not; 

(f) what was the cost of the giant light-emitting diode (LED) screen; 

(g) is the screen still in use and for what purpose; 

(h) if no to (g), why not; and 

(i) what was the cost of the closed-circuit television (CCTV) cameras and other security 
equipment installed at the Perth Cultural Centre? 

(2) During the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting period in 2011, what was the cost of 
supporting the various acts and activities by the Government for people visiting the area, in particular: 

(a) live music; 

(b) displays; 

(c) exhibitions; 

(d) street theatre; 

(e) films; and 

(f) any other activities? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(1) (a)  Revitalisation works in the Perth Cultural Centre were not carried out solely for the purpose of 

the CHOGM Peoples Space. The works were part of a planned strategy to improve the 
aesthetic, safety and public amenity of the Perth Cultural Centre, which has resulted in 
increased use and events such as the CHOGM Peoples Space being hosted here. The capital 
cost was $226,361. 

(b)  The improvements to the Perth Cultural Centre included the LED screen, play space, extra 
shade, bollards, CCTV, way finding and feature lighting. 

(c)  Installation of three robe projectors, tree uplighting along James Street mall and heritage 
facade lighting of the State Library and WA Museum was $352,244. 

(d)  Yes. 

(e)  Not applicable. 

(f)  The capital cost of the LED screen and its installation was $839,855. 

(g)  Yes, the screen is primarily run to promote the resident cultural institutions and other local 
creative industries and artists. It is also utilised for “in kind” sponsorships to promote local 
cultural institutions, events and artists. The screen is also utilised to communicate community 
messages including train shutdowns. 

(h)  Not applicable. 

(i)  $257,316 for seven additional cameras and three emergency phones. 

(2)  (a)–(f)  Grants were provided to the Perth International Arts Festival (PIAF) to organise events and 
activities in a number of locations including the Perth Cultural Centre. The amount spent on 
each act or activity occurring in the Perth Cultural Centre was not recorded separately. 

CULTURE AND THE ARTS — BUSINESS OPERATION 

368. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
(1) Can the Minister advise how many businesses are actively trading in a cultural industry within Western 

Australia and what is the genre of those businesses (for example architecture)? 

(2) What income has been generated by Western Australian performing arts venue businesses and how 
much of that income is attributed to wages and salaries? 

(3) What income has been derived from Western Australian performing arts operations in: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(4) What income has been derived from Western Australian performing arts festivals in: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 
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(5) What income has been generated from Western Australian Museums (breakdown for each venue) in: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(6) What income has been generated from Western Australian Art Galleries (breakdown for each venue) in: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(7) How many people in Western Australia participated in cultural activities as a hobby (for example, arts 
and craft, writing, music) in: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(8) How many Indigenous Western Australians have participated in Indigenous creative arts activities in: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(9) How many Indigenous Western Australians are employed in cultural occupations as their main job: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(10) How many Western Australian children have attended museums or performing arts events outside of 
school hours (attributed to ticket sales) in the last twelve months? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
The following information is drawn from the most recent and relevant ABS data survey available and each 
source is referenced at the end of the response.  

The Department of Culture and the Arts defines cultural industries on its website as:  

“those areas of practice that turn original creative content into commercial outcomes. They draw on the unique 
creative skills and distinctive natural materials of our state to create new creative content to local, national and 
international markets”  

(1)  For the financial year of 2010–2011, the Australian Bureau of Statistics counted 1682 businesses in 
Architectural Services, 795 businesses in Advertising Services, and 1185 businesses in other 
Specialised Design Services within Western Australia. Please note that this is the latest survey 
providing a state and industry breakdown.  

(Source: ABS, Counts of Australian Businesses, including Entries and Exits, June 2007 to June 2011).  

(2)  According to ABS statistics 2006–2007 there were 16 performing arts venue businesses/organisation 
operators in Western Australia.  

• The total income for the performing arts venue businesses/organisations was $30.7million.  
• $10.8 million was attributed for wages and salaries.  

Note: Performing arts venues businesses/organisations definition: Australian businesses/organisations 
primarily engaged in operating venues for the presentation and rehearsal of performing arts (this 
includes local government authorities).  

(Source: ABS, 8697.0 — Performing Arts, Australia, 2006–07 (cat. no. 8697.0)) 

(3) (a)  $16.0 million 
(b)  $12.2 million 

(4)   According to the Ticket Attendance and Revenue Survey 2011 undertaken by Live Performance 
Australia, Multi Category Festivals produced Revenue of $548,003 in Western Australia in 2011. This 
survey was released in August 2012. The next publication (Ticket Attendance and Revenue 
Survey 2012) hence is expected to be released mid this year.  

(Source: http://www.liveperformance.com.au/site/_content/document/00000248-source.pdf) 

(5) (a)  Western Australian Museum: 
Fremantle — $1,444,668 
Perth — $1,037,008 
Geraldton — $272,203 

http://www.liveperformance.com.au/site/_content/document/00000248-source.pdf
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Albany — $116,543 
Kalgoorlie — $318,512 
Corporate — $ 441,679 

(b)  Western Australian Museum: 
Fremantle — $1,455,321 
Perth — $1,934,749 
Geraldton — $246,611 
Albany — $122,053  
Kalgoorlie — $322,030 
Corporate — $633,267  

(6) (a)  $5,953,000 (Art Gallery of Western Australia — all income to 30 June 2012) 
$24,903 (Geraldton Regional Art Gallery — est. income to City 

(b) $8,329,000 (Art Gallery of Western Australia — all income to 30 June 2013) 
$14,792 (Geraldton Regional Art Gallery — est. income to City 

(7)  (a)  Data for the number of people in Western Australia participating in cultural activities as a 
hobby is not available for 2011–2012. However, data is available from the ABS 2007 Survey 
of Work in Selected Culture and Leisure Activities, which is the most recent publication for 
this area. It states that in Western Australia 270,300 people participated in cultural activities as 
a hobby. Among this number 214,100 were involved in Art and craft activity, 28,900 in 
writing and 27,300 in music. (According to the ABS, the 2007 survey as referenced above is 
the most recent publication of this specific addition to the labour force survey.)  

2010–11 data is available for selected cultural activities. In the ABS release of the 
Participation in Selected Cultural Activities Survey 2010–11, a cultural activity had been 
defined as a selected creative activity in which a person has participated, which has not been 
done for secondary or tertiary studies.  

This survey measured what people do creatively themselves, rather than attendance at creative 
events. Arts and cultural activities include performing arts, singing or playing a musical 
instrument, dancing, writing, visual art activities and craft activities. Western Australia’s 
participation rate in cultural activities was 26% of people aged 15 years and over in the 12 
months before the interview. 

Source: http://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/mf/4921.0 

(b)  Nil. Data for this time period is not available, as noted above in (7) (a).  

(8) (a)  Data for 2011–2012 is not available, however according to the 2008 ABS National Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander Social Survey, 12,900 Indigenous Western Australians participated 
in at least one Indigenous creative arts activity (arts and crafts; music, dance or theatre; writing 
or telling stories). Among those, 6,200 were living in remote areas and 6,700 in non-remote 
areas.  

(According to the ABS, the 2008 survey as referenced above is the latest publication)| 

(b)  Data for this time period is not available, as noted above in (8)(a).  

(9) (a)  The most recent data available is for 2011, at which time 432 Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander people were employed in cultural occupations. 229 were employed in arts 
occupations; 131 in heritage occupations; and 72 in other cultural occupations.  

Source: ABS 62730_2011 — Employment in Culture — Western Australia — 2011 

(b)  Data for this time period is not available, as noted above in (9)(a).  

(Please note that the figures include people who did not state their indigenous status) 

(10)  Comprehensive data for the last 12 months is not available, however according to the 2012 Children’s 
Participation in Cultural and Leisure Activities, 127,000 Western Australian Children have attended a 
museum or art gallery and 119,700 performing arts events outside of school hours, in the 12 months 
before the interview (April 2011 to April 2012). This data includes the major cultural institutions WA 
Museum and the Art Gallery of WA.  

(Source: ABS 4901.0 — Children’s Participation in Cultural and Leisure Activities, Australia, 
April 2012,  Table 6,  

http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/DetailsPage/4901.0Apr%202012?OpenDocument) 

http://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/mf/4921.0
http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/DetailsPage/4901.0Apr%202012?OpenDocument
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

370. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)–(d)  [See paper 495.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

371. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Metropolitan Cemeteries Board  

(a) (b) (c) (d) 
2 Dinner from Phoenix Foundry $80.00 Yes — The Board’s Supplier of Memorial 

Plaques 
3 Dinner from Arrow Bronze $261.00 Yes — The Board’s Supplier of Memorial 

Plaques 
2 Lunch from Northerly Constructions $52.50 Yes — Company contracted to undertake 

construction of buildings. 
1 Vice President’s Luncheon 

Presentation WA Club $50.00 Yes — Glen McLeod Lawyers 

Department for Communities  

3 Invitation — Christmas Function — 
Velrada 

$150.00 
approx 

Yes — Information Management, Consulting 
and Systems Integration firm — developing 
various departmental databases 

2 Invitation — 25th Anniversary event 
— Child Australia 

$100.00 
approx 

Yes — received funding from department for 
Sector Support project 

2 Invitation — 40th Anniversary 
Cocktail Event — Playgroup WA  

$100.00 
approx 

Yes — service funded by department for 
Sector Support project 

1 Invitation — Australia Day event — 
Australia Day Council of WA $100.00 Yes — funding various events, Key 

Stakeholder 

1 Invitation — Hopman Cup — Edith 
Cowan University 

$250.00 
approx No  
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4 
Invitation — Launch of parenting 
program — Children’s Services 
Support Unit Inc 

$120.00 
approx No  

2 Invitation — Association Awards — 
Childcare Association of WA 

$100.00 
approx No — Key Stakeholder 

Department Local Government 

(a) (b)   (c) (d) 
1 Seminar — Committee for Economic Development of Australia (CEDA) $165.00 No 

 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

373. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
Department of Sport and Recreation 

(a)  Eleven (11) officers accepted invitations from private organisations to events 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 492.] 

VenuesWest 

(a)  Fourteen (14) officers accepted invitations from private organisations to events 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 492.] 

Department of Racing and Gaming 

(a)  One (1) officer accepted invitations from private organisations to events  

(b)–(d)  [See paper 492.] Burswood Park Board 

(a)  One (1) officer accepted invitations from private organisations to events 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 492.] 

Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 

(a) Three (3) officers accepted invitations from private organisations to events 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 492.] 

Racing and Wagering Western Australia 

(a)  Twelve (12) officers accepted invitations from private organisations to events 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 492.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

375. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 
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(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 

(a)  Four Commission officers above Level 3.1 have accepted hospitality from a private company 
since 1 November 2012. 

(b)  The nature of the hospitality accepted, and the name of the private company that provided the 
hospitality, is provided below. 

Two Commission officers attended an iSentia pre-Christmas function. 

Two Commission officers attended a dinner provided by Justin Jones, Engineer, Access Data. 

(c)  The estimated individual value of the hospitality is provided below. 

In relation to the iSentia function an estimate of individual value is $30.00 per Commission Officer. 

In relation to the Access Data function individual value was $27.00 for a meal in the case of one officer 
and $29.00 in the case of the other officer.  

(d)  In relation to iSentia the Commission has a commercial relationship, as that company provides media 
monitoring services to the Commission. In relation to Access Data the Commission has an indirect 
commercial relationship, as that company is the manufacturer of a product used by the Commission but 
supplied to the Commission by a third-party retailer. 

COMMISSIONER FOR CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE 

(a)–(d)  Nil 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

(a)  Nineteen (19) officers have accepted hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel. 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 504.] 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

The Gifts, Benefits and Other Rewards Policy forms part of the Department of the Attorney General’s Fraud and 
Corruption Control Plan. The Policy provides that where a gift, benefit or other reward with a value in excess of 
$25 has been offered, the business area must ensure that the item is included on the Department’s Gift Register 
and that utilisation should not occur prior to the approval of the delegated authority. Benefits include hospitality, 
access to training, events and functions. 

Officers from the Department of the Attorney General accepted the following gifts from private companies or 
individuals relating to hospitality and invitation to an event between 1 November 2012 and 11 June 2013.  

(a)  Thirty officers accepted the following offers of hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation 
or free travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012. 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 504.] 

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS 

(a)–(d)  Nil 

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 

(a)–(d)  Nil 

OFFICE OF THE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

(a)–(d)  Nil 

LEGAL AID 

(a)  2 

(b)  Attendance at Talent 2’s Christmas function on 6 December 2012 following the Alesco User Group 
meeting (part of the officers’ role is to attend the user group). 
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(c)  $20. 

(d)  Yes. Talent 2 provides Legal Aid’s payroll system.  

LEGAL PRACTICE BOARD WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

(a)–(d)  Nil 

LEGAL PROFESSION COMPLAINTS COMMITTEE 

(a)–(d)  Nil 

LAW REFORM COMMISSION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

(a)–(d)  Nil 

SOLICITOR GENERAL’S OFFICE 

(a)–(d)  Nil 

 WESTERN AUSTRALIAN INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS COMMISSION 

(a)–(d)  Nil 

WORKCOVER 

(a)  Since 1 November 2012, two officers above Level 3.1 have accepted hospitality and in invitation to an 
event and one officer has accepted hospitality 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 504.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

376. Mr M. McGowan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
(a) Twelve. 

(b)  (i) Hospitality — Commonwealth Bank of Australia — WA Government Banking Centre — 
Networking and relationship building Christmas Cocktail Party attended by 3 staff. 

(ii) Hospitality — Kinetic IT — Networking and relationship building Christmas Function 
attended by 5 staff. 

(iii) Invitation to an Event — Channel 9 — Invitation to attend the cricket attended by 2 staff. 

(iv) Hospitality — Symantec — relationship building lunch with Symantec attended by 1 staff. 

(v) Hospitality — Telstra — multi-client relationship building lunch with Telstra and Cisco 
attended by 1 staff. 

(c) (i) $150 

(ii) $250 

(iii) $200 

(iv) $50 

(v) $80 

(d) (i) Commonwealth Bank of Australia — the Department has a commercial relationship with the 
Commonwealth Bank of Australia to provide government banking services, particularly 
regarding the provision of prepaid card services. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 6 August 2013] 2707 

 

(ii) Kinetic IT — the Department has a commercial relationship with Kinetic IT to provide 
information technology services. 

(iii) Channel 9 — the Department has a commercial relationship with Channel 9 from advertising 
time purchased for the Department’s Foster Carer Recruitment Campaign between 
September 2012 and January 2013. 

(iv) Symantec — the Department has a commercial relationship with Symantec, who provide the 
majority of the Department’s IT security and back-up products. 

(v) Telstra — the Department has a commercial relationship with Telstra to provide 
telecommunication infrastructure and networking services to the Department. 

Disability Services Commission 

(a) Two. 

(b) One officer was an invited speaker at the 2012 Sharepoint Conference for Business Leaders at the 
Crown Promenade, Melbourne. The Eventful Group paid for an economy return airfare (Perth– 
Melbourne) and three nights’ accommodation over the event, as well as complimentary registration for 
the conference. 

A second officer was invited to: 

• A local Chamber’s member’s lunch — additional information: The LAC was invited as a guest to a 
regular business lunch by the CEO of Local Chambers. 

• This is part of the LAC’s community connection role whereby he makes contacts that may lead to 
people with disability obtaining work experience, volunteering or other employment related 
opportunities in the local community. A lunch at an individual and family catch up — additional 
information: The same LAC met with the family of a person with disability. They are owners of a 
restaurant and asked him to meet them over lunch as this was the time that best suited them to talk 
about the disability supports for their family member. Lunch consisted of pad Thai and coffee — 
probably less than $30. 

(c)  Approximately $2,700 (Sharepoint conference) 
Approximately $60 ($30 per lunch) 

(d)  No. 

Mental Health Commission 

(a) Six. 

(b) (i) Lunch seminar (hosted by PWC). 
(ii) Invitation to Festival of Perth picnic (Rio Tinto) x 2. 
(iii) New product launch luncheon (Toshiba) x 3. 

(c) (i) Less than $100. 
(ii) $100. 
(iii) $165. 

(d) (i) No. 
(ii) No. 
(iii) CUA panel member — Toshiba is a panel member for the supply of computers and other IT 

equipment to Government. The lunch was put on by Toshiba to introduce all clients to the ultra 
notebooks, which are now available. 

Drug and Alcohol Office 

(a) Nil. 
(b)–(d) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

377. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 
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(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(d)   [See paper 488.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

379. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(d)  [See paper 475.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

380. Mr M. McGowan to the Treasurer; Minister for Transport; Fisheries: 
For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
Only hospitality valued at $50 or above, for the period 1 November 2012 to 11 June 2013, have been included in 
this answer. 

The Department of Treasury advises: 

(a)  4 

(b)  Lunch, Dinner; offered by Committee for the Economic Development of Australia, Natspec, Clayton 
Utz 

(c)  $200.00, $70.00, $80.00 

(d)  Yes.  

Legal Adviser The Department of Fisheries advises: 

(a)  1 

(b)  Event; offered by Microsoft 

(c)  $60.00 

(d)  No. 
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The Department of Transport advises: 

(a)  3 

(b)  Event, Tickets; offered by Geon Print, Lush TV 

(c)  $55.00, $200.00 

(d)  Yes.  

Print Supplier, Media Productions Main Roads WA advises: 

(a)  24 

(b)  Cocktails, Lunch, Dinner, Event, Presentation, Seminar, Tickets; offered by Bentley Systems, 
Leightons, RAC, John Holland Group, Abigroup, Downer Mouchel, Leighton Contractors, Allens 
Linklater, Empired Limited, Microsoft, Fulton Hogan, Telstra, Telstra/Samsung, CommVault, John 
Holland, Thiess Contractors, Decimil, Arup, Woodside/Murdoch University, NRW Civil and Mining 

(c)  $50.00, $120.00, $120.00, $150.00, $120.00, $150.00, $250.00, $150.00, $100.00, $100.00, $100.00, 
$80.00, $80.00, $80.00, $60.00, $90.00, $60.00, $100.00, $50.00, $60.00, $66.00, $100.00, $50.00, 
$150.00, $150.00, $50.00, $50.00, $100.00, $50.00, $175.00, $50.00 

(d)  Yes. Legal Adviser, Consultant, System Provider, Construction Contractor, Contractor, ISA Provider, 
ICT Service Provider, Software Supplier, Contractor/Partner, Services Supplier, Software Provider, 
Services Provider 

The Office of Road Safety advises: 

(a)  Nil 

(b)–(d)  Not applicable 

The Public Transport Authority (PTA) advises: 

(a)  13 

(b)  Tickets, Dinner, Wine, Lunch; offered by Perth Wildcats, Rail West/John Holland, Allens Linklaters, 
Brookfield Rail, Westland Works, Ansaldo STS, Delron Group, Invensys Rail, EDI Downer 
Bombardier 

(c)  $500.00, $100.00, $100.00, $50.00, $125.00, $200.00, $100.00, $500.00, $150.00, $100.00, $150.00 

(d)  Yes. Service Providers (maintenance, special events, cleaning), Legal Adviser, Lessee, Supplier, 
Maintenance of Railcar Rolling Stock 

The Economic Regulation Authority (ERA) advises: 

(a)  1 

(b)  Ticket; offered by Alinta Energy  

(c)  $90 

(d)  Yes.  

Licensed Entity The Government Employee Superannuation Board (GESB) advises: 

(a)  26 

(b)  Events, functions, lunches, dinners, travel, accommodation; offered by Macquarie, Bravura Solutions, 
NAB, Schroders, Mobile Data Management Presentation IBM, Quadrant, MLC, Synchronised 
Software, Wellington, FTI Consulting, AMP, PwC, State School Teachers Union WA, WA Prison 
Officers Union, Westpac, Squire Sanders, Morrison, Kapstream, P/E Investments, Tyndall, Warburton 

(c)  $2600.00, $850.00, $793.00, $120.00, $120.00, $120.00, $120.00, $100.00, $100.00, $100.00, $100.00, 
$100.00, $100.00, $100.00, $100.00, $100.00, $100.00, $80.00, $80.00, $75.00, $75.00, $75.00, $75.00, 
$70.00, $60.00, $60.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, 
$50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, 
$50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00, $50.00 

(d)  Yes. Fund Manager, IT Service Provider to GESB, State School Teacher’s Union, Banking Provider, 
Legal Panel Member, Private Equity Adviser 

The Insurance Commission of Western Australia advises: 

(a)  71 



2710 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 6 August 2013] 

 

(b)  Industry lunches, breakfasts, briefings, golf days and other functions; offered by Munich Re, Colonial, 
Savils, CB Richard Ellis, JP Morgan, AMP, QIC, Westpac, GMO, Schroders, Downings Legal, CBRE, 
RBB, Colonial, Solaris, JLL, HBA Legal, Jarman McKenna, Panetta MrGrath, Pickles Auctions, PWC, 
Kott Gunning, Talbot Oliver, Ernst & Young, Aon Benfield, QBE, ACE, CorpTax Solutions, Cisco, 
Empired, IBM, Fujitsu, SRB Legal, Dr John Suthers, Jackson McDonald, Berkley Re, WHL Legal 

(c)  $200.00, $140.00, $50.00, $99.00, $70.00, $120.00, $120.00, $50.00, $120.00, $200.00, $99.00, 
$600.00, $120.00, $120.00, $60.00, $100.00, $200.00, $100.00, $330.00, $65.00, $550.00, $60.00, 
$50.00, $110.00, $250.00, $350.00, $100.00, $210.00, $160.00, $160.00, $100.00, $200.00, $200.00, 
$100.00, $200.00, $50.00, $100.00, $200.00, $200.00, $100.00, $100.00, $50.00, $50.00, $100.00, 
$100.00, $60.00, $320.00, $250.00, $60.00, $100.00, $250.00, $50.00, $300.00, $50.00, $100.00, 
$400.00, $1470.00, $50.00 

(d)  Yes. Reinsurance provider, Investment Manager, Managing Agent, Bank, Lawyer, Property Manager, 
Legal Provider, Service Provider, Auditors, Reinsurer, Tax Advisor, GST Advisor, Existing Vendor, 
CTP Section 30 DR, CTP Lawyer, ICWA reinsurer 

The Office of the Auditor General advises: 

(a)  2 
(b)  Cricket Game, Movie Screening; offered by Ernst & Young, Oracle 

(c)  $100–$150, $60 

(d)  Yes. Audit Work Contractor  

The Albany Port Authority advises: 

(a)  Nil 

(b)–(d)  Not applicable 

The Broome Port Authority advises: 

(a)  1 
(b)  Event; offered by Cable Beach Polo Pty Ltd. 

(c)  $900.00 
(d)  No  

The Bunbury Port Authority advises: 

(a)  Nil 
(b)–(d)  Not applicable 

The Dampier Port Authority advises: 

(a)  9 
(b)  Lunch, Event, Sport Game, Function, Dinner; offered by Beyond Rail Solutions, Hyder BCH, PPR 

(Professional Public Relations), Whelans, Preston Consulting, Chevron 
(c)  $30.00, $120.00, $150.00, $65.00, $30.00, $100.00 
(d)  Yes. Service Provider, Customer (major State project) 

The Esperance Port Authority advises: 

(a)  Nil 

(b)–(d)  Not applicable 

The Fremantle Port Authority advises: 

(a)  24 

(b) Golf Tournament, Lunch, Dinner, Event, Function, BBQ, Forum; offered by QE National, AECOM, 
NTC, Thiess, Ascot Coffee Environmental, Ilbery’s Lawyers, DP World, Deloitte, Whelans, BP, 
WACA Patricks Stevedores, AMOSC, Oldendorff, QUBE Bulk, WA Leda Security Products, Norman 
Disney Young, Williams Electrical, Lawrence & Hanson, IBM 

(c) $120.00, $70.00, $70.00, $200.00, $150.00, $100.00, $80.00, $140.00, $60.00, $150.00, $400.00, 
$200.00, $75.00, $150.00, $70.00, $70.00, $350.00, $120.00, $80.00, $725.00, $250.00 

(d) Yes. Service Provider, Consultant, Policy body, Contractor, Lawyer, Port Surveyors, Stakeholder, 
Tenant/Joint Service Provider, Service Agency, Shipping Company, Client, Supplier 
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The Geraldton Port Authority advises: 

(a) 1 

(b) Travel, Accommodation, Car Hire, etc; offered by the Port of Portland 
(c) $5,540.00 
(d) No  

The Port Hedland Port Authority advises: 

(a) 12 

(b) Function, Dinner, Live Performance, Lunch, Golf; offered by Qube, Newcrest, BGC, Hosch, Worley 
Parsons, Deloitte, Commonwealth Bank, Hyder, Klein Service Group, SAP 

(c) $140.00, $70.00, $50.00. $70.00, $60.00, $80.00, $300.00, $60.00, $60.00, $100.00, $140.00, $70.00 

(d) Yes. Service Provider (Stevedores), Port User, Exporter, Port Contractor, Supplier, Service Provider, 
Partnering Government Agency, Prospective Service Provider 

The Western Australian Treasury Corporation advises: 

(a) Nil 

(b)–(d) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

382. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Gascoyne Development Commission; Goldfields Esperance Development Commission; Great Southern 
Development Commission; Wheatbelt Development Commission 

(a)  Nil  
(b)–(d)  Not applicable. 

Kimberley Development Commission 
(a)  Two  
(b)–(d)  [See paper 468.] 

LandCorp  

(a)–(d) LandCorp is a Government Trading Enterprise engaged with various private industry partners and 
stakeholders. LandCorp staff are regularly invited to attend industry functions as guests of industry 
bodies, contractors and consultants. These can take the form of business forums, networking and 
knowledge sharing sessions, often delivered in conjunction with breakfast, lunch or other events. 

Invitations are assessed based on factors such as cost, relevance to the business and officers’ role in the 
organisation. An overall management process ensures control and transparency of acceptances and 
declines to invitations at a corporate level. 

LandCorp’s Accepting Gifts and Entertainment Policy ensures the acceptance of gifts and/or 
entertainment, including hospitality and event invitations, does not place employees in a position which 
compromise, or may be perceived to compromise, LandCorp’s decision-making processes. LandCorp 
also has a clear Conflict of Interest Policy (which includes events, gifts and entertainment) ensuring 
actual, potential or perceived conflicts of interest are identified, declared, managed and reviewed 
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appropriately to maintain the integrity of LandCorp’s decision-making processes, including where there 
are active tender or procurement processes underway. 

More specific information on individual events can be provided from LandCorp’s register, however 
resources would need to be applied to extract that component relating to private sector based invitations 
and hospitality, as the register contains entries from both private and public organisations. 

Landgate 

(a) 21 Officers with 27 instances  

(b)–(d) [See paper 468.]  

Mid West Development Commission 

(a) Three 

(b) Lunch meeting, Batavia Coast Marina Pty Ltd  

(c) $20 each 

(d) Yes, Professional association. 

Peel Development Commission 

(a) One 

(b) Opening/launch of Sculpture by the Sea, sponsored by Alcoa 

(c) $80 (estimated) 

(d) No. 

Pilbara Development Commission 

(a) Six  

(b)–(d) [See paper 468.]  

South West Development Commission 

(a) One 

(b) Attending cricket match Perth Scorchers V’s Melbourne Stars, hosted by Perdaman Chemicals and 
Fertilisers Pty Ltd. 

(c) $150 

(d) No. 

The Department of Regional Development and Lands as at 11 June 2013 

(a) Nine 

(b)–(d) [See paper 468.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

384. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
For each department, agency or government trading enterprise within the Premier’s portfolio of responsibilities, I 
ask, has any officer above level 3.1 accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual, since 1 November 2012, and if so: 

(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 
travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel; and 

(d) does the agency have any commercial or financial relationship with the private company or individual, 
and if so, what is the nature of that commercial or financial relationship? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
For the period of 1 November 2012 – 11 June 2013. 

Salaries and Allowances Tribunal 

(a)  No  
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(b)–(d)  Not applicable. 

Gold Corporation 

(a)  2  

(b)–(d)  [See paper 461.]  

Public Sector Commission 

(a)  1 

(b)–(c)  [See paper 461.] 

(d)  No  

Department of State Development advises: 

(a)  15 

(b)–(c)  [See paper 461.] 

(d)  The Department of State Development in its role in facilitating responsible development has a business 
relationship with some of the companies/organisations named in the tabled report. Refer to (b)–(c). 

Lotterywest 

(a)  8  

(b)–(d)  [See paper 461.]  

Department of the Premier and Cabinet 

(a)  11 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 461.] 

ChemCentre 

(a)  3 

(b)–(d)  [See paper 461.] 

NURSES — ASSAULTS 

385. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health: 
For each month from January to March 2012, and from January to March 2013, would the Minister please 
provide: 

(a) the number of assaults recorded against nurses in the Western Australian health system; 

(b) the hospitals that those assaults occurred at; 

(c) the area/department of the hospital at which those assaults occurred; 

(d) the number of assaults reported to police; 

(e) the number of convictions that arose from those assaults; 

(f) the number of nurses that took sick or stress leave as a result of those assaults; 

(g) the total number of hours sick leave and stress leave taken as a result of those assaults; 

(h) the number of nurses that resigned or retired as a result of an assault; and 

(i) the total number of Code Blacks and at which hospitals they occurred? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
WA Country Health Services (WACHS) 

(a) 

 2012 2013 
January 13 4 
February 8 8 
March 9 3 
Total 30 15 

(b)  Pilbara Region ‑ Hedland Health Campus and Nickol Bay Hospital 
South West Region ‑ Bunbury, Harvey and Busselton Hospitals 
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Kimberly Region ‑ Broome, Halls Creek and Kununurra Hospitals, Community Health Facilities and 
Remote Communities 
Wheatbelt Region ‑ Bruce Rock, Narrogin and Wongon Hills Hospitals 
Goldfields region ‑ Kalgoorlie and Leonora Hospitals 
Midwest region ‑ Geraldton Hospital 
Great Southern region ‑ Denmark and Albany Hospitals 

(c)  Emergency Departments, medical wards, paediatric wards, mental health units, general wards and aged 
care wards. 

(d)  Nine. 
(e)  WACHS is unable to respond to this question. Matters regarding the courts, including convictions, are 

the responsibility of the Office of the Attorney General. 
(f)  Data regarding the number of nurses that took sick or stress leave as a result of assaults is not recorded. 

Employees, including nurses, are not obliged to state the reason for their personal leave. 
(g)  Unknown as per response to (f). 
(h)  Unknown. Data regarding the number of nurses that resigned or retired as a result of an assault is not 

recorded in the Lattice HR database as reasons why an employee resigns or terminates their 
employment. 

(i)  WACHS recorded 18 Code Blacks during this period at the Goldfields; Kalgoorlie and Leonora 
Hospitals. 

 2012 2013 
January 6 3 
February 2 1 
March 3 3 
Total 11 7 

No Code Blacks were recorded within any other WACHS sites. 

Child and Adolescent Health Services (CAHS) 

(a)  

 2012 2013 
January 2 0 
February 5 4 
March 1 5 
Total 8 9 

(b)  Princess Margaret Hospital for Children (PMH). 

(c)  Surgical Day Procedure Unit, Ward 9A, Ward 4H, Emergency Department, Ward 5A, Ward 5B, 
Ward 5C, Ward 17. 

(d)–(e)  This information is not recorded by the Child and Adolescent Health Service. 

(f)–(g)  This information is not known as there is not a requirement to provide a reason for sick leave. 

(h)  This information is not known as there is not a requirement to provide a reason for resigning or retiring. 

(i) 

 Jan 2012 Feb 2012 Mar 2012 Jan 2013 Feb 2013 Mar 2013 
PMH 19 20 23 22 15 12 

 

South Metropolitan Health Service and North Metropolitan Health Service 
(a)–(i)  [See paper 463.] 

CULTURE AND THE ARTS — BUILDING CONDITION ASSESSMENTS 

386. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
(1) Has the Department of Culture and the Arts finalised building condition assessments of infrastructure 

under the Departments purview? 
(2) What long term maintenance and or building upgrade programs have been established to address needs 

of ageing infrastructure? 
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(3) Where will funding come from within the budget to address the costs associated with (2) above? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 

(1)  The Department of Culture and the Arts (DCA) is progressing through a program of Building Condition 
Assessments. 

(2)  The DCA Portfolio Asset Investment Program addresses long term maintenance and building upgrade 
requirements for the Culture and the Arts Portfolio building assets.  

(3)  The 2012/13 State Budget provided funding of $20 million over four years to the DCA Portfolio Asset 
Investment Program. 

CULTURE AND THE ARTS — EVENTS ATTENDANCE 

387. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 

(1) Can the Minister advise attendance rates at classical music concerts in Western Australia for the 
periods: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(2) Can the Minister advise attendance rates at cinemas in Western Australia for the periods: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(3) Can the Minister advise attendance rates at dance performances in Western Australia for the periods: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(4) Can the Minister advise attendance rates at theatre performances in Western Australia for the periods: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(5) Can the Minister advise attendance rates at zoos and aquariums in Western Australia for the periods: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(6) Can the Minister advise attendance rates at art galleries in Western Australia for the periods: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(7) Can the Minister advise attendance rates at botanic gardens in Western Australia for the periods: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(8) Can the Minister advise attendance rates at pop music concerts in Western Australia for the periods: 

(a) 2011/12; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(9) Can the Minister advise attendance rates at museums in Western Australia for the periods: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

(10) Can the Minister advise attendance rates at libraries in Western Australia for the periods: 

(a) 2011–2012; and 

(b) 2012 to date? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 

(1)  The figures provided refer to attendances at classical music concerts held in Perth Theatre Trust venues.  

(a)  93,463 
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(b)  85,528. July 2012 — May 2013. 

(2) (a)–(b)  The Culture and Arts Portfolio does not hold this information. 

(3)  The figures provided refer to attendances at dance performances held in Perth Theatre Trust venues.  

(a)  46,762 

(b)  55,933. July 2012 — May 2013. 

(4) The figures provided refer to attendances at theatre performances held in Perth Theatre Trust venues.  

(a) 103,817 
(b) 112,067. July 2012 — May 2013 

(5) (a)–(b) The Culture and Arts Portfolio does not hold this information. 

(6) The figures provided refer to attendances at the Art Gallery of Western Australia.  

(a) 318,825 
(b) 378,874 (2012–13) 

The Art Gallery of Western Australia also supports the following regional galleries: 

Geraldton Regional Art Gallery 

(a) 10,684 
(b) 8,448 (2012–13) 

Bunbury Regional Art Gallery 

(a) 32,230 
(b) 34,253 

(7) (a)–(b) The Culture and Arts Portfolio does not hold this information. 

(8) (a)–(b) The Culture and Arts Portfolio does not hold this information. 

(9) The figures provided refer to attendances at Western Australian Museum sites in Perth, Fremantle, 
Albany, Kalgoorlie and Geraldton.  

(a) 887,594 
(b) 879,145 

(10) (a) State Library of Western Australia: 1,106,082 

Public libraries: 10,069,578 (Annual Public Library Statistical Returns — collected and 
collated by the State Library) 

(b) State Library of Western Australia: 1,074,029 
Public libraries: Data is not available at this time as the data from the 232 public libraries has 
not yet being received for 2012–13.  

Western Australia has a vibrant culture and arts industry with a range of professional and amateur 
performances and exhibitions across all art forms being hosted in both public and private venues 
throughout the state. The Culture and Arts Portfolio does not routinely collect data on attendance at all 
of these events. 

For general participation and attendance figures for culture and arts activities across the state please 
refer to the ABS Culture Report Western Australia 2012;  

http://www.dca.wa.gov.au/Documents/Research%20Hub/Arts%20and%20Cult%20Statistics/Research
%20Hub_Arts%20and%20cult%20stats_Vital%20Statistics%202012_Full%20Report.pdf  

HOSPITALS — ASSAULTS AGAINST STAFF 

389. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health: 
In each of the metropolitan health service hospitals in 2008–2009, how many assaults occurred against: 

(a) nurses; 
(b) allied health staff; and 
(c) medical staff? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 260. 

http://www.dca.wa.gov.au/Documents/Research%20Hub/Arts%20and%20Cult%20Statistics/Research%20Hub_Arts%20and%20cult%20stats_Vital%20Statistics%202012_Full%20Report.pdf
http://www.dca.wa.gov.au/Documents/Research%20Hub/Arts%20and%20Cult%20Statistics/Research%20Hub_Arts%20and%20cult%20stats_Vital%20Statistics%202012_Full%20Report.pdf
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ART GALLERY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA — LIFT 

392. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
Has the main lift in the Art Gallery of Western Australia been replaced, and: 

(a) if not, when will it be replaced; 

(b) who has tendered for this project; and 

(c) what will be the cost of the project? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
The main lift is not being replaced, it has been refurbished/upgraded. 

(a)  Not applicable. 

(b)  There were three tenders submitted for the project. Robinson Build Tech with Thyssen Krupp were the 
successful tenderer. 

(c)  $400,000.00 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH — ADVERTISING CAMPAIGNS 

404. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health: 
(1) How much did the Department of Health spend on advertising in each month from January 2012 to 

March 2013? 

(2) What health education campaigns have been funded? 

(3) For each health campaign please list any measured outcomes it has had? 

(4) Which health education campaigns have been halted as a result of the freeze on advertising? 

(5) What is the effect, or projected effect, halting these campaigns will have on the outcome of the 
respective campaigns? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(1)  [See paper 464.] 

(2)  Health education campaigns — 

After Hours General Practice services 
Breastscreening mammograms services 
Cervical cancer prevention 
Chlamydia prevention 
Emergency department — is it really an emergency? 
Flu prevention 
GettheFacts awareness 
Wheatbelt Quit Smoking Campaign 

(3)  [See paper 464.] 

(4)  None. 

(5)  Not applicable. 

NARROGIN BYPASS ROAD — FUNDING 

405. Mr M.P. Murray to the Minister for Transport: 
In refer to the Narrogin Bypass – North South Link Road in the Town of Narrogin, which Main Roads Western 
Australia Narrogin Depot has nominated as the number one priority road for completion for the last 10 years, and 
ask: 

(a) will the 2012–2013 State Budget have an allocation for funding to complete the Narrogin Bypass – 
North South Link Road if not, why not; 

(b) if it will not be funded in the 2012–2013 State Budget, when will funds be appropriated for the 
completion of this road; and 

(c) if funding will not be forthcoming for the bypass will the Minister provide an assurance to the residents 
of Clayton Road, users of the Narrogin Regional Recreation Centre and Narrogin residents in general, 
that the risks and dangers from having a heavy haulage route through a residential area will be 
addressed and managed in the short term? 
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Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
Main Roads WA advises: 

(a)  No because the 2012–13 financial year has just elapsed. 

(b)  Road funding needs are assessed annually as part of the State budgetary process. Consideration of 
funding for this project is currently underway as part of the 2013/14 budgetary process. 

(c)  Until the road project can be completed the Town of Narrogin and Main Roads are ensuring adequate 
traffic management measures are in place. Measures currently in place include signage and speed 
restrictions through town. Transport operators are also encouraged to consider alternative routes on 
Saturdays when high volume recreational and sporting activities take place along Clayton Road. 

HARNESS RACING — MILKSHAKE DETECTION 

409. Dr A.D. Buti to the Minister for Racing and Gaming: 
(1) I refer to the use of milkshakes in harness racing (a process by which large amounts of bi-carbonate of 

soda and other substance are poured into a horses’ stomach through a tube inserted via the animals’ 
nostril) and I ask: 

(a) how many detections have been recorded in Western Australia (WA) and on what dates and 
where did the relevant testing take place; 

(b) how many repeat offenders have there been in relation to detection of use of milkshakes and 
the names of the repeat offenders, and how many times has each repeat offender been found 
guilty of milkshake detection; and 

(c) what penalty has each person guilty of a milkshake detection received? 

(2) Are any records kept of deaths of thoroughbred horses and harness racing horses that occur at off track 
training properties and racing stables, and do stewards seek such information from veterinarians, 
insurance companies, carcass removalists? 

(3) If no to (2), how can authorities monitor patterns of unexplained deaths which may involve malpractice, 
cruelty, or neglect? 

(4) Does the Racing and Wagering Western Australia doping regime have the ability to detect the use of 
equine growth hormones, Myo-inositol trispyrophosphate, Demorphin, and Aicar? 

(5) Is the Minister aware of concerns raised recently by the West Australian Racing Trainers Association 
about the difficulties facing trainers in WA and the declining health of WA racing? 

(6) If the Minister is aware of these concerns what is his response to these concerns? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
(1)  [See paper 493.] 

(2)  The national rules of racing for the thoroughbred and harness codes provide for the notification by 
owners and or trainers of the death of a horse. 

(3)  While I am not aware of any evidence that there is a concerning level of unexplained deaths in horses in 
Western Australia, regular stable visits and inspection of trainers’ properties by stewards and the review 
of stable return data to confirm accurate recording of horses in stables, assists stewards in tracking the 
fate of horses. 

(4)  Yes 

(5)–(6)  Yes I am aware of the challenges facing Western Australian trainers.  However, RWWA consults with 
the West Australian Race Horse Trainers Association and RWWA’s distributions for 2013 provide for 
trainers through increased stakes and funding towards training costs at major metropolitan and country 
venues. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLES PROVISION 

413. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Treasurer: 
I refer to motor vehicles provided to senior executives above Level 9.1 (including all classes and divisions above 
Level 9.1); and ask at 7 June 2013, for each agency or department within the Treasurer’s portfolio of 
responsibilities: 

(a) what is the name of the executive or office-holder provided with a motor vehicle; 

(b) what is the title or position of the executive or office-holder provided with a motor vehicle; 
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(c) what is the agency or department in which the executive or office-holder works; 
(d) what is the make and model of the motor vehicle; 
(e) is the vehicle leased or has it been purchased; 
(f) if purchased, what was the cost of purchasing the motor vehicle; and 
(g) if leased, what are the monthly lease costs of the vehicle? 
Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
The Department of Treasury advises: 
(a)  Anthony Kannis, Thomas Leeming, Mark Altus, Michael Court, Chris Wright, David Christmas, 

Alistair Jones, John Murphy, Sean Cameron, Doug Tyler, Michael Barnes, Mick Doyle, Glen Colling, 
Emily Jarnicki, Mick Jolob, Steve Toutountzis, John Dransfield, John Hamilton, John Tondut, Lian 
Borlace, Lisa Rickards, Nigel McCombe, Richard Mann, Steven Luce, Trudy Grimshaw, Adrian Duca, 
David Fullarton, Greg Italiano 

(b)  Executive Director, Infrastructure; Director, Public Private Partnerships; Principal Project Manager; 
Executive Director, Economic; Director, State Finances; A/Director, Forecasting & Quantitative 
Services; A/Director, Economic Reform; A/Director, Infrastructure; Director, Resourcing; Director, 
Infrastructure Policy & Planning; Deputy Under Treasurer; Director, Risk & Audit; Director, People & 
Governance; Director, PPP; Director, Financial Policy; Director, Performance & Eval GP 1; Project 
Director; Principal Project Director; Director, New Stadium Project; Senior Project Director, 
Commercial & Legal; Principal Project Director; General Manager, Project Assurance; Executive 
Director, Strategic Projects; Principal Project Director; Director, Legal and Commercial; Director, 
Strategic Projects; Project Director; Director, Project Evaluation 

(c)  Department of Treasury 

(d)  Peugeot, 4007 SV; Subaru, Forester X 4D Wagon; Toyota, Camry Atara S; Jeep, Cherokee Limited; 
Hyundai, Santa Fe SLX CRDI; Mazda, Mazda3 SP20; Volkswagen, Tiguan 125 TSI; Toyota, Camry 
Atara SX; Subaru, Outback 2.5I Wagon; Mazda, Mazda6 Touring; Toyota, Kluger KX-S; Peugeot, 508 
Active; Mazda, CX-5 Maxx Sport; Volkswagen, Golf 103 TDI; Subaru, Outback 2.5I Wagon; Subaru, 
Outback 2.5I Wagon; Volkswagen, Golf 103 TDI; Volkswagen, Passat 125 TDI; Honda, Accord Euro 
Luxury; Hyundai, I30 Active; Mazda, Mazda6 Classic; Peugeot, 508 Allure HDI; Subaru, Liberty 2.5I 
Premium; Volkswagen, Tiguan 155 TSI; Volkswagen, Jetta 103 TDI; Volkswagen, Tiguan 125 TSI; 
Peugeot, 508 Allure HDI; Holden Calais V Sportwagon 

(e)  Leased 

(f)  Not applicable 

(g)  $778.23; $134.69; $459.21; $678.64; $556.64; $454.55; $658.97; $478.19; $994.91; $758.40; $817.17; 
$611.12; $625.72; $563.18; $580.37; $415.19; $555.55; $136.25; $888.71; $342.28; $162.50; $787.45; 
$695.33; $691.10; $603.59; $730.03; $765.93; $845.14 

The Economic Regulation Authority advises: 

(a)  Paul Kelly, Roberto Pullella, Rajat Sarawat, Bruce Layman, Martin Begley 

(b)  Executive Director, Licensing, Monitoring & Customer Protection; Executive Director, Access; 
Executive Director, Economics; Chief Economist, Economics; Principal Regulatory Advisor 

(c)  Economic Regulation Authority 

(d)  Ford, Territory SZ MY11 2.7 TDCi TX AWD Auto Wagon; Peugeot, 508 2.0 HDi FAP Allure Touring 
Auto Wagon; Toyota, Landcruiser Prado MY11 3.0 TD GXL Auto Wagon; Holden, Commodore 
Sportwagon VE 3.0 Omega Auto Wagon; Suzuki, Grand Vitara JT 2.4 Urban Auto Wagon 

(e)  Leased 

(f)  Not applicable 
(g)  $1082.79; $836.19; $459.52; $754.34; $539.20 The Government Employee Superannuation Board 

(GESB) advises: 
(a)–(g)  Not applicable. GESB does not provide any senior executives with motor vehicles. 
The Insurance Commission of Western Australia (ICWA) advises: 

(a)  Rod Whithear, Craig Bailey, Ernie Cowell, Ken McAullay, Bruce Meredith, Jim Milligan, Glenn 
Myers, Julie O’Neill, Paul Semmens, Grant Speight, Keith Thompson, Lew Watts, Don Williams, Gary 
Wrightson, Fabrizio Zanuttigh 
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(b)  CEO; Senior Internal Lawyer; Chief Finance Officer; General Manager Corporate Services; General 
Counsel; General Manager Special Investigations; Chief Information Officer; Chief Investment Officer; 
Senior Funds Manager; GM Human Resources; Principal Management Accountant; Deputy CEO; GM 
RiskCover; Property Investments Manager; GM CTP 

(c)  The Insurance Commission of Western Australia 

(d)  Landrover Freelander; Hyundai iX35 Highlander; Mazda CX5 Grand; Mazda 6 Touring Sedan; Volvo 
s40 Sedan; Holden Commodore SV6 Sedan; Ford Falcon G6 Sedan; 4 x Hyundai Sante Fe Highlander; 
Hyundai Highlander; 5 x Hyundai Sante Fe SLX; Hyundai Sante Fe 2.2 DCRi 

(e)  One Landrover Freelander is being leased, the remaining 14 vehicles have been purchased by salary 
sacrifice 

(f)  $20,586; $29,915; $24,984; $27,810; $17,337; $22,239; $28,363, $28,712, $29,518, $29,942, $29,578; 
$22,229; $23,831, $28,905 

(g)  $622.00  

The Office of the Auditor General advises: 

(a)  Colin Murphy, Glen Clarke, Sadie Godfrey, Colin Campbell, Jason Beeley, Don Cunninghame, 
Michelle Shafizadeh, Peter Bouhlas, Vince Turco, Peter Sparkes, Patrick Arulsingham 

(b)  Auditor General; Deputy Auditor General; Assistant Auditor General, Strategy, Policy and Corporate 
Services; Assistant Auditor General, Compliance and Information Systems; Assistant Auditor General, 
Performance Audit; Assistant Auditor General, Assurance Services; Assistant Auditor General, 
Standards and Quality; Director Compliance and Information Systems; Senior Director Assurance 
Services; Senior Director Assurance Services; Senior Director Assurance Services  

(c)  Office of the Auditor General 

(d)  Hyundai Santa Fe; Nissan Murano; Peugot 508; Peugot 508; Peugot 508; Subaru Forester; Toyota 
Landcruiser Prado; Subaru Impreza; Volkswagen Golf; Mazda 3; Volkswagen Golf 

(e)  Leased 

(f)  Not applicable 

(g)  $939.79; $663.07; $823.57; $685.93; $684.25; $393.30; $443.76; $391.48; $408.00; $376.53; $411.32 
The Western Australian Treasury Corporation advises: 

(a)–(g)  Not applicable. 

BARNETT MINISTRY — TERM-OF-GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES 

423. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Premier: 
I refer to the March 2013 reconstitution of the Ministry, and I ask: 

(a) were any term-of-government employees offered, or did any of these employees request, redundancies 
as a result of the reconstitution of the ministry; 

(b) how many redundancies were offered, how many redundancies were requested and how many 
redundancies were granted; 

(c) what was the position, level and Ministerial office location of all the term-of-government employees 
who received redundancies; 

(d) how many months and/or years of service has each employee completed under their contract as term-of-
government employees; 

(e) what was the formula applied to calculate each of the redundancy packages; 

(f) was this formula applied for each redundancy package and if not, why not, and for which redundancy 
package or packages was a different formulae applied; and 

(g) what was the severance and the leave components for each individual redundancy package? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet 

(a)–(g)  Employees employed in accordance with s68 of the Public Sector Management Act 1994 for the term of 
the government and in accordance with their contract of employment, are entitled to an end of contract 
payment given that the conditions of s72(1)(a) or (b) of the Act are met. These entitlements are not 
redundancy payments. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE PROVISION 

431. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Regional Development: 
I refer to motor vehicles provided to senior executives above Level 9.1 (including all classes and divisions above 
Level 9.1), and I ask as at 7 June 2013, for each agency or department within the Minister’s portfolio of 
responsibilities, what is: 

(a) the name of the executive or office-holder provided with a motor vehicle; 
(b) the title or position of the executive or office-holder provided with a motor vehicle; 
(c) the agency or department in which the executive or office-holder works; 
(d) what is the make and model of the motor vehicle; 
(e) is the vehicle leased or has it been purchased; 
(f) if purchased, what was the cost of purchasing the motor vehicle; and 
(g) if leased, what are the monthly lease costs of the vehicle? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Gascoyne Development Commission 

(a)  Stephen Webster 
(b)  Chief Executive Officer 
(c)  Gascoyne Development Commission 
(d)  Toyota Prado 
(e)  Leased 
(f)  Not applicable 
(g)  $575.43 rent, $8.78 carbon charge, $58.42 GST Total $643.63 

Goldfields Esperance Development Commission 

(a)  Nil  

(b)–(g)  Not applicable. 

Great Southern Development Commission 

(a)  Bruce Manning 
(b)  Chief Executive Officer 
(c)  Great Southern Development Commission 
(d)  Holden Commodore 
(e)  Leased (Fleetcare) 
(f)  Not applicable 
(g)  $946.99 (GST Inclusive) 

Kimberley Development Commission 

(a) Jeff Gooding 
(b) Chief Executive 
(c) Kimberley Development Commission 
(d) Toyota Prado GXL Diesel 
(e) Leased 
(f) Not applicable 
(g) $812.09 

LandCorp 

(a)–(g) As a corporatised entity, LandCorp does not provide motor vehicles on a comparable basis to the public 
sector. 

Mid West Development Commission 

(a) Gavin Treasure 

(b) Chief Executive Officer 

(c) Mid West Development Commission 
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(d) Toyota, Landcruiser Prado 

(e) Leased 

(f) Not applicable 

(g)  $602.38 (estimated total monthly cost includes fuel, maintenance, registration, insurance, management 
fee, monthly lease) 

Peel Development Commission 

Mellisa Teede, CEO, has opted for the cash component rather than lease vehicle, therefore — 

(a)  Nil 

(b)–(g)  Not applicable 

Pilbara Development Commission 

(a)  Dr Ken King  
(b)  Chief Executive Officer  
(c)  Pilbara Development Commission 
(d)  Toyota Prado 3.0TD GX Auto  
(e)  Leased  
(f)  Not applicable 
(g)  $560.45PM ex GST   

South West Development Commission 

(a)  Nil 

(b)–(g)  Not applicable 

Department of Regional Development and Lands (RDL) as at 7 June 2013 

(a)–(g)  [See paper 470.] 

Wheatbelt Development Commission 

(a)  Wendy Newman 
(b)  Chief Executive Officer 
(c)  Wheatbelt Development Commission 
(d)  2012 Toyota Kluger Wagon 
(e)  Leased 
(f)  Not applicable 
(e)  $878.59 Landgate  
(a)–(g)  [See paper 470.] 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE PROVISION 

436. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to motor vehicles provided to senior executives above Level 9.1 (including all classes and divisions above 
Level 9.1), and I ask as at 7 June 2013, for each agency or department within the Minister’s portfolio of 
responsibilities, what is: 

(a) the name of the executive or office-holder provided with a motor vehicle; 

(b) the title or position of the executive or office-holder provided with a motor vehicle; 

(c) the agency or department in which the executive or office-holder works; 

(d) what is the make and model of the motor vehicle; 

(e) is the vehicle leased or has it been purchased; 

(f) if purchased, what was the cost of purchasing the motor vehicle; and 

(g) if leased, what are the monthly lease costs of the vehicle? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(g)  [See paper 476.] 
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POLICE — MOVE-ON NOTICES 

442. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Police: 
(1) How many move-on notices were made in: 

(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2012; and 
(e) 2013 to date? 

(2) What was the ethnicity of the recipients of the move-on notices in each of these years? 

(3) How many full-time equivalent staff are allocated to the implementation of the Prohibited Behaviour 
Orders Act 2010, and what is the position and role of each staff member? 

Mrs L.M. Harvey replied: 
(1) (a)  14,950 

(b)  20,318 
(c)  23,496 
(d)  29,047 
(e)  12,913 

(2)  [See paper 486.] 

(3)  There are three full time staff members at the Prohibited behaviour Order Unit (PBOU). Two are 
permanent and one temporary position 

Position 1 — Officer in Charge — Detective Senior Sergeant 

Role: 

• Management of unit.  
• Co-ordinating the nomination of suitable persons for Prohibited Behaviour Orders (PBOs) for WA 

Police. 
• Point of contact with all WA Police Crime Intelligence Co-ordination Units. 
• Presenting awareness sessions to policing districts ensuring focus is placed on PBO’s, to mitigate 

and/or reduce continued types of prescribed offending.  
• WA Police point of contact with State Solicitors Office (SSO). 

Position 2 — Level 5 State Intelligence Division Intelligence (SID) Analyst — Contracted 
till 16 July 2013. 
Role: 

• Maintain statistical data bases 
• Identify nominees for PBOs. 
• Preparing PBO documentation for use by the SSO during the court process. 
• Management of Level 3 documentation and quality assurance of the work provided. 

Position 3 — Level 3 State Intelligence Division Intelligence (SID) Intelligence Analyst 

Role: 

• Produce research documents.  
• Produce personal summary documents. 
• Produce affidavit documentation.  
• Check computer alerts for potential PBO nominations.  
• Office administration. 

PREMIER’S OFFICE — COSTS 

444. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier: 
I refer to the new office of the Premier at 1 Parliament Place, West Perth, and I ask has a cost reconciliation been 
conducted into the final cost of the project and if so, what is the final cost and: 

(a) if no, why not; 

(b) if yes, does that cost include office fit-out costs such as furniture and information technology; and 
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(c) if no to (b), what was the final cost in terms of office fit-out costs such as furniture and information 
technology? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet 

(a)–(c)  No. A final cost reconciliation can only occur upon resolution of all project related matters including 
consultancy and construction contracts, information technology, and furniture procurement. Typically 
project completion occurs upon finalisation of the main construction contract which requires the 
rectification of building defects and resolution of all builders’ claims. This occurs after completion of 
the 12-month contractual defects liability period which, for this project expires, in October 2013. 

GOVERNMENT BOARDS AND COMMITTEES — MEMBERSHIP 

445. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development: 
I refer to the following Boards and Committees within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities: Avon 
Industrial Park Advisory Board; Ord Enhancement Scheme Management Committee; Rural, Remote and 
Regional Women’s Network of Western Australia; Service Delivery Reform Working Group; Western 
Australian Regional Development Trust, and ask: 

(a) what are the names of all members on each Board or Committee; 

(b) on what date was each member appointed; 

(c) what is the term of appointment of each member; 

(d) what is the remuneration of each member; 

(e) what position does each member hold on the Board or Committee; and 

(f) which members have been appointed by the Minister? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
(a)–(f)  [See paper 469.] 

KIMBERLEY SCIENCE AND CONSERVATION STRATEGY 

449. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier: 
I refer to the State Government’s $63 million Kimberley Science and Conservation Strategy and, as the 
Department of Premier and Cabinet is responsible for coordinating and driving whole-of-government delivery, I 
ask: 

(a) what specific elements of the Strategy have been delivered as at 1 June 2013; 

(b) which specific State Government agencies have contributed financially to the Strategy; 

(c) what has been the total financial contribution of each State Government agency involved in the Strategy 
as at 1 June 2013; and 

(d) has there been any financial contribution towards the Strategy from any non-State Government agency 
sources and if so, what is the name of the contributor and what amount has been contributed? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet  

(a)  Elements of the Strategy have been delivered as at 1 June 2013 — 

• Gazettal of the Camden Sound Marine Park on 19 June 2012 

• Gazettal of the Eighty Mile Beach Marine Park on 29 January 2013 

• Creation of the 633 000 hectare Class A Prince Regent National Park. 

• The release of Indicative Management Plans for the Camden Sound and Eighty Mile Beach Marine 
Parks.  

• Partnering with Traditional Owners, pastoralists and non-government organisations to treat 
nearly 1 million hectares of conservation estate and unallocated crown land with prescribed 
burning and cull 8,258 feral herbivores as part of the Landscape Conservation Initiative. 

• Engagement of sixty traditional owners from groups including Dambimangari, Wunambal, 
Gaambera, Wilinggin, Bunuba and Balanggarra in on country land management activities and 
training. 
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• Finalisation of a $2.15 million partnership agreement with the Australian Wildlife Conservancy to 
deliver conservation projects at the Artesian Range and Tableland pastoral lease. 

• Commencement of the $12 million Kimberley Marine Research Program through the Western 
Australian Marine Science Institute. 

• Completion of visitor facility upgrades at Tunnel Creek, Geikie Gorge and Purnululu National 
Parks. 

• Commencement of road works and tourism infrastructure upgrades along Kalumburu Road.  
• Release of 30,000 Barramundi fingerlings into Lake Kununurra under stage 1 of the Lake 

Kununurra Barramundi Restocking Program. 
• Presenting State Government Indigenous Land Use Agreement (ILUA) proposals to nine 

Traditional Owner groups, seeking their consent for the creation of new conservation reserves, 
intertidal marine park areas, and long-term ranger programs. 

• Commencement of ILUA negotiations and Joint Management Agreements (JMA) with 
Dambimangari Traditional Owners to establish Horizontal Falls and Lalang garram Camden Sound 
marine parks, Horizontal Falls National Park and a number of other new conservation reserves. 

• Commencement of ILUA negotiations with the Karajarri, Ngarla and Nyungamarta groups along 
Eighty Mile Beach to establish joint management arrangements over the Marine Park. 

• Commencement of funding for a Research Chair at the University of Western Australia’s Centre 
for Rock Art Research. 

(b)–(c)  Financial contribution of each State Government agency involved in the Strategy up to 31 March 2013 
(latest available information) — 

 

State Government Agency  Expenditure 
Department of Parks and Wildlife $12,749,964 
Department of Fisheries $1,844,610 
Department of Commerce $5,767,050 
Tourism WA $992,314 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs  $137,500 
Department of Mines and Petroleum $298,700 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet $184,290 

(a)–(d)  Financial contribution towards the Strategy from non-State Government agency sources — 
 

Other Agency Expenditure 
Department of Resources Energy and Tourism $140,000 
Australian Wildlife Conservancy (As of 28 Feb 2013) $250,000 

 

CROWN PERTH — LAND SALE 

462. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the Government’s intention to sell 5.8 hectares of land to Crown Perth and I ask: 

(a) what will take place during the first stage approval process for the proposed hotel; 

(b) how many stages will the approval process go through and what will occur at each stage; and 

(c) has the Class C Reserve been lifted from over the land: 

(i) if so, when was the Class C Reserve lifted; 
(ii) if not, will the Government be required to lift the Class C Reserve for the transfer of the land 

to Crown Perth to take place; and 
(iii) for the transfer of the land to take place is any change to the zoning and Reserve classification 

of the land required and if so, what changes are required? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(c)  Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 430. 

DOCTORS — EMPLOYMENT 

464. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health: 
(1) How many doctors retired, resigned, were made redundant or were terminated in the public health 

system for each month from January 2012 to March 2013, and at which hospital? 
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(2) How many doctors were hired in the public health system for each month from January 2012 to 
April 2013, and at which hospitals? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 394. 

SURGERY WAITLISTS  

466. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health: 
(1) What was the average wait time for people to have an appointment to be assessed for surgery waitlists 

from January to March in the years: 

(a) 2011; 
(b) 2012; and 
(c) 2013? 

(2) How does the government currently monitor and assess the time patients must wait for a surgery 
assessment appointment? 

(3) What was the total average time people waited in-between referral for surgery assessment and their 
procedure (please list specific to the relevant outpatient clinic and procedure) from January to March in 
the years: 

(a) 2011; 
(b) 2012; and 
(c) 2013? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 321. 

AIR CHARTER SERVICES — GOVERNMENT CONTRACT 

471. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Premier: 
I refer to Question On Notice 7667 of 28 March 2012, regarding the Government’s contract for Air Charter 
Services, and I ask: 

(a) if the 33 hours per month and 42 hours per month operation per aircraft are exceeded, is an extra fee 
paid and if so, how much per hour is paid; 

(b) what were the average hours of operation per month for each aircraft for each of the financial years: 

(i) 2008–2009; 
(ii) 2009–2010; 
(iii) 2010–2011; and 
(iv) 2011–2012; and 

(c) does the contract specify a minimum charge per month or per year and if so what is that minimum 
charge? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet 

(a)  Yes. A fee of $1,000.00 per hour for the Hawker Jet and a fee of $300.00 per hour for the King Air.  

(b)  For the Hawker Jet and the King Air aircraft respectively: 

(i)  30.7 hours and 25.6 hours 
(ii)  32.6 hours and 25.4 hours 
(iii)  32.3 hours and 23.5 hours 
(iv)  36.1 hours and 17.4 hours 

(c)  No. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

476. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 
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(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)–(b)  Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

477. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

479. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

481. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 
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Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

482. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

483. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

484. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Police; Road Safety; Small Business; Women’s Interests: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 

Mrs L.M. Harvey replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

485. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 6 August 2013] 2729 

 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(b)  Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

488. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the Minister 
for State Development: 

In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 
(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

489. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Tourism: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Deputy Premier: 
(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

490. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Premier: 
(a) how much money was spent on international travel in the following years: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip; and 

(c) who travelled on each trip? 
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Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
(a)–(c)  Information relating to agency travel can be found in quarterly reports titled “Interstate and Overseas 

Travel Undertaken by Ministers, Members of Parliament and Officers on Official Business”, tabled in 
Parliament every quarter as part of this Government’s ongoing commitment to accountability and 
transparency. 

The most recent report, for the three months ended 30 September 2012, was tabled in the Legislative 
Assembly on 27 June 2013 (see tabled paper no 422) and Legislative Council on 27 June 2013 (see 
tabled paper no 382). 

These travel reports are also publicly available on the Department of the Premier and Cabinet website. 

WELLARD TRAIN STATION — ESCALATOR 

491. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the escalator at Wellard Train Station, which is out of order, and ask: 

(a) how long has the escalator been out of order; 

(b) what is the expected timeframe as to when the escalator will be repaired; 

(c) has a contractor looked at the fault; 

(d) are workmen or contractors assigned to repair the escalator; and 

(e) what is the reason for the delay in repairing the escalator? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
The Public Transport Authority (PTA) advises: 

(a)  The escalator was out of order for a total of 14 days.  

(b)  The escalator has been repaired. 

(c)–(d)  Yes. 

(e)  A part was out of stock.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

493. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 

(a) 2008; 

(b) 2009; 

(c) 2010; 

(d) 2011; 

(e) 2012; and 

(f) 2013 to date? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)–(f)  Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

494. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 

(a) 2008; 

(b) 2009; 

(c) 2010; 

(d) 2011; 

(e) 2012; and 

(f) 2013 to date? 
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Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

496. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivalent allocation in each of 
the following years: 

(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

ALBANY COURT HOUSE — AIR CONDITIONING 

501. Mr P.B. Watson to the Minister representing the Attorney General: 
In relation to the operation of the air conditioning at the Albany Court House, I ask: 

(a) is the temperature setting for the air conditioning able to be adjusted on the premises; 

(b) if the temperature cannot be changed from on the premises, then where is it changed from, and what is 
the process that Court House staff must do to change it; 

(c) if the temperature cannot be changed from on the premises, then why is that the case; and 

(d) is there any cost involved to change the temperature, and if so what is it? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(a)  Yes. However, the air conditioning system in the Albany Court House is a centrally controlled system 

that cannot be adjusted by staff. 

(b)  Building Management and Works (BMW) manages the maintenance of the Albany Justice Complex. 
When requested by Court staff, BMW would engage a contractor (air conditioning technician) to adjust 
the air conditioning settings. 

(c)  Not applicable. 

(d)  The contractor charges approximately $150 per occasion to attend and make the necessary adjustments 
to the air conditioning settings. 

SILVER CHAIN SERVICE — ENEABBA 

505. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the Silver Chain Eneabba Health Centre, and I ask: 

(a) what is the current status of the nursing quarters affected by white ants at Silver Chain Eneabba Health 
Centre; 

(b) how long have the nursing quarters been uninhabitable on account of white ants; 

(c) has any funding been provided to Silver Chain to address the white ants problem; and 

(d) where do patients need to travel to in an emergency if they cannot attend Eneabba Health Centre? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(a)  The nursing quarters at Eneabba Health Centre is not affected by white ants. 

(b)–(c)  Not applicable. 

(d)  Eneabba Health Centre continues to provide emergency nursing care 24 hours per day 7 days a week 
and 30 hours of general nursing care. If the Eneabba Health Centre nurse is unavailable, patients can 
access the Leeman Health Centre which is approximately 37km distance from Eneabba. Other options 
are:  

North Midlands Health Service (Three Springs) — 63 km 
Dongara Eneabba Mingenew Leeman Health Service (Dongara) — 81 km 
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Jurien Bay Health Centre — 81 km 
Geraldton Hospital — 150 km 

RENAL DIALYSIS SERVICES — REGIONS 

508. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health: 
What is the projected demand for renal dialysis services in Western Australia, by region, over the next ten years? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
The WA Country Health Service (WACHS) Renal Dialysis Plan 2010 to 2021 provides agreed strategies for 
both, meeting the need for dialysis services across WACHS for the next ten years and for enabling dialysis 
clients to live as close to home as possible. The Plan has been developed by the WACHS Renal Dialysis 
Reference Group in conjunction with clinicians and renal physicians across WACHS and metropolitan tertiary 
providers. The WACHS Renal Dialysis Plan is consistent with the WA Chronic Kidney Disease Model of Care 
developed by the Renal Diseases Health Network in December 2007. 

Table 15 (page 29) of the WACHS Renal Dialysis Plan below shows the projections to 2021 for each of the 
seven country regions. 

Table 15: Distribution of dialysis clients by region 
 

Region 2010 Clients 2021 Projections (LCI-UCI) 
Kimberley 96 199 (198–201) 
Pilbara 41* 59 (45–73) 
Midwest 38 48 (40–57) 
Goldfields 49 71 (62–80) 
South West 48 184 (165–203) 
Great Southern 18 51 (42–60) 
Wheatbelt** 34 57 (47–68) 
TOTAL 324 669 (599–742) 

*46 was used in the 2021 projection due to unusually high number of transplants in 2008. 

**Wheatbelt dialysis clients are estimated based on the metropolitan prevalence rates. 

LCI (lower confidence interval) — UCI (upper confidence interval) of client projections. 

The WACHS Renal Plan is available for download at — 

www.wacountry.health.wa.gov.au/fileadmin/sections/publications/Publications_by_topic_type/Service_Plans/W
ACHS_SP_Renal_Dialysis2010–2021.pdf 

Projected demand for renal dialysis services (episodes of care) by region of residence: 
 

Region of Residence 2016/17 2021/22 
South Metro 51,900 64,300 
North Metro 54,700 68,100 
Kimberley 8,400 11,300 
South West 13,700 18,300 
Pilbara 4,200 5,300 
Wheatbelt 3,500 4,700 
Midwest 6,900 7,500 
Goldfields 6,900 8,100 
Great Southern 5,700 7,200 
TOTAL 155,900 194,800 

SOURCE: 0910_SC2_SC6.xlsx 

HIGH STREET–STIRLING HIGHWAY — UPGRADE 

510. Ms S.F. McGurk to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the High Street–Stirling Highway upgrade project and the subsequent noise testing in the area 
undertaken as part of this project and I ask: 

(a) what is the data from the most recent noise testing completed for the Duke Street area; 

(b) can the Minister please detail any previous data collected from noise testing in the Duke Street area; 

http://www.wacountry.health.wa.gov.au/fileadmin/sections/publications/Publications_by_topic_type/Service_Plans/WACHS_SP_Renal_Dialysis2010-2021.pdf
http://www.wacountry.health.wa.gov.au/fileadmin/sections/publications/Publications_by_topic_type/Service_Plans/WACHS_SP_Renal_Dialysis2010-2021.pdf


 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 6 August 2013] 2733 

 

(c) will the Department of Transport undertake air quality monitoring to measure the level of emissions 
from diesel trucks; and 

(d) does the Minister plan to construct noise walls along Stirling Highway, in the section from Canning 
Highway to High Street, as part of the upgrade project? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 

Main Roads WA advises: 

(a)   Main Roads is awaiting the results from its acoustic consultant.  

(b)   Main Roads has not conducted nor is it aware of any previous monitoring or modelling at the Duke 
Street area.  

(c)   Main Roads has engaged a consultant to conduct an air quality assessment and Main Roads is awaiting 
the results.  

(d)   The section of Stirling Highway between Marmion Street and Canning Highway is not included in the 
project scope.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

513. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 

(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 

Department of Environment and Conservation 

(a)–(c)  Nil.  

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

Office of the Environmental Protection Authority 

(a)–(c)  Nil.  

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

Office of the Appeals Convenor  

(a)–(c)  Nil.  

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

Swan River Trust  

(a)–(c)  Nil.  

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority 

(a)–(c)  Nil.  

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

Perth Zoo  

(a)–(c)  Nil.  

(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  

State Heritage Office 

(a)–(c)  Nil.  

(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

514. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 
(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 
(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 
(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 
(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 

purchased? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Department for Communities 

(a)–(c)  Nil  
(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  

 Department Local Government 

(a)–(c)  Nil  
(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

Metropolitan Cemeteries Board 

(a)  $25 000. 
(b)  $25 000. 
(c)  $25 000. 
(d)  Towards Memorial Sculpture for a Memorial Garden by Ayad Alqaragholi, an Australian Artist. 
(e)  Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

517. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 

(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
Money spent on the purchase and lease of art by agencies under the Minister’s jurisdiction is as follows; 

Department of Sport and Recreation 

(a)  $400,000 purchases under the Percent for Art Scheme 

(b)–(c)  Nil 

(d)  The purchased art works by Lorrena Grant are located at nib Stadium. The public art purchased was 
selected through the State’s Percent for Art Scheme which requires projects above $2 million to set 
aside up to 1% of the construction budget for public art. 

(e)  Not applicable. 

Department of Racing Gaming and Liquor 

(a)–(d)  Nil 

(e)  Not applicable.  

Venues West 

(a)  $21 267 ($20 767.20) purchases under the Percent for Art Scheme 
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(b)–(c) Nil  

(d)  1 Mark Radloff print ($500) and 

The purchased art works by Shane Pickett at cost of $20 767.20 are located at Perth Arena. The public 
art purchased was selected through the State’s Percent for Art Scheme which requires projects above 
$2 million to set aside up to 1% of the construction budget for public art. 

(e)  Not applicable.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

519. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 

(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 

(a) The Commission spent $8,642 on leasing art in the last 12 months. 

(b) The Commission spent $8,367 on leasing art in the last 6 months. 

(c)–(d) Nil. 

(e) Not applicable.  

COMMISSIONER FOR CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE 

(a)–(c) Nil 

(d)–(e) Not applicable 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

(a) $5,250 has been spent on the hire of artwork from ArtBank in the last 12 months. 

(b)–(c) Nil. 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

 DEPARTMENT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

(a) During 2012/13 a total of $35,904.91 was expended on art for public spaces in courthouses and 
tribunals consisting of $23,272.00 for lease and rentals and $12,632.91 on purchases. 

(b) $11,500 

(c) $11,500 

(d) A portrait of the Chief Justice by Peter Kendall commissioned by the Supreme Court Art Committee. 
There is a portrait of every Chief Justice in the Ceremonial Court. 

(e) Not applicable. 

 DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS 

(a)–(c) Nil 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 

(a)–(c) Nil 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

OFFICE OF THE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

(a)–(c) Nil 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
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LEGAL AID 

(a) $7815 

(b) $275 

(c) $275 

(d) Thunderstorms in the Murchison — Margaret Whitehurst 
Murchison River — Margaret Whitehurst 
Bush Tucker — Margaret Whitehurst 
Kith & Kin — Naomi Grant 
Emu — Peter Farmer 
Goannas — Shirley Humphries 
Homecoming — Geoffrey Woods 
Meeting Place — Beverley Egan 
Rainbow Serpant — Goongi 
Ochre Paper x 2 — Betty Egan 
Rain Maker Dreaming — Betty Egan 
The Goldfields — Benson Dickerson  
Red Kangaroos — Leonie Bynder 
Emu Walking Along the River — Tiara Heelan 
Under the Ocean — Katherine Bynder 
Catching a Fish — Alicia Bynder 
Noorn Dreaming — Leam Hayden 
Yonkga at Sunset — Kaylhaem Kelly 
Happy for Kangaroo — Ebony Hutt 
Under the Sea — Charlize Lockyee 
Shark and Squid — Kruze Taylor 
Flag on Grass — Chantelle Hansen 
No title — Jackson Hansen 

(e) Not applicable. 

LEGAL PRACTICE BOARD WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

(a)–(c) Nil. 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

LEGAL PROFESSION COMPLAINTS COMMITTEE 

(a) $458  

(b)–(c) Nil  

(d) 2 Cellular Prints from Freedom Furniture  

(e) Not applicable 

LAW REFORM COMMISSION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

(a)–(c) Nil. 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

SOLICITOR GENERAL’S OFFICE 

(a)–(c) Nil. 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

 WESTERN AUSTRALIAN INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS COMMISSION 

(a)–(c) Nil. 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

 WORKCOVER 

(a)–(c) Nil. 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

520. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 

(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
Disability Services Commission 

(a) $1,615.00 

(b) Nil 

(c) $500.00 

(d) (i) One set of 4 sea impressions by Brian Ward (artist with disability) 

(ii) One painting by Travis Hislop (artist with disability) 

(iii) Two drawings by Aimee Dickson 

(iv) One painting  by Patrick Carter (artist with disability) 

(v) One painting by David Guhl (artist with disability) 

(e) Brian Ward — not applicable 
Travis Hislop — 2012 Cossack Art Award 
Aimee Dickson Solo exhibition 
Patrick Carter — not applicable 
David Guhl — function at artist’s home to raise funds for Down Syndrome Association 

Drug and Alcohol Office 

(a)–(c) Nil. 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

 Mental Health Commission 

(a)–(b) Nil. 

(c) $3,300.00 

(d) 1 painting by David Giles (Mental Health consumer) 

(e) Not applicable. 

Department for Child Protection and Family Support 

(a)–(c) Nil. 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

521. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 

(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 
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Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
Money spent on the purchase and lease of art by agencies under the Minister’s jurisdiction is as follows; 

AQWEST — BUNBURY WATER 

(a)–(c)   Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

BUSSELTON WATER 

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

WATER CORPORATION 

(a)  $15,446. In some cases, the Corporation has returned leased art and   replaced with low cost purchased 
photo art. In other cases, the art is for newly refurbished offices. 

(b) $5,446 

(c) $1,500 

(d) Ele–Art Perth Zoo 
Wyadup Beach Shane Nener 
Smiths Beach Shane Nener 
Floreat Shane Nener 
Hillarys Marina Shane Nener 
Blue Boat Shed Shane Nener 
Karinjini Shane Nener 
Gracetown Rainbow Shane Nener 
South Beach Shane Nener 
Perth Shane Nener 
Marquette Tony Jones 

(e) Not applicable. 

DEPARTMENT OF WATER 
(a)–(c)  Nil 
(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY TRAINING FUND 

(a)–(c)  Nil 
(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION SERVICES 

(a)–(c)  Nil 
(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  

DEPARTMENT OF TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT 

(a)–(c)  Nil 
(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  

CENTRAL INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 

It should be noted that Central has been delivering visual arts programs since 1900. In conjunction with those 
programs there is an annual budget allocation of $10,000 to purchase works primarily from current and past 
students but also from current and past lecturers. 

(a)  $10,238.41 
(b)  $ 5,912.50 
(c)  $ 3,560.50 
(d)–(e)  [See paper 489.] 

CHALLENGER INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 

(a)–(c)  Nil 
(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  



 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 6 August 2013] 2739 

 

C Y O’CONNOR INSTITUTE 

(a) $150 

(b) $150 

(c)  Nil 

(d) “Gumflowers” by B.J. Swadling (C Y O’Connor student) 

(e)  Bindoon exhibition (an exhibition of C Y O’Connor Institute’s art students’ work) 

DURACK INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 

(a)  $3 635 

(b)  $3 635 

(c)  $2 165 

(d)–(e)  [See paper 489.] 

GOLDFIELDS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  

GREAT SOUTHERN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  

KIMBERLEY TRAINING INSTITUTE 
(a)  $2,004.77 
(b)  $2,004.77 
(c)  Nil 
(d)  Six photo images on canvas by Mieke Boynton (photographer) 
(e)  Not applicable 
PILBARA INSTITUTE  
(a)–(c)  Nil 
(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  

POLYTECHNIC WEST 

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  

SOUTH WEST INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  

WEST COAST INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  

FOREST PRODUCTS COMMISSION 

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

523. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 
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(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Department of Planning 

(a) There have been no art purchases for the Department of Planning or the Western Australian Planning 
Commission in the last 12 months. 

(b)–(e)  Not applicable. 

Culture and the Arts 

(a)–(e)  [See paper 477.] 

Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority 

(a)–(e)  The Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority (MRA) spent $6,050 in May 2013 on an artwork entitled 
‘Treelines’ by artist Jeremy Kirwan–Ward. The artwork was purchased through MRA’s sponsorship of 
the Minnawarra Art Awards. 

Landcorp 

(a)–(e)  Answer will be forthcoming from Minister for Lands. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

524. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Treasurer; Minister for Transport; Fisheries: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Treasurer: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 

(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
The Department of Treasury advises: 

(a)–(c) Nil 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

The Department of Transport advises: 

(a)–(c) Nil  

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

Main Roads Western Australia advises: 

(a) $2 310.00  

(b)–(c) Nil  

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

The Office of Road Safety advises: 

(a)–(c) Nil  

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

The Public Transport Authority advises:  

(a)–(c) Nil  

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

The Economic Regulation Authority advises: 

(a)–(c) Nil 

(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
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The Department of Fisheries advises: 
(a)–(c) Nil 
(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
The Government Employee Superannuation Board advises: 
(a)–(c) Nil 
(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
The Insurance Commission of Western Australia advises: 
(a)–(c) Nil 
(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
The Office of the Auditor General advises: 
(a) $2,150.00 ex GST (leased) 
(b)–(c) Nil 
(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
The Albany Port Authority advises: 
(a)–(c) Nil 
(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
The Broome Port Authority advises: 
(a)–(c) Nil 
(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
The Bunbury Port Authority advises: 
(a)–(c) Nil 
(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
The Dampier Port Authority advises: 
(a)–(c) Nil 
(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
The Esperance Port Authority advises: 
(a)–(c) Nil 
(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
The Fremantle Port Authority advises: 
(a)–(c) Nil 
(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
The Geraldton Port Authority advises: 
(a) $6,800 
(b)–(c) Nil 
(d) “The Quarry” by Dawn Hamlett; “Clay Pans” by Dawn Hamlett 
(e) Good Heart Mid West Aboriginal Art Exhibition. 
The Port Hedland Port Authority advises: 
(a)–(c) Nil 
(d)–(e) Not applicable. 
The Western Australian Treasury Corporation advises: 
(a)–(c) Nil 
(d)–(e) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

526. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the Minister 
for State Development: 

In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 
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(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 

(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Gascoyne Development Commission; Goldfields Esperance Development Commission; Great Southern 
Development Commission; Kimberley Development Commission; Landgate; Mid West Development 
Commission; Peel Development Commission; Peel Development Commission; Pilbara Development 
Commission; South West Development Commission; Department of Regional Development and Lands; 
Wheatbelt Development Commission 

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

LandCorp  

The answers below are in relation to art purchased for office administrative purposes and not art purchased for 
project related sites. 

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ARTWORKS PURCHASE 

528. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Premier: 

(a) how much has been spent on art in the last 12 months; 

(b) how much has been spent on art in the last 6 months; 

(c) how much has been spent on art in the last 3 months; 

(d) what art has been purchased and by which artist; and 

(e) if the art was purchased at a particular art show or art function, which art show or function was the art 
purchased? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal; Gold Corporation; Department of State Development; Public Sector 
Commission; Lotterywest; ChemCentre: 

(a)–(c)  Nil 

(d)–(e)  Not applicable 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet 

(a)  $64,140 

(b)  $62,550 

(c)  $550 

(d)  Gerrany–Stone Country by Phyllis Ningarmara for $1,590; 
‘Gift from the Gods’ by Robin Yakinthou for $62,000; and 

(e) ‘Gift from the Gods’ was part of the 2013 Sculptures by the Sea. 

The Member’s attention is also drawn to the information supplied in answering LAQON 282 dated 23 May 
2013. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL 

529. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how much money was spent on international travel in each following year: 
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(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(b) what was the purpose of each trip and who travelled on each trip? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 490. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FTE EMPLOYEES 

530. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
In each agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister what is the total full time equivilent allocation in each of 
the following years: 

(a) 2008; 
(b) 2009; 
(c) 2010; 
(d) 2011; 
(e) 2012; and 
(f) 2013 to date? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 298. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — HOSPITALITY AND FREE ACCOMMODATION 

532. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
Has the Minister or any officer or placement within the Minister’s office accepted any hospitality, invitation to 
an event, free accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 21 March 2013, and if 
so: 
(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 

travel from a private company or individual; 
(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 

of the individual or private company that offered them; and 
(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 
Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)  Nil  
(b)–(c)  Not applicable. 

ABORIGINAL EMPLOYMENT STRATEGY 

536. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Premier: 
I refer to the Aboriginal Employment Strategy 2011–2015 led by the Public Sector Commission and I ask: 

(a) how many Aboriginal people have been employed by the public sector as a result of this Strategy in 
each year of its operation; 

(b) in each of the major State agencies of education, health, community safety and conservation and 
environment how many Aboriginal people were employed as full-time public servants in: 

(i) 2008; 
(ii) 2009; 
(iii) 2010; 
(iv) 2011; 
(v) 2012; and 
(vi) 2013 to date; and 

(c) in each year above, how many Aboriginal people were employed in higher skilled occupations? 



2744 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 6 August 2013] 

 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Public Sector Commissioner advises: 

(a)  2011 — 5 permanent employees in the Aboriginal Employment Unit  
2012 — 41 traineeships 
2013 — 45 traineeships 
2013 — 7 trainees secured ongoing employment 

(b)  Data collected by agencies on Aboriginal people relies on their self-nomination. Accordingly it is 
possible results may be underestimated. 
Table 1 [See paper 462] shows the number of Aboriginal people who were full-time public sector 
employees in June 2008, June 2009, June 2010, June 2011, June 2012 and March 2013. This does not 
include Aboriginal people who were part-time or casual public sector employees.  

(c)  Table 2 [See paper 462] shows the number of Aboriginal employees employed at level 6 and above 
(higher skilled occupations) in the Public Service and Government Officers General Agreement 
(PSGOGA) salary bands from public sector agencies and authorities under the Equal Opportunity Act. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL BUSINESS CONTRACTS 

538. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
I refer to the announced changes to the Government’s procurement policies that exempted Aboriginal enterprises 
from the ‘Open and Effective Competition’ policy, announced by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and 
Minister for Finance on 9 November 2012, and I ask for every agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how many Aboriginal businesses have entered into contracts with Government agencies pursuant to 
these changes; 

(b) how many contracts have been entered into with Aboriginal businesses pursuant to these changes; 
(c) what is the average size of the contract that has been entered into as a result of these changes to the 

Government’s procurement policies; and 
(d) how many projects were awarded to Aboriginal enterprises for capital projects and what was the 

average size of each capital project? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
Department of Environment and Conservation 
(a)–(b)  One. 
(c)  $500 000 
(d)  Nil.  
Office of the Environmental Protection Authority 
(a)–(b)  Nil.  
(c)–(d)  Not applicable.  
Office of the Appeals Convenor  
(a)–(b)  Nil.  
(c)–(d)  Not applicable.  
Swan River Trust  
(a)–(b)  Nil.  
(c)–(d)  Not applicable.  
 Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority 
(a)–(b)  Nil.  
(c)–(d)  Not applicable.  
Perth Zoo  
(a)–(b)  Nil.  
(c)–(d)  Not applicable.  
State Heritage Office 
(a)–(b)  Nil.  

(c)–(d)  Not applicable.  
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL BUSINESS CONTRACTS 

539. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

I refer to the announced changes to the Government’s procurement policies that exempted Aboriginal enterprises 
from the ‘Open and Effective Competition’ policy, announced by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and 
Minister for Finance on 9 November 2012, and I ask for every agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how many Aboriginal businesses have entered into contracts with Government agencies pursuant to 
these changes; 

(b) how many contracts have been entered into with Aboriginal businesses pursuant to these changes; 

(c) what is the average size of the contract that has been entered into as a result of these changes to the 
Government’s procurement policies; and 

(d) how many projects were awarded to Aboriginal enterprises for capital projects and what was the 
average size of each capital project? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
Department Local Government 
(a)–(b)   Nil 
(c)–(d)  Not applicable 
 Metropolitan Cemetery Board 
(a)  One 
(b)  One 
(c)  $4 000. 
(d)  Nil 
 Department for Communities 
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)–(d)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL BUSINESS CONTRACTS 

542. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
I refer to the announced changes to the Government’s procurement policies that exempted Aboriginal enterprises 
from the ‘Open and Effective Competition’ policy, announced by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and 
Minister for Finance on 9 November 2012, and I ask for every agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how many Aboriginal businesses have entered into contracts with Government agencies pursuant to 
these changes; 

(b) how many contracts have been entered into with Aboriginal businesses pursuant to these changes; 

(c) what is the average size of the contract that has been entered into as a result of these changes to the 
Government’s procurement policies; and 

(d) how many projects were awarded to Aboriginal enterprises for capital projects and what was the 
average size of each capital project? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
Department of Sport and Recreation 
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) Nil 
Department of Racing Gaming and Liquor 
(a)–(b) Nil  
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) Nil  

VenuesWest 

(a)–(b) Nil  



2746 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 6 August 2013] 

 

(c) Not applicable. 

(d) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL BUSINESS CONTRACTS 

544. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
I refer to the announced changes to the Government’s procurement policies that exempted Aboriginal enterprises 
from the ‘Open and Effective Competition’ policy, announced by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and 
Minister for Finance on 9 November 2012, and I ask for every agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how many Aboriginal businesses have entered into contracts with Government agencies pursuant to 
these changes; 

(b) how many contracts have been entered into with Aboriginal businesses pursuant to these changes; 

(c) what is the average size of the contract that has been entered into as a result of these changes to the 
Government’s procurement policies; and 

(d) how many projects were awarded to Aboriginal enterprises for capital projects and what was the 
average size of each capital project? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Corruption and Crime Commission 
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable 
(d)  Nil  
Commissioner for Children and Young People  
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable 
(d)  Nil. 
Department of Commerce 
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable 
(d)  Nil. 
 Department of the Attorney General 
(a)–(b)  The Department of Finance has purchased goods from two registered Aboriginal Businesses on behalf 

of the Department of the Attorney General. 
(c)  Total spend $225,000 
(d)  Nil. 
Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions 
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable 
(d)  Nil. 
Equal Opportunity Commission 
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable 
(d)  Nil. 
Office of the Information Commissioner 
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable 
(d)  Nil. 
Legal Aid 
(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 
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(d) Nil. 

 Legal Practice Board of Western Australia 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Nil  

Legal Profession Complaints Committee  

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Nil 

 Law Reform Commission of Western Australia 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Nil  

Solicitor General’s Office  

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Nil  

State Solicitor’s Office  

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Nil  

Western Australia Industrial Relations Commission  

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Nil  

WorkCover  

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL BUSINESS CONTRACTS 

545. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

I refer to the announced changes to the Government’s procurement policies that exempted Aboriginal enterprises 
from the ‘Open and Effective Competition’ policy, announced by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and 
Minister for Finance on 9 November 2012, and I ask for every agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how many Aboriginal businesses have entered into contracts with Government agencies pursuant to 
these changes; 

(b) how many contracts have been entered into with Aboriginal businesses pursuant to these changes; 

(c) what is the average size of the contract that has been entered into as a result of these changes to the 
Government’s procurement policies; and 

(d) how many projects were awarded to Aboriginal enterprises for capital projects and what was the 
average size of each capital project? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
Mental Health Commission 

(a)–(b)  Nil. 
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(c)  Not applicable. 
(d)  Nil. 
Drug and Alcohol Office 
(a)–(b)  Nil. 
(c)  Not applicable. 
(d)  Nil. 
 Department for Child Protection and Family Support 
(a)–(b)  Nil. 
(c)  Not applicable. 
(d)  Nil. 
 Disability Services Commission 
(a)–(b)  Nil. 
(c)  Not applicable. 
(d)  Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL BUSINESS CONTRACTS 

548. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
I refer to the announced changes to the Government’s procurement policies that exempted Aboriginal enterprises 
from the ‘Open and Effective Competition’ policy, announced by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and 
Minister for Finance on 9 November 2012, and I ask for every agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how many Aboriginal businesses have entered into contracts with Government agencies pursuant to 
these changes; 

(b) how many contracts have been entered into with Aboriginal businesses pursuant to these changes; 

(c) what is the average size of the contract that has been entered into as a result of these changes to the 
Government’s procurement policies; and 

(d) how many projects were awarded to Aboriginal enterprises for capital projects and what was the 
average size of each capital project? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Department of Culture and the Arts 

(a)–(b)  Nil. 

(c)  Not applicable. 

(d)  Nil. 

Department of Planning 

(a)–(b)  Nil. 

(c)  Not applicable. 

(d)  Nil. 

Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority 

(a)–(b)  Nil. 

(c)  Not applicable. 

(d)  Nil. 

Landcorp 

(a)–(d)  Answer will be forthcoming from the Minister for Lands. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL BUSINESS CONTRACTS 

549. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Treasurer; Minister for Transport; Fisheries: 
I refer to the announced changes to the Government’s procurement policies that exempted Aboriginal enterprises 
from the ‘Open and Effective Competition’ policy, announced by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and 
Minister for Finance on 9 November 2012, and I ask for every agency under the jurisdiction of the Treasurer: 
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(a) how many Aboriginal businesses have entered into contracts with Government agencies pursuant to 
these changes; 

(b) how many contracts have been entered into with Aboriginal businesses pursuant to these changes; 
(c) what is the average size of the contract that has been entered into as a result of these changes to the 

Government’s procurement policies; and 
(d) how many projects were awarded to Aboriginal enterprises for capital projects and what was the 

average size of each capital project? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
The Department of Treasury advises: 

(a)  1 
(b)  1 
(c)  $22 000 
(d)  Nil  
Main Roads Western Australia (inclusive of the Office of Road Safety) advises: 
(a) 1 
(b)  1 
(c)  $59 640 
(d)  Nil 

The Department of Transport, Economic Regulation Authority, Department of Fisheries, Government Employee 
Superannuation Board (GESB), Insurance Commission of Western Australia, Office of the Auditor General, 
Albany Port Authority, Broome Port Authority, Bunbury Port Authority, Dampier Port Authority, Esperance 
Port Authority, Fremantle Port Authority, Geraldton Port Authority, Port Hedland Port Authority, Public 
Transport Authority, Western Australian Treasury Corporation advise: 

(a)–(b)  Nil 

(c)  Not applicable 

(d)  Nil 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL BUSINESS CONTRACTS 

551. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the Minister 
for State Development: 

I refer to the announced changes to the Government’s procurement policies that exempted Aboriginal enterprises 
from the ‘Open and Effective Competition’ policy, announced by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and 
Minister for Finance on 9 November 2012, and I ask for every agency under the jurisdiction of the Minister: 

(a) how many Aboriginal businesses have entered into contracts with Government agencies pursuant to 
these changes; 

(b) how many contracts have been entered into with Aboriginal businesses pursuant to these changes; 

(c) what is the average size of the contract that has been entered into as a result of these changes to the 
Government’s procurement policies; and 

(d) how many projects were awarded to Aboriginal enterprises for capital projects and what was the 
average size of each capital project? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Gascoyne Development Commission; Goldfields Esperance Development Commission; Kimberley 
Development Commission: Landgate; Mid West Development Commission; Peel Development Commission; 
Pilbara Development Commission; South West Development Commission; Wheatbelt Development 
Commission 

(a)–b)  Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Nil 

Great Southern Development Commission 

(a) One business 
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(b) One contract (Welcome to Country) 

(c) $250 

(d) Nil  

LandCorp  

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Five, with an average value of $20 632 

Department of Lands 

Refer to response by Department of Regional Development  

Department of Regional Development 

(a) Three 

(b) Three 

(c) $44 850 

(d) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ABORIGINAL BUSINESS CONTRACTS 

553. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the  Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
I refer to the announced changes to the Government’s procurement policies that exempted Aboriginal enterprises 
from the ‘Open and Effective Competition’ policy, announced by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and 
Minister for Finance on 9 November 2012, and I ask for every agency under the jurisdiction of the Premier: 

(a) how many Aboriginal businesses have entered into contracts with Government agencies pursuant to 
these changes; 

(b) how many contracts have been entered into with Aboriginal businesses pursuant to these changes; 

(c) what is the average size of the contract that has been entered into as a result of these changes to the 
Government’s procurement policies; and 

(d) how many projects were awarded to Aboriginal enterprises for capital projects and what was the 
average size of each capital project? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal; Gold Corporation; Lotterywest; Public Sector Commission; Department of 
State Development; Department of the Premier and Cabinet; ChemCentre: 

(a)–(b)  Nil 

(c)  Not applicable. 

(d)  Nil. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CROSBY/ TEXTOR RESEARCH 

563. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Crosby/Textor Research, since 
21 March 2013 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)   No. 

(b)–(e)  Not applicable.  
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CROSBY/ TEXTOR RESEARCH 

564. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Crosby/Textor Research, since 
21 March 2013 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
No 

(a)–(e) Not applicable 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CROSBY/ TEXTOR RESEARCH 

566. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Crosby/Textor Research, since 
21 March 2013 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e) Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — SANTORO CONSULTING 

568. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Santoro Consulting, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)   No. 
(b)–(e)  Not applicable.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — SANTORO CONSULTING 

569. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Santoro Consulting, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
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(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
No 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — SANTORO CONSULTING 

571. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Santoro Consulting, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

573. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda & Wills, since 21 March 2013 and, 
if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)  Yes, 31 May 2013. 
(b)  Mr Bruce Richardson, CEO, Top Iron Pty Ltd. 
(c)  Overview of proposal mine development south of Mount Gibson. 
(d)  Yes. 
(e)  Mr Bruce Richardson, CEO, Top Iron Pty Ltd; Mr Kevin Stemp, Project Manager, Top Iron Pty Ltd; 

Mr Andrew Whitehead, Associate Director, Duda & Wills; Ms Laura Todd, Director, EnviroWorks 
Consulting; Dr Fran Stanley, Policy Adviser, Office of the Hon Albert Jacob MLA.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

574. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda & Wills, since 21 March 2013 and, 
if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 
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Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
No 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

576. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda & Wills, since 21 March 2013 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — PROFESSIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS 

578. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Professional Public Relations (PPP), 
since 21 March 2013 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)  Yes, 19 April 2013. 

(b)  Nil. 

(c)  Meeting to discuss PPR in general. 

(d)  Yes.  

(e)  Barry Thornton, Senior Counsel, PPR; Tamatha Smith, Chief of Staff, Office of the Hon Albert Jacob 
MLA.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — PROFESSIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS 

579. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Professional Public Relations (PPP), 
since 21 March 2013 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Between 21 March 2013 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings with representatives of Professional Public Relations related to government business. The 
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Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of Professional Public Relations for 
administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not 
listed below. 

(a)  One email contact 4 June 2013 

(b)  Not applicable 

(c)  Email from Professional Public Relations (PPR) congratulating on new role 

(d)  No 

(e)  Joanne Webber — Regina Titelious 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — PROFESSIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS 

581. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Professional Public Relations (PPP), 
since 21 March 2013 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — KREAB GAVIN ANDERSON 

583. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson, since 
21 March 2013 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)   No. 

(b)–(e)  Not applicable.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — KREAB GAVIN ANDERSON 

584. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson, since 
21 March 2013 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
No 
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(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — KREAB GAVIN ANDERSON 

586. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson, since 
21 March 2013 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — BARTON DEAKIN 

588. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Barton Deakin, since 21 March 2013 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)  Yes, 27 May 2013. 

(b)  Nil. 

(c)  Meeting to discuss proposed container deposit scheme. 

(d)  Yes.  

(e)  Eacham Curry, Managing Director, Barton Deakin; Tamatha Smith, Chief of Staff, Office of the Hon 
Albert Jacob MLA.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — BARTON DEAKIN 

589. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Barton Deakin, since 21 March 2013 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Between 21 March 2013 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings with representatives of Professional Public Relations related to government business. The 
Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of Professional Public Relations for 
administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not 
listed below. 
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(a)  One phone call 9 May 2013; one email 10 May 2013. 
(b)  Not applicable 
(c)  Introduction to new Government relations company. 
(d)  Not applicable 
(e)  Joanne Webber — Eacham Curry 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — BARTON DEAKIN 
591. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Barton Deakin, since 21 March 2013 and, 
if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CANNINGS PURPLE 
593. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Cannings Purple, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)  20 May 2013. 
(b)  Manhattan Corporation. 
(c)  Meeting to discuss Manhattan’s tenements/proposed uranium projects in Western Australia. 
(d)  Yes.  
(e)  Deidre Willmott, Executive Chairman, Cannings Purple; Tamatha Smith, Chief of Staff, Office of the 

Hon Albert Jacob MLA. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CANNINGS PURPLE 
594. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 

Volunteering; Youth: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Cannings Purple, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
No 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CANNINGS PURPLE 

596. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Cannings Purple, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GRA EVERINGHAM 

598. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist GRA Everingham, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)  7 June 2013. 

(b)  MWH Global. 

(c)  Meeting to discuss Outback Ecology Integration Program. 

(d)  Yes. 

(e)  Mr Peter Mann, MWH Business Development & Growth Manager; Mr Alex Temby, Associate 
Director, GRA Everingham; Ms Tamatha Smith, Chief of Staff, Office of the Hon Albert Jacob MLA.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GRA EVERINGHAM 

599. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist GRA Everingham, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Between 21 March 2013 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings with representatives of Professional Public Relations related to government business. The 
Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of Professional Public Relations for 
administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not 
listed below. 

(a)  Wednesday 29 May 2013 
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(b)  Forum of Regional Councils 
(c)  Discussion of Robson Review recommendations, and discussion on waste disposal in the metropolitan 

area 
(d)  Yes 
(e)  Andrew Birch, Jason Marocchi, Ron Hoffman, Peter Schneider, Minister Tony Simpson. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GRA EVERINGHAM 
601. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Office, has had 
any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist GRA Everingham, since 21 March 2013 and, 
if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
Between 21 March 2013 and 19 June 2013 the Minister for Agriculture and Food and his current Ministerial 
staff have had contact and/or meetings related to government business. [See paper 471.] 
The Minister for Agriculture and Food and his Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of 
GRA Everingham for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in 
which case this is not listed. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — FTI CONSULTING 
603. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist FTI Consulting, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)   No. 
(b)–(e)  Not applicable.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — FTI CONSULTING 
604. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 

Volunteering; Youth: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist FTI Consulting, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Between 21 March 2013 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings with representatives of Professional Public Relations related to government business. The 
Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of Professional Public Relations for 
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administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not 
listed below. 
(a)  One Phone call 28 May 2013; 1 email 28 May 2013. 
(b)  Not applicable 
(c)  Local Government amalgamations; Elections makeup of Local Government Advisory Board. 
(d)  Not applicable 
(e)  Andrew Birch — Katie Hodson-Thomas  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — FTI CONSULTING 
606. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist FTI Consulting, since 21 March 2013 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CROSBY/ TEXTOR RESEARCH 
607. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Crosby/Textor Research, since 1 July 
2012 and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
No 
(a)–(d)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CROSBY/ TEXTOR RESEARCH 
611. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Crosby/Textor Research, since 1 July 
2012 and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Nil 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CROSBY/ TEXTOR RESEARCH 
613. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Crosby/Textor Research, since 1 July 
2012 and, if yes: 
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(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  The Minister, any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Office, has not had any professional 

contact with registered lobbyist Crosby/Textor Research for the period 1 July 2012 until 19 June 2013. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CROSBY/ TEXTOR RESEARCH 

616. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Crosby/Textor Research, since 1 July 
2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have not had contact or 
meetings related to government business. The Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact with 
representatives of Crosby/Textor Research for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or 
irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  Nil 

(b)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CROSBY/ TEXTOR RESEARCH 

618. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
Could the Premier advise if the Premier, or any staff member or placement within the Premier’s Offices, has had 
any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Crosby/Textor Research, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Premier and his current Ministerial staff have had had no contact or 
meetings with representatives of Crosby/Textor Research that related to government business. The Premier and 
his Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of Crosby/Textor Research for administrative 
purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not included in the 
response. 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — SANTORO CONSULTING 

619. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Santoro Consulting, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 
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(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
No 
(a)–(d)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — SANTORO CONSULTING 

623. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Santoro Consulting, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Nil. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — SANTORO CONSULTING 

625. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Santoro Consulting, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  The Minister, any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Office, has not had any professional 

contact with registered lobbyist Santoro Consulting for the period 1 July 2012 until 19 June 2013. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — SANTORO CONSULTING 

628. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Santoro Consulting, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have not had contact or 
meetings related to government business. The Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact with 
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representatives of Santoro Consulting for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular 
social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  Nil 

(b)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — SANTORO CONSULTING 

630. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
Could the Premier advise if the Premier, or any staff member or placement within the Premier’s Offices, has had 
any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Santoro Consulting, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Premier and his current Ministerial staff have had had no contact or 
meetings with representatives of Santoro Consulting that related to government business. The Premier and his 
Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of Santoro Consulting for administrative purposes 
only or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not included in the response. 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

631. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda & Wills, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
No 

(a)–(d)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

634. Mr M. McGowan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda & Wills, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
Hon Helen Morton MLC. 

(a)  10th August 2012. 
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(b)  Not applicable. 

(c)  Policy of a general nature. 

(d)  Yes. 

(e)  Ms Dawn FitzGerald. 

Staff members or placements from the Minister’s Office may, from time to time, have met 
representatives of registered lobbyist Duda & Wills in a social capacity however not for meetings 
relating to Government business. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

635. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda & Wills, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Nil. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

637. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda & Wills, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  The Ministers Chief of Staff has had contact with registered lobbyist Duda & Wills between 1 July 

2012 and 19 June 2013 as follows: 
 

  Date 
Name of 
Client Being 
Represented 

Type of 
Contact  Nature/Subject of Meeting Names of people present 

19 December 2012 Unnamed 
Investor 

Telephone 
Call 

General enquiry seeking 
information available on land 
holdings of 750 hectares 
within 45 minutes of the CBD  

Lorissa Kelly, Chief of 
Staff to Minister Day; Fay 
Duda, Managing Director, 
Duda & Wills 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

640. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda & Wills, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
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(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have not had contact or 
meetings related to government business. The Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact with 
representatives of Duda & Wills for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular social 
contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  Nil 

(b)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

641. Mr M. McGowan to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Tourism: 
Could the Deputy Premier advise if the Deputy Premier, or any staff member or placement within the Deputy 
Premier’s Offices, has had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda & Wills, 
since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Deputy Premier and his current ministerial staff have had the 
following meeting related to government business. The Deputy Premier and his ministerial staff may have had 
contact with representatives of Duda & Wills for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or 
irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a) Meeting held 28 May 2013 

(b) CareFlight. 

(c) To provide a briefing on CareFlight’s ongoing interest in developing a critical care retrieval service, to 
discuss services available to Western Australia and services being provided by CareFlight in Australia. 

(d) Yes. 

(e) Hon Dr Kim Hames MLA — Deputy Premier, Minister for Health; Tourism 
Mr Christian Allier — Chief of Staff, Office of Hon Dr Kim Hames MLA 
Hon Dr Andrew Refshauge — Chairman, CareFlight 
Mr Derek Colenbrander — CEO, CareFlight 
Mr Fraser Allen — Business Partnerships, CareFlight 
Ms Fay Duda — Managing Director, Duda & Wills 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

642. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
Could the Premier advise if the Premier, or any staff member or placement within the Premier’s Offices, has had 
any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda & Wills, since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Premier and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings with representatives of Duda & Wills related to government business. The Premier and his 
Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of Duda & Wills for administrative purposes only or 
may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 
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(a)  2/4/2013 and 4/4/2013; 20/12/2012; 18/10/2012; 30/08/2012 

(b)  Not applicable; Top Iron; Australia China Business Council; Lanco 

(c)  Magnetite royalty concession; Geraldton port; Chinese relations; Lanco expansion 

(d)  No for all.  

(e)  Brian Pontifex — Andrew Whitehead; Geoff Wedgwood — Andrew Whitehead; Brian Pontifex — 
Andrew Whitehead; Geoff Wedgwood — Andrew Whitehead . 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — PROFESSIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS 

643. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Professional Public Relations (PPP), 
since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
No 

(a)–(d)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — PROFESSIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS 

647. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Professional Public Relations (PPP), 
since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Nil. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — PROFESSIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS 

649. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Professional Public Relations (PPP), 
since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 

(a)–(e)  The Minister, any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Office, has not had any professional 
contact with registered lobbyist Professional Public Relations (PPR) for the period 1 July 2012 
until 19 June 2013. 
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES — PROFESSIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS 

652. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Professional Public Relations (PPP), 
since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings related to government business. The Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact 
with representatives of Professional Public Relations for administrative purposes only or may have had 
incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  21.10.12 
(b)  Professional Public Relations invitation Perth International Golf 
(c)  Nil 
(d)  Not applicable 
(e)  Doug Cunningham 
(a)  17.12.12 
(b)  IBN Corporation 
(c)  Affordable Housing in Port Hedland 
(d)  Yes 
(e)  Minister, Ms Trish Barron, Pilbara Development Commission and IBN representatives. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — PROFESSIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS 

654. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
Could the Premier advise if the Premier, or any staff member or placement within the Premier’s Offices, has had 
any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Professional Public Relations (PPP), 
since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Premier and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings with representatives of Professional Public Relations related to government business. The 
Premier and his Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of Professional Public Relations for 
administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not 
listed below. 

(a)  On 19/04/2013 Narelle Cant and John Hammond attended a luncheon hosted by Professional Public 
Relations. 

(b)  Not applicable. 

(c)  General discussion. 

(d)  Yes. 

(e)  Staff and guests of Professional Public Relations. 
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES — KREAB GAVIN ANDERSON 

655. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
Yes, between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings related to government business. The Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact 
with representatives of Kreab Gavin Anderson for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or 
irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  24 April 2013 — meeting 
(b)  Sportsbet 
(c)  24 April 2013 — to discuss sports betting nationally 
(d)  Yes 
(e)  Michael Cutler — Chief of Staff 

Jon Nichols — Policy Adviser Racing and Gaming 
Hamish Arthur — Kreab Gavin Anderson 
Representatives from Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor and Sportsbet 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — KREAB GAVIN ANDERSON 

658. Mr M. McGowan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 
Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
Hon Helen Morton MLC. 
(a)  10th August 2012. 
(b)  Advanced Personal Management. 
(c)  Western Australia’s involvement in the National Disability Insurance Scheme. 
(d)  Yes. 
(e)  Ms Dawn FitzGerald. 
Staff members or placements from the Minister’s Office may, from time to time, have met representatives of 
registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson in a social capacity however not for meetings relating to Government 
business. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — KREAB GAVIN ANDERSON 

659. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 
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(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Nil. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — KREAB GAVIN ANDERSON 

661. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  The Ministers Chief of Staff has had contact with registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson 

between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 as follows: 
 

 Date 
Name of 
Client being 
Represented 

Type of 
Contact 

Nature/Subject of 
Meeting Names of people present 

 18 April 2013 Nil 
Kreab Gavin 
Anderson 
Company 
Function 

General discussion with 
no relation to particular 
client matters 

Lorissa Kelly, Chief of 
Staff to Minister Day; 
staff and guests of Kreab 
Gavin Anderson 

 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — KREAB GAVIN ANDERSON 

664. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings related to government business. The Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact 
with representatives of Kreab Gavin Anderson for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or 
irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  15.1.13 

(b)  Downer 

(c)  Introductory meeting, Downer activities in Regional areas of Western Australia 

(d)  Yes 
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(e)  Mr Mike Cush and Patrick O’Boyle, Downer; Mr Casey Cahill, Kreab Gavin Anderson; Steve Imms; 
Ryan Victa 

(a)  14.2.13 
(b)  Incitec Pivot 
(c)  Briefing on construction of an emulsion plant in Port Hedland 
(d)  Yes 
(e)  Matthew Flugge, Incitec Pivot; Mr Casey Cahill, Kreab Gavin Anderson; Steve Imms 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — KREAB GAVIN ANDERSON 

666. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
Could the Premier advise if the Premier, or any staff member or placement within the Premier’s Offices, has had 
any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Premier and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
meetings with representatives of Kreab Gavin Anderson related to government business. The Premier and his 
Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of Kreab Gavin Anderson for administrative 
purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  18/04/2013 Tim Wellington attended a function hosted by Kreab Gavin Anderson. 

(b)  Not applicable. 
(c)  General discussion. 
(d)  Yes. 
(e)  Staff and guests of Kreab Gavin Anderson. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — BARTON DEAKIN 

667. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Barton Deakin, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
No 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — BARTON DEAKIN 

671. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Barton Deakin, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
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(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Nil. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — BARTON DEAKIN 

673. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Office, has had 
any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Barton Deakin, since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  The Minister, any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Office, has not had any professional 

contact with registered lobbyist Barton Deakin for the period 1 July 2012 until 19 June 2013. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — BARTON DEAKIN 

676. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Barton Deakin, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings related to government business. The Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact 
with representatives of Barton Deakin for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular 
social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  Email 10.5.13 from Eacham Curry of Barton Deakin  

(b)  Not applicable 

(c)  Introductory advice 

(d)–(e)  Steve Imms 

(a)  Email 16.5.13 from Eacham Curry of Barton Deakin 

(b)  Australian Local Government Association 

(c)  Recognition of Local Government in the Commonwealth Constitution 

(d)–(e)  Steve Imms. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — BARTON DEAKIN 

678. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
Could the Premier advise if the Premier, or any staff member or placement within the Premier’s Offices, has had 
any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Barton Deakin, since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
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(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Premier and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings with representatives of Barton Deakin related to government business. The Premier and his 
Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of Barton Deakin for administrative purposes only or 
may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  8/5/2013 and 9/5/2013; 27/5/2013. 

(b)  Not applicable; Not applicable.  

(c)  Introduction; Introduction. 

(d)  No; No. 

(e)  Brian Pontifex — Eacham Curry; James Campbell–Everden — Eacham Curry. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CANNINGS PURPLE 

679. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Cannings Purple, since 1 July 2012 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
No 

(a)–(d)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CANNINGS PURPLE 

683. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Cannings Purple, since 1 July 2012 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Nil. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CANNINGS PURPLE 

685. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Cannings Purple, since 1 July 2012 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
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(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  The Minister, any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Office, has not had any professional 

contact with registered lobbyist Cannings Purple for the period 1 July 2012 until 19 June 2013. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CANNINGS PURPLE 

688. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Cannings Purple, since 1 July 2012 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 

Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings related to government business. The Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact 
with representatives of Canings Purple for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular 
social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  31.5.13 

(b)  Northern Minerals 

(c)  Mine development project at Halls Creek 

(d)  Yes 

(e)  Mr George Bauk, Northern Minerals; Ms Linda Reddi, Cannings Purple; Doug Cunningham 

(a)  27.11.12 

(b)  Medibank Health Solutions 

(c)  Online specialist consultation service pilot project 

(d)  Yes 

(e)  Sam Holt and Bernadette Kenny, Medibank Health Solutions; Renee Wilkinson, Cannings Purple; 
Steve Imms; Aila Dann 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CANNINGS PURPLE 

690. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
Could the Premier advise if the Premier, or any staff member or placement within the Premier’s Offices, has had 
any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Cannings Purple, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Premier and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings with representatives of Cannings Purple related to government business. The Premier and his 
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Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of Cannings Purple for administrative purposes only 
or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  19/06/2013; 19/06/2013; 27/03/2013; 16/04/2013 

(b)  Buru Energy; Buru Energy; Not applicable; Independent Power Producers Association 

(c)  Media statement; Media Statement; Office opening; Energy and natural resources 

(d)  No; No; Yes; Yes. 

(e)  Danielle Benda — Bob Stevens; Rachel Donkin — Warrick Hazeldine; Premier accompanied by John 
Hammond — staff and guests of Cannings Purple; Geoff Wedgwood — Deidre Willmott — Richard 
Harris. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — FTI CONSULTING 

691. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist FTI Consulting, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
No 

(a)–(d)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — FTI CONSULTING 

695. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist FTI Consulting, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(a)–(e)  Nil. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — FTI CONSULTING 

697. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist FTI Consulting, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  The Minister, any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Office, has not had any professional 

contact with registered lobbyist FTI Consulting for the period 1 July 2012 until 19 June 2013. 
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES — FTI CONSULTING 

700. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist FTI Consulting, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings related to government business. The Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact 
with representatives of FTI Consulting for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or irregular 
social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  Email 17.10.12 from Annabel Keogh of FTI Consulting 

(b)  Discovery Holiday Parks 

(c)  Removal of Covenant from Beadon Bay Caravan Park 

(d)–(e)  Office of the Minister for Regional Development; Lands. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — FTI CONSULTING 

702. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
Could the Premier advise if the Premier, or any staff member or placement within the Premier’s Office, has had 
any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist FTI Consulting, since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Premier and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings with representatives of FTI Consulting related to government business. The Premier and his 
Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of FTI Consulting for administrative purposes only 
or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  19/03/2013; 15/08/2012; 15/05/2013. 
(b)  Galaxy Resources; Galaxy Resources; Sirona Capital. 
(c)  Supply Agreement; Project update; Warders Cottages. 
(d)  No; No; Yes 
(e)  Brian Pontifex — Mike Groves; Brian Pontifex — Mike Groves; Tim Wellington — Mike Groves — 

Matthew McNeilly. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GRA EVERINGHAM 

703. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist GRA Everingham, since 1 July 2012 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
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(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
Yes, between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings related to government business. The Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact 
with representatives of GRA Everingham for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or 
irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  12 February 2013 

(b)  ALDI 

(c)  Advised ALDI would be commencing operations in Western Australia 

(d)  No 

(e)  Alex Temby — GRA Everingham 
Michael Cutler — Chief of Staff  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GRA EVERINGHAM 

707. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist GRA Everingham, since 1 July 2012 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
The Minister or members of his staff have had contact with representative of  GRA Everingham on 5 occasions 
since 1 July 2012. 

Contact 1 

(a)  31 August 2012 

(b)  Daryl Henthorn and Mark Darling from Varidian 

(c)  email to introduce and brief on projects in Newman  

(d)  Not applicable. 

(e)  Jerome Partridge (Policy Officer), Kay Hammer (Policy Officer) and  Jason Marocchi, GRA 
Everingham 

Contact 2 

(a) 6 September 2012 
(b) Arise Developments 
(c) email from Paul Everingham on development proposal for Department  of Housing site at Farrell Road 

in Stratton 
(d) Not applicable. 
(e) Carissa Buckland, Chief of Staff and Paul Everingham, GRA  Everingham 
Contact 3 
(a) 6 September 2012 and 11 September 2012 
(b) Arise Developments 
(c) email from Paul Everingham on development proposal for Department  of Housing site at Farrell Road 

in Stratton 

(d) Not applicable. 

(e) Kay Hammer (Policy Officer) and Paul Everingham, GRA  Everingham  
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Contact 4 

(a) 24 January 2013 

(b) Royal Agricultural Society 

(c) email seeking meeting with Minister to discuss Claremont Showground  Masterplan 

(d) Not applicable. 

(e)  Stephanie Holder (Appointment Secretary) and Kareece van der  Woude, GRA Everingham 

Contact 5 

(a) 30 January 2013 

(b) Royal Agricultural Society 

(c) email seeking meeting with Policy Officer to discuss Claremont  Showground Masterplan 

(d) Not applicable. 

(e) Jamie Henderson (Policy Officer) and Amanda Reid, GRA Everingham 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GRA EVERINGHAM 

709. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist GRA Everingham, since 1 July 2012 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  The Minister and Planning Policy Advisers had contact with registered lobbyist GRA Everingham 

between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 as follows: 
 

Date 
Name of Client 
being 
Represented  

Type of 
Contact 

Nature/Subject of 
Meeting Names of people present 

23 April 2013 None Meeting 

General Discussion 
with no relation to 
particular client 
matters 

Alex Temby, Associate Director, GRA 
Everingham; Lorissa Kelly, Chief of 
Staff to Minister Day 

28 May 2013 ALDI 
Supermarkets Meeting 

ALDI 
Supermarkets 
provided a briefing 
on future projects 
in Western 
Australia for 2013 
— 2015 

Hon John Day MLA, Minister for 
Planning; Andrew Starr, Managing 
Director, ALDI Supermarkets; Tom 
Daunt, Managing Director, ALDI 
Supermarkets; Lorissa Kelly, Chief of 
Staff to Minister Day; Carolyn Vyner, 
Planning Policy Adviser to Minister 
Day; Ciara Clarke, Planning Policy 
Adviser to Minister Day 

 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GRA EVERINGHAM 

712. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist GRA Everingham, since 1 July 2012 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
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(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 

Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Minister and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings related to government business. The Minister and his Ministerial staff may have had contact 
with representatives of GRA Everingham for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or 
irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a) 27.6.13 
(b) Credo Group 
(c) Transient Worker Accommodation, Onslow 
(d) Yes 
(e) Minister, Tim Brady, Credo Group; Jason Marocchi, GRA Everingham; Hon Jacqui Boydell MLC; Mr 

Chris Morris 

(a) 13.2.13 
(b) ALDI 
(c) Briefing on ALDI announcement about operating in WA 
(d) Yes 
(e) Andrew Starr and Matt Houlihan, ALDI; Alex Temby, GRA Everingham; Steve Imms 

(a) Email 9.7.12 from Amanda Reid of GRA Everingham 
(b) QR National 
(c) Meeting request 
(d)–(e) Steve Imms, Jill Sounness, Doug Cunningham, Anita Mann, Kareece van der Woude 

(a) Email 26.7.12 from Alex Temby of GRA Everingham 
(b) Linfox 
(c) Availability of land in Newman for transport hub 
(d)–(e) Doug Cunningham, Steve Imms 

(a) Email 27.5.13 from Amanda Reid of GRA Everingham 
(b) Royal Agricultural Society 
(c) Fee entry for children under 12 to the Perth Royal Show and the Farm 2 Food program 
(d)–(e) Steve Imms and Office of the Minister for Regional Development and Lands 

(a) Email 6.5.13 from Alex Temby of GRA Everingham 
(b) Credo Group 
(c) Onslow Workers Camp 
(d)–(e) Steve Imms 

(a) Email 29.4.13 from Jason Marocchi of GRA Everingham 
(b) Archer Daniels Midland Company 
(c) ADM takeover offer of Graincorp 
(d)–(e) Steve Imms 

(a) Email 29.4.13 from Alex Temby of GRA Everingham 
(b) APA Group 
(c) Road reserve valuation 
(d)–(e) Steve Imms 

(a) Email 9.4.13 from Amanda Reid of GRA Everingham 
(b) Catholic Education of WA 
(c) Meeting request to introduce new Director of CEOWA 
(d)–(e) Anita Mann, Steve Imms 

(a) Email 21.3.13 from Alex Temby of GRA Everingham 
(b) ALDI 
(c) Meeting request to discuss site options for ALDI distribution centre 
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(d)–(e) Steve Imms and Office of Minister for Regional Development and Lands 

(a) 8.8.12 
(b) John Holland and West Australian Symphony Orchestra 
(c) John Holland operations in WA and BOCs ticketing impact on WASO 
(d) Yes 
(e) Minister, Aila Dann, Ryan Victa, Janet Holmes a Court, Keith Kessell and Craige Whitehead 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GRA EVERINGHAM 

713. Mr M. McGowan to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Tourism: 
Could the Deputy Premier advise if the Deputy Premier, or any staff member or placement within the Deputy 
Premier’s Office, has had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist GRA Everingham, 
since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Deputy Premier and his current ministerial staff have had the 
following meetings related to government business. The Deputy Premier and his ministerial staff may have had 
contact with representatives of GRA Everingham for administrative purposes only or may have had incidental or 
irregular social contact, in which case this is not listed below. 
 

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) 

31/07/12 EnerNoc Briefing on energy saving devices for 
hospitals 

Yes Pablo Campillos, Jeff 
Staloch, Alex Temby and 
Christian Allier 

18/10/12 Serco Asia Pacific Overview of company’s other health related 
topics across the globe and progress on Fiona 
Stanley Hospital 

Yes David Campbell, Jason 
Marocchi and Christian 
Allier 

19/04/13 Serco International Update on progress at Fiona Stanley Hospital Yes Jason Marocchi, Christian 
Allier and Peta Rule 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GRA EVERINGHAM 

714. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
Could the Premier advise if the Premier, or any staff member or placement within the Premier’s Offices, has had 
any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist GRA Everingham, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Between 1 July 2012 and 19 June 2013 the Premier and his current Ministerial staff have had the following 
contact or meetings with representatives of GRA Everingham related to government business. The Premier and 
his Ministerial staff may have had contact with representatives of GRA Everingham for administrative purposes 
only or may have had incidental or irregular social contact in which case this is not listed below. 

(a)  3/07/2012; 16/10/2012; 30/11/2012; 10/08/2012; 5/9/2012; 18/09/2012; 27/11/2012; 11/12/2012; 
6/11/2012;7/5/2013; 16/5/2013; 12/6/2013; 5/6/2013; 26/07/2012; 21/08/2012; 21/8/2012; 23/8/2012; 
22/11/2012; 11/1/2013; 1/3/2013; 8/3/2013; 27/3/2013; 28/3/2013; 28/03/2013; 2/05/2013; 16/01/2013; 
15/04/2013 
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(b)  Serco; Lion Nathan; Ramsey Health Care; Not applicable; Not applicable; APA Group; Not applicable; 
QR National; Newmont; Halliburton; Brockman Mining; Halliburton; Aurizon; Lion–Nathan and Coca 
Cola; Not applicable; Australian Food and Grocery Council; Not applicable; Ramsey Health Care; Not 
applicable; Plenary Group; Australian Food and Grocery Council; Westfield; Australian Food and 
Grocery Council; Credo Group; Archer Daniels Midland Company; Catholic Education Association; 
Not applicable. 

(c)  Operations in Western Australia; Closure of brewery; Joondalup Health Campus; General discussion; 
Resource sector; expansion plans; general discussion; WA ports; State Agreement; DMP policy; rail; 
DMP policy; rail and port; Container deposit scheme; News article; Container deposit scheme; Media 
statement; Joondalup Health Campus; Cycling event; 2012 Asia Pacific Infrastructure Developer of the 
year; Container deposit scheme; Westfield development at Innaloo; National Bin Network; 
Accommodation; Graincorp; Catholic Education; General discussion. 

(d)  Yes; Yes; No; No; No; Yes; Yes; Yes; Yes; Yes; Yes; No; Yes; No; No; No; No; No; No; No; No; No; 
No; No; No; No; No. 

(e)  Zak Kirkup — Jason Marocchi — Serco representative; Brian Pontifex — Paul Everingham — Leela 
Sutton; Stephen Home — Alex Temby; Premier — Paul Everingham; Geoff Wedgwood — Amanda 
Reid; Geoff Wedgwood — Alex Temby — Steve Lewis; Geoff Wedgwood — Paul Everingham — 
Alex Temby — Amanda Reid; Geoff Wedgwood — Amanda Reid — David Welch; Geoff Wedgwood 
— Alex Temby — Rubini Ventoura — Andrew Stretein — Bob Steves; Geoff Wedgwood — Jason 
Marocchi, David Guglielmo — Rebecca Moring; Geoff Wedgwood — Brian Pontifex, Paul 
Everingham, Michelle Manook; Geoff Wedgwood — Jason Marocchi; Geoff Wedgwood — Amanda 
Reid — David Welch; Brian Pontifex — Paul Everingham; Brian Pontifex — Paul Everingham; Brian 
Pontifex — Paul Everingham; Brian Pontifex — Paul Everingham; Brian Pontifex — Paul 
Everingham;Brian Pontifex — Paul Everingham; Brian Pontifex — Paul Everingham; Brian Pontifex— 
Paul Everingham; Brian Pontifex — Paul Everingham; Brian Pontifex — Paul Everingham; Brian 
Pontifex — Paul Everingham; Brian Pontifex — Paul Everingham; Ben O’Rourke — Amanda Reid; 
Brian Pontifex — Paul Everingham 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — PLANT HIRE OR PURCHASE 

716. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
(1) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within each department 

and agency within the Minister’s portfolios since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company 
or companies through which flowers or plants have been hired or purchased? 

(2) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within the Minister’s 
Office since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company or companies through which flowers 
or plants have been hired or purchased? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
Department of Environment and Conservation 

(1)  Nil. 

(2) Not applicable. 

Office of the Environmental Protection Authority 

(1) Nil.  

(2) Not applicable. 

Office of the Appeals Convenor  

(1) $252.12 has been paid to Indoor Gardens between 21 March 2013 to 19 June 2013 for the hire and 
service of plants. 

(2) Not applicable. 

Swan River Trust  

(1) Nil.  

(2) Not applicable. 

Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority 

(1) [See paper 496.] 

(2) Not applicable. 
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Perth Zoo  
(1) [See paper 496.] 
(2) Not applicable. 
 State Heritage Office 
(1) $150 — As part of the venue hire at the State Theatre Centre for the 2013 Western Australian Heritage 

Awards. 
(2) Not applicable. 
Ministerial Office  
(1) Not applicable.  
(2) Nil.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — PLANT HIRE OR PURCHASE 
717. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 

Volunteering; Youth: 
(1) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within each department 

and agency within the Minister’s portfolios since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company 
or companies through which flowers or plants have been hired or purchased? 

(2) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within the Minister’s 
Office since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company or companies through which flowers 
or plants have been hired or purchased? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Metropolitan Cemetery Board 
(1)  Nil 
Department of Local Government 
(1)  Nil 
Department for Communities 
(1)  No amount has been paid for the hire of plants and $3 415.30 was paid for the purchase of flowers. 

The companies through which flowers were purchased were: 
• Florist Gump — $77.80 for flowers for a long standing retired staff member who had been 

diagnosed with a serious illness; 
• Manic Botanic — $3 170 for WA Youth Awards Gala Ceremony — 42 table arrangements at 

$70 each, plus one main stage lecturn arrangement at $130 (plus $100 delivery); 
• Flash Flowers — $100 for condolence flowers that were sent to the family of a former member 

of the Women’s Advisory Council; and 
• The Flower Company Australia Pty Ltd — $67.50 for flowers as a thank you to someone who 

looked after a volunteer who became ill in Geraldton whilst on outreach to the Geraldton 
region. 

 Ministerial Office 
(1)  Not applicable 
(2)  Ambius Rentkil Initial Pty Ltd — $284.08 for interior plants 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — PLANT HIRE OR PURCHASE 
719. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
(1) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within each department 

and agency within the Minister’s portfolios since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company 
or companies through which flowers or plants have been hired or purchased? 

(2) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within the Minister’s 
Office since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company or companies through which flowers 
or plants have been hired or purchased? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(1)  DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND FOOD 

Nil 
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(2)  MINISTERIAL OFFICE 

$767.45 was paid to Ambius (Rentokil) for the hire of plants for the period 21 March 2013 to 19 June 
2013. The contract has since been terminated. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — PLANT HIRE OR PURCHASE 

720. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
(1) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within each department 

and agency within the Minister’s portfolios since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company 
or companies through which flowers or plants have been hired or purchased? 

(2) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within the Minister’s 
Office since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company or companies through which flowers 
or plants have been hired or purchased? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
(1)  See individual agency details below 

(2)  No plants have been purchased or hired since 21 March 2013 

Department of Sport and Recreation 

(1)  No plants have been purchased or hired since 21 March 2013 

(2)  Not applicable. 

 Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor 

(1)  $345 — Mr Pot Plants. 

(2)  Not applicable. 

 VenuesWest 

(1)  No plants have been purchased or hired since 21 March 2013 

(2)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — PLANT HIRE OR PURCHASE 

722. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 

(1) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within each department 
and agency within the Minister’s portfolios since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company 
or companies through which flowers or plants have been hired or purchased? 

(2) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within the Minister’s 
Office since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company or companies through which flowers 
or plants have been hired or purchased? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(1)  Office of the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce 

Not applicable. 

Corruption and Crime Commission 
Nil. 

Commissioner for Children and Young People 
Nil. 

Department of Commerce 
$567.71 has been paid for the hire of flowers or plants by the divisions of the Department of 
Commerce. These flowers and plants have been hired from Ladybirds Plant Hire, Indoor Gardens Pty 
Ltd and Complete Indoor Plants. 

Department of the Attorney General 
$2,475.11 in total paid to Indoor Gardens Pty Ltd, Kerry’s Indoor Plant Hire, Everbloom Flowers Pty 
Ltd and Rentokil Ambius Plantscaping Services for plants and flowers for public spaces such as those 
in the courts and the Registry of Births Deaths and Marriages. 

Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions 
Nil. 
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Equal Opportunity Commission 
$1,071.57 — Ambius. 

Office of the Information Commissioner 
Nil. 

Legal Aid 
Nil. 

Legal Practice Board of Western Australia 
$1,040.94 — Indoor Gardens Pty Ltd. 

Legal Profession Complaints Committee 
$984.06 — Indoor Gardens 

Law Reform Commission of Western Australia 
$436.68 — Indoor Gardens Pty Ltd 

Solicitor General’s Office 
Nil.  

Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission 
$1,193.07 — Rentokil Initial Pty Ltd 

WorkCover 
$2,338.32 — Rentokil Initial Pty Ltd 

(2)  Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — PLANT HIRE OR PURCHASE 

723. Mr M. McGowan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

(1) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within each department 
and agency within the Minister’s portfolios since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company 
or companies through which flowers or plants have been hired or purchased? 

(2) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within the Minister’s 
Office since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company or companies through which flowers 
or plants have been hired or purchased? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
(1) Disability Services Commission: 

Since 21 March 2013, the following monthly costs are related to hiring flowers and / or plants: 

• $227.70 per month from Complete Indoor Plants (plants only) expended by Statewide Specialist 
Services at the Commission’s Joondalup Offices. To date a total of $910.80 has been spent.  

• $48.00 per month from Interior Plant Hire and Sales expended by Local Area Coordination for the 
Bunbury LAC Office. To-date, $144.00 has been spent. 

Mental Health Commission: 
$773.96. Supplied by Ambius.  

Drug and Alcohol Office: 
Nil. 

Department for Child Protection and Family Support: 

• $4,350 from 21 March 2013 to 30 June 2013. This expenditure includes plants for the 
Department’s residential care homes and flowers for children in care, on behalf of children in care, 
and to carers. 

• The Department hired and/or purchased the plants and flowers from the following suppliers: 
Albany Indoor Plant Hire & Sales 
A Touch of Class Florist  
Artistry of Flowers  
Bunbury Flower Place  
Bunnings 
Chatsworth Deli (Flowers) 
Coles (Flowers) 
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D&T Hardware 
Easyflowers  
Flowermagic  
Greenwood Flowers & Gift  
Hannah E Flowers  
Hot House Flowers  
Indoor Gardens Pty Ltd 
Krystal Flowers  
Midland Gate Florist 
Northam Garden Centre 
Petals Network  
Rentokil Initial Pty Ltd (Indoor Plants) 
Sharni Jane’s Boutique Flowers  
Waldecks Bentley 
Woolworths (Flowers) 
Youngers Landscaping 

(2)  Ministerial Office: 
$396.02. Supplied by Ambius.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — PLANT HIRE OR PURCHASE 

726. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
(1) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within each department 

and agency within the Minister’s portfolios since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company 
or companies through which flowers or plants have been hired or purchased? 

(2) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within the Minister’s 
Office since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company or companies through which flowers 
or plants have been hired or purchased? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(1)  Department of Planning: Nil. 

Department of Culture and the Arts: A total of $45 to Beans & Bunches. 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority: A total of $385 to Diane Maries Plant Hire. 
Landcorp: Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on notice 729. 

(2)  A total of $462 was paid to Indoor Gardens Pty Ltd in hiring plants for the Ministerial Office. As of 
27 June 2013, plant hire has ceased. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — PLANT HIRE OR PURCHASE 

729. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

(1) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within each department 
and agency within the Minister’s portfolios since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company 
or companies through which flowers or plants have been hired or purchased? 

(2) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within the Minister’s 
Office since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company or companies through which flowers 
or plants have been hired or purchased? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
(1) Gascoyne Development Commission; Goldfields Esperance Development Commission; Great Southern 

Development Commission; Mid West Development Commission; Pilbara Development Commission; 
South West Development Commission; Wheatbelt Development Commission — Nil 
Department of Regional Development and Lands $19.45 plant purchased from Bunnings. 
Kimberley Development Commission — $1 000 plants hired through Ngnaire’s Indoor Plant Hire of 
Kununurra 
LandCorp — $175.90 final charge for Fremantle office plant hire from Ambius (ie contract has now 
been cancelled) 
Landgate — $1 178.58 Ambius and $1 108.59 Indoor Gardens Pty Ltd 
Peel Development Commission — $352 Mandurah Indoor Plant Hire 

(2)  $767.60 plant hire from Indoor Gardens Pty Ltd. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — PLANT HIRE OR PURCHASE 

731. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
(1) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within each department 

and agency within the Premier’s portfolios since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company 
or companies through which flowers or plants have been hired or purchased? 

(2) What amount has been paid for the hiring and/or purchase of flowers or plants within the Premier’s 
Office since 21 March 2013, and what is the name of the company or companies through which flowers 
or plants have been hired or purchased? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
For the period of 21 March 2013 to 19 June 2013 

(1)–(2) Salaries and Allowances Tribunal; Department of State Development; Public Sector Commision; 
ChemCentre: 
Nil 
Gold Corporation 
$3500; Poppy Florist and Ambius. 
Lotterywest 
$1,965.18; Flowers purchased: Midland Gate Florist; Petals Network; Innaloo Florist; The Boulevard 
Florist; Plant Hire: Plants Garden Rental. 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet (including Office of the Premier) 
$2,534.35; Rentokil Initial Pty Ltd, Indoor Gardens Pty Ltd and Twelve Thirty Florist. of this amount 
$2,100 was paid to Twelve Thirty florist for various wreaths and floral arrangements for 
commemoration ceremonies for theatres of war and battles and national day anniversaries on behalf of 
the Government. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

733. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 
(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; 
(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; and 
(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s 

Ministerial Officers? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)–(c)  Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

734. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 

(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; 
(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; and 
(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s 

Ministerial Officers? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

735. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Energy; Finance; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 
Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 

(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; 
(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; and 
(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s 

Ministerial Officers? 
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Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

736. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 

(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; 
(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; and 
(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s 

Ministerial Officers? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

737. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 
(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; 
(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; and 
(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s 

Ministerial Officers? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

739. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 
(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; 
(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; and 
(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s 

Ministerial Officers? 
Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

740. Mr M. McGowan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 
(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; 
(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; and 
(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s 

Ministerial Officers? 
Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
(a)–(c)  Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

741. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 

(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; 

(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; and 

(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s 
Ministerial Officers? 
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Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

743. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 

(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; 

(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; and 

(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s 
Ministerial Officers? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  Nil. 
(b)  $87 including GST. 
(c)  Nil. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

744. Mr M. McGowan to the Treasurer; Minister for Transport; Fisheries: 
Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 
(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Treasurer or the Treasurer’s Ministerial Officers; 
(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Treasurer or the Treasurer’s Ministerial Officers; and 
(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Treasurer or the Treasurer’s 

Ministerial Officers? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

746. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for State Development: 

Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 
(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; 
(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s Ministerial Officers; and 
(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Minister or the Minister’s 

Ministerial Officers? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

747. Mr M. McGowan to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Tourism: 
Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 
(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Deputy Premier or the Deputy Premier’s Ministerial 

Officers; 

(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Deputy Premier or the Deputy Premier’s Ministerial 
Officers; and 

(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Deputy Premier or the Deputy 
Premier’s Ministerial Officers? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 748. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — VEHICLE REPAIRS AND CLEANING 

748. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
Since 21 March 2013 what has been the cost of: 
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(a) repairs to any motor vehicles provided to the Premier or the Premier’s Ministerial Officers; 

(b) car-washing of motor vehicles provided to the Premier or the Premier’s Ministerial Officers; and 

(c) commercial cleaning or detailing of motor vehicles provided to the Premier or the Premier’s Ministerial 
Officers? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet advises for the Premier, all Ministers and ministerial officers for the 
period 21 March to 19 June 2013. 

(a)  Office of Hon Dr K D Hames MLA — $1,448.70 

Office of former Minister Hon G M Castrilli — $1,166.17 (account not finalised until after 21 March 
2013) 

(b)–(c)  Responsibility for maintenance of vehicles lies with the individual vehicle custodian. This includes 
responsibility to keep the vehicle clean and in a roadworthy state. Services are available to vehicle 
custodians through fleet fuel card arrangements at selected car wash facilities; however this is typically 
for automated external car wash facilities, not a detailing service. In addition, Minister’s vehicles are 
routinely cleaned and detailed by employees from the Executive Transport Services Branch as part of 
their duties.  

According to SG Fleet records car wash expenditure was incurred by the following Ministerial 
Offices — 

Hon Dr K D Hames MLA   $265.95 
Hon B J Grylls MLA  $160  
Hon P C Collier MLC  $17.70 
Hon T R Buswell MLA $152 
Hon J H D Day MLA  $87 
Hon L M Harvey MLA  $74 
Hon D T Redman MLA $139 
Hon H M Morton MLC  $334 
Hon M Mischin MLC  $51 
Hon W R Marmion MLA  $110 
Hon T K Waldron MLA  $276 
Hon K C Baston MLC   $18 
Hon Dr M D Nahan MLA  $145.70  
Hon A J Simpson MLA $90 
Hon A P Jacob MLA  $40 
Hon J M Francis MLA   $87 
Former Minister, Hon N F Moore MLC  $80 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING 

750. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 

(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 

(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 

(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 

(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 

(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non-fleet vehicles; 

(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 

(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 

(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non-fleet vehicles; and 

(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
Department of Environment and Conservation and Office of the Appeals Convenor  

(1) (a) 729 
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(b)  3 
(2) (a)   $300 

(b)  Nil. 
(c)  Car Bright, Kensington. 

(d)–(e)  Nil. 

(f)  Vehicles are detailed prior to auction as part of the whole of government leasing arrangements. 
No other arrangements for detailing are in place for the department. 

Office of the Environmental Protection Authority 
(1) (a)   12 

(b)   Nil.  
(2) (a)–(b)  Nil.  

(c)  Not applicable.  
(d)–(e)  Nil.  
(f)  Not applicable.  

Swan River Trust 
(1) (a)   9 

(b)   Nil.  
(2) (a)–(b)  Nil.  

(c)  Not applicable.  
(d)–(e)  Nil.  
(f)  Not applicable.  

 Perth Zoo 
(1) (a)  7 

(b)  2 
(2) (a)–(b)  Nil. 

(c)  Not applicable.  
(d)–(e)  Nil. 
(f)  Not applicable.  

Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority 
(1) (a)  20 

(b)  Nil.  
(2) (a)–(b)  Nil. 

(c)  Not applicable.  
(d)–(e)  Nil. 
(f)  Not applicable.  

 State Heritage Office 
(1) (a)   2 

(b)  Nil.  
(2) (a)–(b)  Nil. 

(c)   Not applicable. 
(d)–(e)  Nil. 
(f)   Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING  

751. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 
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(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 

(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 

(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 

(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 

(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non–fleet vehicles; 

(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 

(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 

(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non-fleet vehicles; and 

(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Metropolitan Cemetery Board 

(1) (a) 7 

(b) 21 

(2) (a)–(b) Nil 

(c)–(d) Not applicable 

(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable. 

Department of Local Government  

(1) (a) 11 

(b) None 

(2) (a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c)–(d) Not applicable 

(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable 

 Department for Communities  

(1) (a) 50 

(b) Nil 

(2) (a) $604.87 
(b) Not applicable 
(c) BP Carwash, Sparklers Carwash Bunbury, Car Wash on Highway Geraldton, Waterways 

Carwash Mandurah, Albany CG Carwash, Madwax WA Kalgoorlie 
(d) Not applicable 
(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING  

753. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 

(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 

(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 

(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 

(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 

(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non-fleet vehicles; 

(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 
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(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 

(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non-fleet vehicles; and 

(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND FOOD 

(1) (a) 325 

(b) 3 

(2) (a) $18,894 

 (b) Nil 

 (c) Albany Car & Boat Wash, 45 Prior St, Centennial Park WA 6330 
C 2 Scarp Cleaning, 17 McDowell Street, Waroona WA 6215 
Merredin Cleaning Services, 1 Aspland Street, Merredin WA 6415 
P.F Flugge + J.P Morgan, 16 Broome Street, Katanning WA 6317 
Pete & Toni Satherley Partnership, 21 Hildas Close, College Grove 6230  
S & A Smash Repairs, 103 Frobisher Street, Osborne Park WA 6017 
Intework Inc, 11 Kirke Street, Balcatta WA 6021 
Geraldton Car Wash, 229 Lester Ave, Geraldton WA 6530 
Essential Personnel, 262 Fitzgerald Street, Northam WA 6401 
Prowash, 4 Broadway, Pelican Point WA 6230 
Dee Kay’s Detailing, Eston Street, Narrogin WA 6312 
David Eltringham, PO Box 491, Esperance WA 6450 
BP Kelmscott Carwash, 2810 Albany Highway, Kelmscott WA 6991 

 (d) $350 

 (e) Nil 

 (f) Car Care (WA), Suite 30, 133 Kewdale Rd, Kewdale WA 6105 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING  

754. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 

(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 

(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 

(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 

(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 

(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non-fleet vehicles; 

(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 

(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 

(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non-fleet vehicles; and 

(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
Where a vehicle is home garaged or used under a relevant Vehicle Scheme, it is the responsibility of the vehicle 
custodian to clean the vehicle unless business use of the vehicle has resulted in abnormal dirt or mud build up on 
the vehicle. 

Department of Sport and Recreation 

(1)  (a)  DSR 39 Fleet Vehicles 
New Perth Stadium Project 2 Fleet Vehicles 

(b)  Camp Quaranup 1 vehicle (left on site by recently ceased private camp operator) 

(2) (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable. 

(d) $100 
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(e) Nil 

(f) Geraldton Car Wash, 229 Lester Avenue Geraldton WA 6530 

Department of Racing Gaming and Liquor 

(1) (a) 10 fleet vehicles 

(b) Nil 

(2) (a) $300 

(b) Nil 

(c) Magic Hands Car Wash Victoria Park  

(d)–(f) Nil 

Venues West  

(1) (a) 13 fleet vehicles 

(b) Nil 

(2) (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable.  

(d)–(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable. 

 GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING  

756. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 

(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 

(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 

(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 

(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 

(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non-fleet vehicles; 

(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 

(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 

(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non-fleet vehicles; and 

(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Corruption and Crime Commission 

(1)  (a)  14 fleet vehicles 

(b)  2 non-fleet vehicles. 

(2)  (a)  Nil. Cleaning of fleet vehicles is the responsibility of the assigned driver ($40.00 using drive-
through car wash services at BP and Gull Service Stations). 

(b)  Nil. Cleaning of non-fleet vehicles is the responsibility of the individual officer (no 
expenditure using drive-through car wash services at BP or Gull Service Stations). 

(c)  Not applicable.  

(d)–(e)  Nil. 

(f)  Not applicable. 

Commissioner for Children and Young People 

(1)  (a)  Two 

(b)  One 

(2)  (a)  Nil 

(b)–(c)  Not applicable.  
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(d)  Nil 

(e)–(f)  Not applicable 

Department of Commerce 

(1) (a)  219 

(b)  Nil. 

(2) (a) $60.50 

(b) Not applicable. 

(c) S & A Smash Repairs, 103 Frobisher Street, Osborne Park. 

(d)–(f) Not applicable. 

 Department of the Attorney General 

(1) (a) The Department has 226 vehicles inclusive of 148 allocated to the Judiciary and members of 
the State Administrative Tribunal. 

(b) Nil 

(2) (a) $5,156.65 via fleetcard which gives access to car wash facilities  

(b) Nil 

(c) Various BP, Shell and Caltex fuel stations at various Perth locations 

(d) $12,985 for cleaning/detailing of cars allocated to the Judiciary 

(e) Nil 

(f) James for Auto Clean, 26 McKinlay Avenue, Padbury WA 6025. However, car cleaning/ 
detailing from this company primarily occurs onsite at courts. 

Director of Public Prosecutions 

(1) (a) 19 

(b) 8* 

(2) (a) No cost. The Office of the Director of Public Prosecution does not have vehicles commercially 
cleaned. 

(b)–(f) Not applicable. 

[*For the purposes of this answer, ‘non-fleet vehicles’ are taken to vehicles leased for senior 
lawyers with Salaries and Allowances Tribunal coverage.] 

Equal Opportunity Commission 

(1) (a) One 
(b) None 

(2) (a) Nil 
(b)–(c) Not applicable.  
(d) Nil 
(e)–(f) Not applicable. 

Office of the Information Commissioner 

(1) Nil 

(2) Not applicable. 

 Legal Aid 

(1) (a) 21 

(b) None 

(2) Not applicable. 

 Legal Practice Board of Western Australia 

(1) Nil 

(2) Not applicable. 
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Legal Profession Complaints Committee 

(1) Nil 

(2) Not applicable. 

 Law Reform Commission of Western Australia 

(1) (a) One; 

(b) None; 

(2) (a) Nil; 

(b)–(f) Not applicable. 

Solicitor General’s Office 

(1) Nil 

(2) Not applicable. 

Western Australia Industrial Relations Commission 

(1) (a) One 

(b) None 

(2) (a) Nil 

(b)–(c) Not applicable.  

(d) Nil  

(e)–(f) Not applicable. 

WorkCover 

(1) (a) 13 
(b) 1 

(2) (a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

 GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING  

757. Mr M. McGowan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 

(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 

(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 

(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 

(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 

(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non–fleet vehicles; 

(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 

(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 

(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non–fleet vehicles; and 

(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
Disability Services Commission 

(1)  (a)  369. 

(b)  Nil. 

(2)  (a)  $8,060.40 (excluding GST), 1 January 2013 to 30 June 2013. 

(b)  Not applicable. 
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(c)  Southern Cross Detailing, Intework Inc at 146–160 Colin Street, West Perth 
(Disability Services Commission office) 
SMP Fremantle lifeskills2work, Intework Inc at 71–73 Norma Road, Myaree 
(Disability Services Commission office) 

Intework Inc at the following Disability Services Commission offices: 
130 Lord Street, Eden Hill 
64 Boulton Street, Dianella 
15 Hill view Terrace, East Victoria Park 
2902 Albany Highway, Kelmscott 

(d)–(e)  Nil. 

(f)   Not applicable. 

Department for Child Protection and Family Support 

(1) (a) 600  

(b) Nil 

(2) (a) The Department combines its car detailing and washing payments and therefore a breakdown 
is unavailable. The total cost for commercial car washing and detailing for fleet vehicles was 
$32,891. 

(b) Not applicable 

(c) Various companies throughout the State are engaged to commercially clean fleet vehicles. 
These include, ‘Intework Inc’ a flexible and innovative specialist employment and training 
service for people with disabilities and others who experience disadvantages in accessing the 
open employment market.  

(d) See 2 (a). 

(e) Not applicable. 

(f) See 2 (c) 

Mental Health Commission 

(1) (a) 8. 

(b) 1 hire car. 

(2) (a)–(b) Nil. 

(c) Not applicable. 

(d)–(e) Nil. 

(f) Not applicable. 

Drug and Alcohol Office 

(1) (a) 13. 
(b) 1. 

(2) (a)–(b) Nil. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d)–(e) Nil. 
(f) Not applicable. 

 GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING  

758. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 

(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 

(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 

(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 

(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 

(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non-fleet vehicles; 
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(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 

(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 

(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non-fleet vehicles; and 

(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
(1)–(2)   [See paper 490.] 

 GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING  

760. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 

(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 

(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 

(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 

(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 

(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non-fleet vehicles; 

(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 

(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 

(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non-fleet vehicles; and 

(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Department of Planning: 

(1) (a)  33 

(b) Nil. 

(2) (a) Since 1 January 2013, there have not been any commercial cleaning arrangements for 
Department of Planning vehicles. The vehicles are cleaned and washed at service stations 
using the vehicle fuel card, or by vehicle custodians at their own expense. 

(b)–(c) Not applicable. 

(d) Nil. 

(e)–(f) Not applicable. 

Western Australian Planning Commission: 

(1) (a) 14 

(b) Nil. 

(2) (a) Since 1 January 2013, there have not been any commercial cleaning arrangements for Western 
Australian Planning Commission vehicles. The vehicles are cleaned and washed at service 
stations using the vehicle fuel card, or by vehicle custodians at their own expense. 

(b)–(c) Not applicable. 

(d) Nil. 

(e)–(f) Not applicable. 

Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority: 

(1) (a) 16 

(b) One. 

(2) (a)–(b) Total cleaning and detailing costs since 1 January 2013 are $1020.80. 

(c) Intework Incorporated (11 Kirke St, Balcatta, 6021) clean the vehicles at the Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority head office (12 Lindsay Street, Perth). 

(d)–(e)  Refer to 2(a)–(b). 

(f)  Refer to 2(c). 
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Department of Culture and the Arts: 

(1) (a)  36 

(b)  Two. 

(2) (a)–(b)  Nil. Vehicles are cleaned by the custodians at their own expense. 

(c)  Not applicable. 

(d)–(e)  Nil.  

(f)  Not applicable. Vehicles are detailed by the custodians at their own expense. 

Landcorp: 

(1)–(2)  Answer will be forthcoming from Minister for Lands. 

GUILDFORD HOTEL  

761. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Heritage: 
I refer to the Guilford Hotel, and I ask: 

(a) given that it now faces a fifth winter without roofing or protection, what action, if any, does the 
Minister intend to take to ensure the maintenance of the structural integrity of the Guildford Hotel; 

(b) has the Minister considered the option of compulsory acquisition of the Guildford Hotel to prevent its 
demolition by neglect, and: 

(i) if yes to (b), why hasn’t the Minister proceeded; and 

(ii) if no to (b), why not; 

(c) will the Minister table any advice provided to the former Minister for Heritage regarding compulsory 
acquisition and if no, why not; and 

(d) has the Minister considered the placement of a conservation order in order to prevent the ongoing 
public decay of this significant and highly visible state heritage asset, and: 

(i) if yes to (d), why hasn’t the Minister acted on this; 

(ii) if no to (d), why not; and 

(iii) will the Minister table any advice provided to the former Heritage Minister regarding the 
placement of a conservation order and if not, why not? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)  The Guildford Hotel is privately owned, and its care is a matter for the owners. However, the owners 

provide the City of Swan with regular reports from a qualified structural engineer on the condition of 
the building as part of an ongoing monitoring program agreed with the City arising from an Order 
issued by the City under the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1960 in 
December 2009. 

(b)  No. 

(i)  Not applicable. 

(ii)  The owners have obtained development approval for the restoration and redevelopment of the 
Guildford Hotel from the City of Swan, subject to conditions, and they are also seeking tenants 
for the project. This is a clear determination on the part of the owners and the City of Swan 
that the Hotel is in a condition to effect conservation of its heritage value. Therefore, there is 
no case for interfering with the owner’s right to repair, restore and redevelop their property in a 
manner that has the support of the Heritage Council. 

(c)  No. I have stated the Government’s position on the matter of compulsory acquisition at this time. 

(d)  No. 

(i)  Not applicable. 

(ii)  A conservation order issued in respect of a place under s. 59 of the Heritage of Western 
Australia Act 1990 may not compel the owner of the place to carry out any works, repairs or 
maintenance to prevent decay. A conservation order may only forbid persons generally from 
altering or damaging a place or from carrying out activities at the place that are specifically 
prohibited by the conservation order. 

(iii)  No. My previous answer explains the way in which a Conservation Order works. 
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HARDSHIP UTILITY GRANT SCHEME  

762. Ms J.M. Freeman to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Child Protection: 
I refer to the Hardship Utilities Grant Scheme (HUGS), and I ask: 

(a) in the calendar year 2012, how many people applied for the HUGS in: 

(i) Alexander Heights; 
(ii) Koondoola; 
(iii) Mirrabooka; 
(iv) Balga; and 
(v) Westminster; and 

(b) for applications made in the calendar year up to 30 May 2013 , how many people received payments 
under the HUGS in: 

(i) Alexander Heights; 
(ii) Koondoola; 
(iii) Mirrabooka; 
(iv) Balga; and 
(v) Westminster? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
(a)  Applications made – January to December 2012 
 

Question Number Suburbs January to December 2012 
(i) Alexander Heights 77 
(ii) Koondoola 98 
(iii) Mirrabooka 120 
(iv) Balga 323 
(v) Westminster 89 

 Grand Total 707 
(b)  Approved – January to May 2013 
 

Question Number Suburbs January to May 2013 
(i) Alexander Heights 27 
(ii) Koondoola 27 
(iii) Mirrabooka 67 
(iv) Balga 125 
(v) Westminster 37 

 Grand Total 283 
 

GUILDFORD HOTEL  

763. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister for Heritage: 
I refer to the Guildford Hotel and ask: 

(a) given that it now faces a fifth winter without roofing or protection, what arrangements have been made 
to protect it from damage during the coming winter; 

(b) if the Guildford Hotel is left unprotected during the 2013 winter and the owners do not lodge an 
application for a building permit by November 2013, will the Minister undertake to arrange for an 
independent professional assessment of the deterioration of the Guildford Hotel since 1 September 2008 
so compulsory acquisition under section 73 of the Heritage of Western Australia Act 1990 can be 
considered; and 

(c) will amendments to the Heritage of Western Australia Act 1990 be introduced by the Government 
in 2013? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)  The Guildford Hotel is a privately–owned property, and its care is a matter for the owners. I am advised 

that the owners provide the City of Swan with regular reports from a qualified structural engineer on the 
condition of the building as part of an ongoing monitoring program established by an order of the City 
in 2009. 
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(b)  The owners are currently seeking tenants for the Hotel to progress their project. It is counter-productive 
to this process to speculate what the situation may be at a point in time in the future and what the 
Government may do in response to the circumstances at that time. 

(c)  Rather than amendments to an out-of-date Heritage Act, the Government has committed to introduce to 
Parliament a new modernised Heritage Bill for Western Australia. The Heritage Bill will draw upon and 
reflect the extensive stakeholder and community consultation undertaken by the Heritage Council over 
the last two years. It will be introduced to the Parliament when the Government is satisfied it will 
deliver open, transparent, simple to operate and easy to understand legislation that reflects best practice 
in the recognition and protection of heritage places. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STOLEN COMPUTERS AND MOBILE PHONES 

767. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
For each department, agency or government-trading enterprise within the Premier’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask: 
(a) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 
(b) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; 
(c) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen notebook computers; 
(d) how many mobile phones have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 
(e) how many mobile phones have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; and 
(f) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen mobile phones? 
Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Time frame: 1 July 2012 – 19 June 2013 
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal; Gold Corporation; Department of State Development; Public Sector 
Commissioner: 
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable. 
(d)–(e)  Nil 
(f)  Not applicable 
 Lotterywest 
(a)–(b) Nil  
(c) Not applicable 
(d) 2 
(e) Nil  
(f) Estimate based on cost at time of purchase: $1344. 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet advises (including Ministerial Offices) 
(a) Nil 
(b)–(c) One; $1562 
(d) Nil 
(e)–(f) One; $729 
ChemCentre 
(a)–(c) Nil 
(d) One 
(e) Nil 
(f) $449 

 GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STOLEN COMPUTERS AND MOBILE PHONES  
769. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 

Minister for State Development: 
For each department, agency or government-trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask: 
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(a) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(b) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; 

(c) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen notebook computers; 

(d) how many mobile phones have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(e) how many mobile phones have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; and 

(f) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen mobile phones? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Gascoyne Development Commission; Goldfields Esperance Development Commission; Great Southern 
Development Commission; Kimberley Development Commission; LandCorp; Mid West Development 
Commission; Peel Development Commission; South West Development Commission; Department of Regional 
Development and Lands  

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d)–(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable 

Landgate 

(a) None 

(b) One HP8510P laptop 

(c) The laptop had a zero net book value. Original cost was $1 822. 

(d) None 

(e) One LG TU550 mobile phone 

(f) The mobile phone had a zero net book value. Original cost was $392 . 

Pilbara Development Commission  

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 
(d) One 
(e) Nil 
(f) $800 

Wheatbelt Development Commission 

(a) Nil 
(b) One 
(c) $1 200 
(d) Nil 
(e) One 
(f) $700 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STOLEN COMPUTERS AND MOBILE PHONES  

772. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Planning; Culture and the Arts: 
For each department, agency or government-trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask: 

(a) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(b) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; 

(c) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen notebook computers; 

(d) how many mobile phones have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(e) how many mobile phones have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; and 

(f) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen mobile phones? 
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Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Department of Culture and the Arts  

(a)–(b) Nil. 

(c) Not applicable. 

(d)–(e) Nil. 

(f) Not applicable. 

Department of Planning  

(a) Nil. 

(b) One. 

(c) $1,289.93 inc GST 

(d) Nil. 

(e) One. 

(f) $150 inc GST 

Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority 

(a)–(b) Nil. 

(c) Not applicable. 

(d) Nil. 

(e) One. 

(f) $800. 

Landcorp 

(a)–(f) Answer will be forthcoming from the Minister for Lands. 

 GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STOLEN COMPUTERS AND MOBILE PHONES  

774. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development; Water; Forestry: 
For each department, agency or government-trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask: 

(a) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(b) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; 

(c) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen notebook computers; 

(d) how many mobile phones have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(e) how many mobile phones have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; and 

(f) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen mobile phones? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY TRAINING FUND 

(a)–(b)  Nil 

(c)   Not applicable. 

(d)–(e)   Nil 

(f)   Not applicable. 

DEPARTMENT OF TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT 

(a) Nil 
(b) 2 
(c) $3600 
(d) 4 
(e) 3 

(f) $3400. 
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CENTRAL INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 

(a) Nil 
(b) 13 
(c) $16,267.02 
(d) 3 
(e) Nil 
(f) $1679.00  
CHALLENGER INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY  
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable. 
(d)–(e)  Nil 
(f)  Not applicable. 
 C Y O’CONNOR INSTITUTE 
(a)  4 
(b) 1 
(c) $6489.90 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f)  Not applicable. 
DURACK INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY  
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable. 
(d)–(e)  Nil 
(f)  Not applicable.  
GOLDFIELDS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY  
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable. 
(d)–(e)  Nil 
(f)  Not applicable.  
GREAT SOUTHERN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY  
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable. 
(d)–(e)  Nil 
(f)  Not applicable.  
KIMBERLEY TRAINING INSTITUTE  
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable. 
(d)–(e)  Nil 
(f)  Not applicable.  
PILBARA INSTITUTE  
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable. 
(d)–(e)  Nil 
(f)  Not applicable. 

POLYTECHNIC WEST 

(a) Nil 

(b) 6 
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(c) $7807.80 inc GST 
(d) 1 
(e) 2 
(f)  $2397 inc GST 
 SOUTH WEST INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d) 2 
(e) Nil 
(f) $80 
WEST COAST INSTITUTE OF TRAINING 
(a) 8 
(b) Nil 
(c) $6080 
(d) 3 
(e) Nil 
(f) $845  
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION SERVICES  
(a)–(b)  Nil 
(c)  Not applicable. 
(d)–(e)  Nil 
(f)  Not applicable.  
BUSSELTON WATER  
(a)–(c)  Nil 
(d)  1 
(e)  Nil 
(f)  $179 
AQWEST — BUNBURY WATER 
(a)  Nil 
(b)  2 
(c)  $1980.00 
(d)–(e)  Nil 
(f)  Not applicable. 
DEPARTMENT OF WATER 
(a) Nil 
(b) 2 
(c) Estimated value is $1094 
(d) 5 
(e) 1 
(f) Estimated value is $0. 
WATER CORPORATION 
(a) Nil 
(b) 3 
(c) $2 700 
(d) 19 
(e) 8 

(f) $12 813  
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FOREST PRODUCTS COMMISSION  

(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d) 1 
(e) Nil 
(f) Nil due to the age and condition of device.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STOLEN COMPUTERS AND MOBILE PHONES  

775. Mr M. McGowan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Mental Health; 
Disability Services; Child Protection: 

For each department, agency or government-trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask: 

(a) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(b) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; 

(c) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen notebook computers; 

(d) how many mobile phones have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(e) how many mobile phones have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; and 

(f) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen mobile phones? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
Mental Health Commission 
(a)–(b) Nil. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d)–(e) Nil. 
(f) Not applicable. 
Drug and Alcohol Office 
(a)–(b) Nil. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d)–(e) Nil. 
(f) Not applicable. 
Department for Child Protection and Family Support 
(a) Nil. 
(b) Four. 
(c) $4,560 (actual value). 
(d) Fifteen. 
(e) Eighteen. 
(f) $4,683 (actual value). 
Disability Services Commission 
(a) None. 
(b) One. 
(c) $1,050 (estimated value) 
(d) Eight. 
(e) One. 
(f) $2,736 (estimated value) 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STOLEN COMPUTERS AND MOBILE PHONES  

776. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
For each department, agency or government-trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask: 
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(a) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(b) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; 

(c) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen notebook computers; 

(d) how many mobile phones have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(e) how many mobile phones have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; and 

(f) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen mobile phones? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Corruption and Crime Commission 
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 
Commissioner for Children and Young People  
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable 
 Department of Commerce 
(a) Nil. 
(b) Four. 
(c) $500 per notebook. 
(d) Four. 
(e) Nil. 
(f) Total value of the four mobile phones is $446 

 Department of the Attorney General 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) 3 which have been reported as lost to Western Australian Police  

(e) 2 which have been reported as stolen to Western Australian Police  

(f) $2,087. 

 Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 
Equal Opportunity Commission 
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 
 Office of the Information Commissioner 
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 

(d)–(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable. 
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Legal Aid 
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d) One 
(e) Nil 
(f) $418.00 
Legal Practice Board of Western Australia 
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 
Legal Profession Complaints Committee  
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable 

Law Reform Commission of Western Australia 
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d) Nil 
(e) One 
(f) $997.00  

Solicitor General’s Office  
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

State Solicitor’s Office  
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d) One 
(e) Nil 

(f) $799 

Western Australia Industrial Relations Commission 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) One 

(e) Nil 

(f) $762.73 exclusive of GST  

WorkCover  

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Nil 

(e) One 

(f) $799. 
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 GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STOLEN COMPUTERS AND MOBILE PHONES  

778. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming: 
For each department, agency or government-trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask: 

(a) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(b) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; 

(c) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen notebook computers; 

(d) how many mobile phones have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(e) how many mobile phones have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; and 

(f) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen mobile phones? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
Department of Sport and Recreation 

(a)–(f)  Nil 

VenuesWest 

(a)–(f)  Nil 

Department of Racing Gaming and Liquor 

(a)–(f)  Nil 

 Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 

(a)–(f) Nil 

Burswood Park Board 

(a)–(f)  Nil 

Racing and Wagering Western Australia 

(a)  Nil 

(b)  Three laptops 

(c)  $0 — Two older than 5 years old and one older than 8 years old 

(d)  One  

(e)  Nil 

(f)  $0 — more than 3 years old 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STOLEN COMPUTERS AND MOBILE PHONES  

779. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
For each department, agency or government-trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask: 

(a) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(b) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; 

(c) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen notebook computers; 

(d) how many mobile phones have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(e) how many mobile phones have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; and 

(f) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen mobile phones? 

Mr D.T. Redman replied: 
FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND FOOD  

(date range 1 July 2012 – 30 June 2013) 

(a)  One laptop/notebook was lost. 

(b)  Five laptops/notebooks were stolen. 

(c)  The six laptops/notebooks are more than two years olds; and fully depreciated, and have a nil value. 
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(d)  Three mobile telephones were lost. 

(e)  Nil. 

(f)  2 x iPhones @ $872 each =  $1,744 
1 x Samsung basic mobile =  $   119 
Total     $1,863 

 GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STOLEN COMPUTERS AND MOBILE PHONES  

781. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth: 

For each department, agency or government-trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask: 

(a) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(b) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; 

(c) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen notebook computers; 

(d) how many mobile phones have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(e) how many mobile phones have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; and 

(f) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen mobile phones? 

Mr A.J. Simpson replied:  
Metropolitan Cemetery Board 

1 July 2012 to 19 June 2013 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d)–(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable 

 Department Local Government 

1 July 2012 to 19 June 2013 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d)–(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable 

 Department for Communities  

1 July 2012 to 19 June 2013 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d)–(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable 

 GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — STOLEN COMPUTERS AND MOBILE PHONES  

782. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Environment; Heritage: 
For each department, agency or government-trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of responsibilities, 
I ask: 

(a) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(b) how many notebook computers or laptops have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; 

(c) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen notebook computers; 

(d) how many mobile phones have been recorded as lost since 1 July 2012; 

(e) how many mobile phones have been recorded as stolen since 1 July 2012; and 

(f) what is the actual or estimated value of the lost or stolen mobile phones? 
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Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
Department of Environment Conservation 
(a) Three.  
(b)  Nil.  
(c)  $1 895.00 
(d)  Ten.  
(e)  Five.  
(f)  $4 261.00  
Office of the Appeals Convenor  
(a)–(b) Nil. 
(c) Not applicable.  
(d)–(e) Nil. 
(f) Not applicable.  
Swan River Trust  
(a)–(b) Nil.  
(c) Not applicable.  
(d) One. 
(e) Nil. 
(f) $313.00  
Office of the Environmental Protection Authority  
(a)–(b) Nil. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d)–(e) Nil. 
(f) Not applicable. 
Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority 
(a)–(b) Nil. 
(c) Not applicable.  
(d) One.  
(e) Nil. 
(f) $300.00  
Perth Zoo 
(a)–(b) Nil.  
(c) Not applicable.  
(d) Two. 
(e) Nil. 
(f) $430.00  
State Heritage Office  
(a)–(b) Nil. 
(c) Not applicable.  
(d)–(e) Nil. 
(f) Not applicable.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING  

784. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier; Minister for State Development; Science: 
(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 

(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 

(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 
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(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 

(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 

(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non-fleet vehicles; 

(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 

(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 

(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non-fleet vehicles; and 

(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Mr C.J. Barnett replied: 
Public Sector Commissioner 
(1a)  12 
(1b)  Nil 
(2a-b)  Nil 
(2c)  Not applicable 
(2d-e)  Nil 
(2f)  Not applicable 
 Salaries and Allowances Tribunal  
(1a)  One 
(1b)  Nil 
(2a-b)  Nil 
(2c)  Not applicable 
(2d-e)  Nil 
(2f)  Not applicable. 
Gold Corporation 
(1a)  3 vehicles; 1 utility vehicle for carrying goods and 2 cars for staff travel between the mint and the 

refinery. 
(1b)  Nil 
(2a)  Cleaning is done in-house. 
(2b)  Nil 
(2c)  Not applicable 
(2d)  Gold Corporation does not detail fleet vehicles. 
(2e)  Nil 
(2f)  Not applicable. 
 Department of State Development 
(1a)  23 fleet vehicles in the metropolitan fleet and 5 vehicles located in overseas offices. 
(1b)  2 non-fleet vehicles in the metropolitan fleet. 
(2a-b) Nil 
(2c)  Not applicable 
(2d-e)  Nil 
(2f)  Not applicable 
Lotterywest 
(1a)  24 
(1b)  Nil 
(2a-b)  Nil 
(2c)  Not applicable 
(2d-e)  Nil 

(2f)  Not applicable. 
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 Department of the Premier and Cabinet 

(1a)  71 fleet vehicles. 

(1b)  71 non-fleet vehicles for Ministers, the Leader of the Opposition, Parliamentary Office holders and 
vehicles supplied according to the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal determinations including Members 
of Parliament and senior department officers. 

(2a-b)  Nil 

(2c)  Not applicable 

(2d)  Responsibility for maintenance of vehicles in the Department’s vehicle fleet lies with the individual 
vehicle custodian. This includes responsibility to keep the vehicle clean and in a roadworthy state. 
Services are available to vehicle custodians through fleet fuel card arrangements at selected car wash 
facilities; however this is typically for automated external car wash facilities, not a detailing service. 

(2e)  $374 (incl GST) refurbishment cost with changeover of custodian. Ministerial vehicles and the Leader 
of the Opposition’s vehicle are routinely cleaned and detailed by employees from the Executive 
Transport Services Branch as part of their duties. Services are also available to non-fleet vehicle 
custodians through fleet fuel card arrangements at selected car wash facilities however this is typically 
for automated external car wash facilities, not a detailing service. Responsibility for maintaining 
vehicles provided to the Members of Parliament lies with individual Members with costs met through 
fleet fuel card arrangements or by individuals. 

(2f)  S&A Smash 103 Frobisher Road Osborne Park. Government Garage at Dumas is used by the Executive 
Transport Services Branch to clean vehicles allocated to Ministers and the Leader of the Opposition. 
Other vehicles are cleaned at facilities authorised under the fuel card arrangements. 

ChemCentre 
(1a)  6 
(1b)  One 
(2a)  Nil 
(2b-f)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING  
786. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the 

Minister for State Development: 
(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 

(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 
(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 

(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 
(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 
(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non-fleet vehicles; 
(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 
(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 
(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non-fleet vehicles; and 
(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
Department of Regional Development and Lands as at 19 June 2013 
(1) (a)  29 

(b)  Nil 
(2)  (a)–(b)  Nil 

(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

Gascoyne Development Commission 

(1) (a) Four 
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(b) Nil 

(2) (a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) $280 
(e) Nil 
(f) Chappy and Karen’s Diesel/Detailing, 67 Boundary Road, Carnarvon WA 6701 

Goldfields Esperance Development Commission 

(1) (a) 2  

(b) Nil  

(2) (a)–(b) Nil  

(c)–(f) Not applicable. 

Great Southern Development Commission  

(1) (a) Four 
(b) Nil 

(2) (a) Pool Vehicles $838.42 (EX GST) 
CEO Vehicle $160.00 (EX GST) 

(b)  Not applicable 

(c) Pool Vehicles — Great Southern Personnel — GSDC Premises 
CEO Vehicle — Fat Cats Car Wash — 8 Vine Street, Albany WA 6330 

(d)–(f) Not applicable 

Kimberley Development Commission 
(1) As at 1 June 2013 

(a) Five 
(b) Nil 

(2) Since 1 January 2013 
(a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

LandCorp 

(1)–(2) As a corporatised entity, LandCorp does not provide motor vehicles on a comparable basis to the public 
sector. 

Landgate 

(1) (a) 67 

(b) Not applicable 

(2) (a) $5 385.25 
(b) Not applicable 
(c) Intework (supporting the disabled) 

At the Landgate premises, 1 Midland Square, Midland.  
The five Bunbury and Albany vehicles are cleaned at various vehicle servicing sites. 

(d)–(f) Not applicable. 

Mid West Development Commission 

(1) (a) Two 
(b) One 

(2) (a) $95 (1QBS614 — $47.50, 1QBP042 — $47.50) 

(b) Nil 
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(c) Geraldton Car Wash, 229 Lester Avenue, Geraldton WA 6530 

(d)–(f) Nil 

Peel Development Commission 

(1) (a) Three 

(b) None 

(2) (a) $385 

(b) Nil 

(c) DA Wood, Tuckey Street, Mandurah WA 6210 

(d)–(f) Not applicable 

Pilbara Development Commission 

(1) As at 1 June 2013 

(a) Nine 

(b) Nil 

(2) Since 1 January 2013 

(a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d)–(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable 

South West Development Commission 

(1) (a) 12 

(b) None 

(2) (a) Nil 

(b)–(c) Not applicable 

(d) $319 

(e) Nil 

(f) Bunbury City Car Cleaners, Bourke Street, Bunbury WA 6230  

Wheatbelt Development Commission  

(1) (a) Eleven 
(b) Nil 

(2) (a) Nil — Custodian to maintain 
(b) Nil 
(c) Not commercially cleaned 
(d) $413 
(e) Nil 
(f) Gibbo’s Car Detailing Service, 45 Morrell Street, Northam WA 6401 

 GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — VEHICLE CLEANING  

788. Mr M. McGowan to the Treasurer; Minister for Transport; Fisheries: 
(1) As at 1 June 2013, I ask: 

(a) how many fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department; and 

(b) how many non-fleet vehicles are provided to each agency or department? 

(2) Since 1 January 2013, I ask: 

(a) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning fleet vehicles; 

(b) what was the cost to the agency or department of commercially cleaning non-fleet vehicles; 

(c) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been commercially cleaned; 
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(d) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing fleet vehicles; 

(e) what was the cost to the agency or department for detailing non-fleet vehicles; and 

(f) what is the company name and address of where vehicles have been detailed? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
The Department of Treasury advises: 

1.  (a) 28  
(b) 5 

2.  (a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

The Department of Transport advises:  

1.  (a) 149 

(b) 2 

2.  (a) $40 

(b) Nil 

(c) Cottesloe Car Wash, 611 Stirling Highway, Peppermint Grove 

(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

Main Roads Western Australia (inclusive of the Office of Road Safety) advises: 

1.  (a) 414 
(b) Nil 

2. (a) $2 715 
(b) Nil 
(c) Intework — Don Aitken Centre Office — Waterloo Crescent, East Perth; Intework — Heavy 

Vehicle Operations Office — 525 Great Eastern Highway, Welshpool; S&S Mobile Car 
Detailing — Wheatbelt North Region Office — Pool Terrace, Northam; Geraldton Car Wash 
— Midwest Region Office — Eastward Road, Geraldton 

(d) $720 

(e) Nil 

(f) Kim’s Detailing — South West Region Office — Robertson Drive, Bunbury; Deekays Car 
Detailing — Wheatbelt South Region Office — Mokine Road, Narrogin 

The Public Transport Authority advises:  

1. (a) 152 

(b) 16 

2.  (a) $969 
(b) Nil 
(c) R & B Ricciardello — 480 William Street, Perth 
(d) $607 
(e) Nil 
(f) Car Care Mobile Service — Public Transport Centre, West Perth; Budget Car Wash Mobile 

Service — Guildford Training Centre, Victoria Street, Guildford; A.J’s Panel and Paint — 40 
Hurrell Way, Rockingham 

The Economic Regulation Authority advises:  

1.  (a) 11 

(b) 2 
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2.  (a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable 

The Department of Fisheries advises: 
1. (a) 155 

(b) 1 
2.  (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

The Government Employee Superannuation Board advises: 
1.  (a) 4 

(b) Nil 
2.  (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

The Insurance Commission of Western Australia advises: 
1.  (a) 1 

(b) 35 
2.  (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

The Office of the Auditor General advises: 
1.  (a) 11 

(b) Nil 
2.  (a) $200 

(b) Not applicable 
(c) Ultra Tune Subiaco — 123 Thomas Road, Subiaco 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

The Albany Port Authority advises: 
1.  (a) Nil 

(b) 10 
2.  (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

The Broome Port Authority advises: 
1. (a) 13 

(b) 1 

2. (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d)–(e) Nil 
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(f) Not applicable. 

The Bunbury Port Authority advises:  

1.  (a) Nil 

(b) 20 

2.  (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d)–(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable. 

The Dampier Port Authority advises: 

1.  (a) Nil 
(b) 31 

2.  (a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

The Esperance Port Authority advises: 

1.  (a)–(b) Nil 

2.  (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d)–(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable. 

The Fremantle Port Authority advises: 

1.  (a) 61 
(b) 12 

2.  (a)–(b) Nil 
(c) Not applicable 
(d) $518 
(e) Nil 

(f) Car Care — Fremantle Ports, 1 Cliff Street, Fremantle  

The Geraldton Port Authority advises: 

1.  (a) 22 

(b) 2 
2. (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 
(d)–(e) Nil 
(f) Not applicable. 

The Port Hedland Port Authority advises: 
1.  (a) 51  

(b) Nil 
2.  (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 
(d) $3 013.65 
(e) Not applicable 

(f) Hedland Quality Car and Boat Detailing, 14 Chunking Crescent, South Hedland and Paul 
Ozuatic, PO Box 463, Port Hedland. 
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The Western Australian Treasury Corporation advises: 

1.  (a) 1 

(b) Nil 

2. (a)–(b) Nil 

(c) Not applicable 

(d)–(e) Nil 

(f) Not applicable. 

OAKAJEE PORT AND RAIL PROJECT  

789. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development: 
I refer to the Oakajee Port and Rail project and I ask: 

(a) what is the total amount spent on the project for each financial year since September 2008 by the 
Department of Regional Development and Lands; and 

(b) what is the breakdown of the amount in (a) in terms of: 

(i) full-time equivalent and cost of staff time; 

(ii) consultants fees; 

(iii) travel and associated expenditure; and 

(iv) any other costs associated with the project? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
(a)  Nil 

(b)  Not applicable. 

 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY — ELIZABETH CARR  

792. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to the Environmental Protection Authority board member Elizabeth Carr, and ask: 

(a) what has been the cost of travel associated with Ms Carr’s attendance at board meetings since 1 July 
2012; and 

(b) what is the total amount of fees or allowances paid to Ms Carr since 1 July 2012? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)  Nil. 

(b)  $37 962.00 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY — BOARD MEETINGS  

793. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister for Environment: 
In reference to the Environmental Protection Authority board, I ask: 

(a) on what dates has the board sat since 1 July 2012; 

(b) which board members were present at each of the board meetings held since 1 July 2012; 

(c) what has been the location for each meeting of the board since 1 July 2012; 

(d) on how many occasions has each board member disclosed a conflict of interest; and 

(e) for each of these occasions, what was the nature of the conflict of interest? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)–(b)  

5 July 2012   
Dr Paul Vogel 
Mr Denis Glennon 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

2 August 2012  
Dr Paul Vogel 
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Dr Chris Whitaker 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

16 August 2012  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Dr Chris Whitaker 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 
Mr Denis Glennon 

30 August 2012  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Dr Chris Whitaker 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 
Mr Denis Glennon 

13 September 2012  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Dr Chris Whitaker 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

11 October 2012  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Dr Chris Whitaker 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

25 October 2012  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Dr Chris Whitaker 
Mr Denis Glennon 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 

8 November 2012  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Dr Chris Whitaker 
Mr Denis Glennon 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

22 November 2012  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Prof Robert Harvey 
Mr Denis Glennon 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

6 December 2012  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Prof Robert Harvey 
Mr Denis Glennon 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

24 January 2013  
Prof Robert Harvey 
Mr Denis Glennon 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

5 February 2013  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Prof Robert Harvey 
Mr Denis Glennon 
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Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

21 February 2013  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Prof Robert Harvey 
Mr Denis Glennon 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

21 March 2013  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Prof Robert Harvey 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

18 April 2013  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Prof Robert Harvey 
Mr Denis Glennon 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

16 May 2013  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Prof Robert Harvey 
Mr Denis Glennon (items 1-5) 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

20 June 2013  
Dr Paul Vogel 
Prof Robert Harvey 
Mr Denis Glennon 
Dr Rod Lukatelich 
Ms Elizabeth Carr 

(c)  Except for the meeting on 5 February 2013, which was an out of session item, all meetings were held in 
the EPA Boardroom, Level 8, The Atrium, 168 St Georges Terrace, Perth. 

(d)–(e) 

Date Member Item Nature of the conflict of 
interest 

2/8/12 Chris Whitaker Pilbara Iron Ore Expansion, Strategic Proposal, BHP 
Billiton 

Direct or indirect 
pecuniary interest 

16/8/12 Chris Whitaker Port Hedland Site Visit  Direct or indirect 
pecuniary interest 

16/8/12 Denis Glennon Port Hedland Site Visit Direct or indirect 
pecuniary interest 

16/8/12 Chris Whitaker Discussion with Port Hedland Industries Council Direct or indirect 
pecuniary interest 

16/8/12 Denis Glennon Discussion with Port Hedland Industries Council Direct or indirect 
pecuniary interest 

13/9/12 Chris Whitaker Rail Siding Duplication and Borrow Pits, Millstream 
Chichester National Park, Rio Tinto 

Direct or indirect 
pecuniary interest 

25/10/12 Chris Whitaker Nammuldi Silvergrass Iron Ore Mine Expansion, 
Hamersley Iron (RTIO) 

Direct or indirect 
pecuniary interest 

25/10/12 Denis Glennon Nammuldi Silvergrass Iron Ore Mine Expansion, 
Hamersley Iron (RTIO) 

Direct or indirect 
pecuniary interest 
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6/12/12 Denis Glennon Koodaideri Iron Ore Mine & Infrastructure, 
Hamersley Iron (RTIO) 

Direct or indirect 
pecuniary interest 

21/2/13 Rod Lukatelich Review of State Environmental (Cockburn Sound) 
Policy 2005 apprehension of bias 

18/4/13 Denis Glennon Pilbara Iron Ore Expansion, Strategic Proposal, BHP 
Billiton 

Direct or indirect 
pecuniary interest 

18/4/13 Denis Glennon Western Turner Syncline Stage 2, B1 and Section 17 
Deposits, Hamersley Iron (RTIO) 

Direct or indirect 
pecuniary interest 

18/4/13 Denis Glennon Turee Syncline Iron Ore Project, Hamersley Iron 
(RTIO) 

Direct or indirect 
pecuniary interest 

 

HOMELESS ASSESSMENT AND REFERRAL SERVICE  

796. Ms J.M. Freeman to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Child Protection: 
I refer to the release of the tender for Homeless Assessment and Referral Service (Metropolitan Area) and the 
Department of Child Protection’s intention to engage with the not-for-profit community services sector and 
Local Government Authorities for the provision of this service, and I ask: 

(a) is the Homeless Assessment and Referral Service in addition to the Crisis Care Unit: 
(i) if no to (a), will the Homeless Assessment and Referral Service replace the Crisis Care Unit; 

and 
(ii) if yes to (i), is the Crisis Care Unit being abolished; 

(b) how many people are employed by the Crisis Care Unit: 
(i) if yes to (a.ii), what is intended for the employees of the Crisis Care Unit; 
(ii) if no to (a.ii) how will the Homeless Assessment and Referral Service work to enhance the role 

of the Crisis Care Unit; and 
(iii) if no to (a.ii) will the Crisis Care Unit still provide vouchers and/or funds for emergency 

accommodation; 

(c) will the Homeless Assessment and Referral Service assist clients with accessing private rental 
properties and if yes: 

(i) will this include identifying suitable housing and how; and 
(ii) will this include attending with clients to assist in negotiating a successful tenancy; and 

(d) will the successful tenderer for the Homeless Assessment and Referral Service be in any way prevented 
by the contract on commenting or advocating on the need for greater numbers of public housing stock, 
and if yes, how? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell replied: 
(a) Yes, the Homeless Assessment and Referral Service — Metropolitan Area (HARS) is an additional 

service and will not be replacing the Crisis Care Unit (CCU).  

The HARS will provide information, assessment and referral to clients referred by the Department for 
Child Protection and Family Support’s (the Department’s) District Offices and CCU, Department of 
Housing’s Homeless Advisory Service and self‑referrals; and actively support the client through the 
assessment and referral processes to the point where they are linked to an appropriate service.  

(i) Not applicable. 

(ii) No, the CCU is not being abolished. 

(b) The CCU has a staffing level of 28.3 full time equivalents. 
(i) Not applicable. 
(ii) The HARS is being established to provide assistance to people who may otherwise present at 

the Department’s District Offices, whose only presenting issue is homelessness. HARS will 
increase the capacity of the Department to better respond to homelessness by providing a 
dedicated service with a sole focus on homelessness. 

(iii) CCU will continue to be able to assist with emergency accommodation after hours. CCU does 
not provide vouchers. 
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(c) No. 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

(d) No. 

TAYLORS COLLEGE DEVELOPMENT  

798. Mr P.C. Tinley to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the Minister’s answers to Questions on Notice No. 202 and 8544, concerning the City of Fremantle’s 
Taylor’s College development, and I ask: 

(a) does the Minister agree that while the Minister stated that the earthworks plan that the Minister tabled in 
Parliament (Tabled Paper No. 5436) contains the floor levels of the existing abutting lots, it in fact does 
not; 

(b) if no to (a) from reading the tabled earthworks plan, could the Minister please state what the floor level 
is of lot 58, which is traversed by 3 contours; 

(c) is it the case that the contours do not in fact give an understanding of floor levels and that is why it is 
important to have the floor levels of existing lots when adjoining lots are proposed for development, so 
that in deciding whether to approve the plan, the local government can have genuine regard to factors 
such as those listed in part (c) of Question on Notice No. 202; 

(d) does the absence of information about the floor levels of existing lots, together with the adverse effect 
on the residents of the existing properties who were only expecting a 1.8 metre high wall as indicated in 
the structure plan, show that factors impacting on them such as those listed in part (c) of Question on 
Notice No. 202 were not considered by the City of Fremantle before the level of the land was raised by 
about 2 metres; 

(e) has the Minister confused a clause in the local planning scheme that states that the subdivision and 
development is to generally be in accordance with the structure plan, with the fundamental requirement 
of the scheme for a structure plan to conform with the requirements of the scheme prior to 
advertisement; 

(f) if no to (e), why has the Minister stated that a proposal for a pedestrian network must only generally 
comply with the scheme when advertised, when the scheme clearly states what is required in terms of a 
proposal for a pedestrian network and such a proposal is not contained in the Taylor’s College structure 
plan; 

(g) while the Minister has concluded that due process occurred, is the Minister being asked a different set 
of questions when a representation is made to the Minister under Section 211 of the Planning and 
Development Act 2005, for example: 

(i) whether the local government has failed to implement effectively the observance of the local 
planning scheme; 

(ii) whether the person making the representation has been adversely affected by the failure; and 

(iii) whether you are then going to refer the matter to the State Administrative Tribunal for its 
report and recommendations; and 

(h) are people who are adversely affected by the failure of the local government to implement effectively 
the observance of the local planning scheme treated unfairly by the Minister under section 211 of the 
Planning and Development Act 2005 when the Minister fails to observe the requirements of the local 
planning scheme himself? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  The earthworks plan approved by the City of Fremantle shows site contours and finished ground levels 

for the new lots as well as existing contours running across adjacent properties, which enables the 
difference in levels between existing and proposed new lots to be examined. 

(b)  The earthworks plan is only one part of a set of plans submitted in a development application to the City 
of Fremantle in 2008.  This set of plans includes a section drawing showing levels on each side of two 
retaining walls which were part of the subject application. One of these retaining walls was situated 
along the eastern boundary of the application site, abutting lot 58.  The information on the section 
drawing enables the levels of the land on each side of the wall to be determined.  According to this 
drawing, the ground level of lot 58 adjacent to the retaining wall is approximately 41.81 metres 
Australian Height Datum (AHD).  

(c)–(d)  Not applicable. 
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(e)  No. 

(f)  The scheme requirement is for a structure plan to show a proposal for a pedestrian network thereby 
meeting the requirements of the Council’s scheme. 

(g)–(h)  An investigation of this matter has been undertaken and the structure plan includes an indicative 
proposal. The Minister for Planning has determined that the City of Fremantle has not failed to 
implement effectively the observance of its local planning scheme. 

CHILD HEALTH — EXPENDITURE  

802. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to spending in children’s health and ask the Minister: 

(a) what percentage of the 2010–2011, 2011–2012 and 2012–2013 health budgets was spent on children’s 
health; and 

(b) please provide a breakdown of the above budgets for children’s health? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
[See paper 465.] 

BUNBURY HOSPITAL — EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT  

803. Mr R.H. Cook to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the Emergency Department (ED) at Bunbury Hospital and I ask: 

(a) what is the current capacity of operating theatres available to ED patients at Bunbury Hospital; 

(b) what is the current capacity of all operating theatres at Bunbury Hospital; 

(c) what number of ED presentations have there been in the following years at Bunbury Hospital: 

(i) 2010–2011; 

(ii) 2011–2012; and 

(iii) 2012–2013; and 

(d) what are the projected number of ED presentations in each of the following years: 

(i) 2013–2014; 

(ii) 2014–2015; 

(iii) 2015–2016; and 

(iv) 2016–2017? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Bunbury Hospital has three Operating Theatres and one Procedure Room. 

(a)  Bunbury Hospital operates: 

• Three staffed Orthopaedic trauma sessions per week (Monday 1300‑1700hrs, 
Wednesday 0800‑1200hrs, Friday 1300‑1700hrs). 

• One staffed emergency theatre Monday to Friday 1730‑2130hrs. 
• One staffed emergency theatre Saturday and Sunday 0800‑2000hrs. 

Monday to Friday 2130-0730hrs and, Saturday and Sunday 2000‑0800hrs, theatre staff are 
available on an “on call” basis. If a patient requires surgery urgently which cannot be delayed 
until the after hours session, they will be accommodated within the elective surgery lists times. 

• There are 20 treatment bays in ED plus a 10 bed short stay unit. 

(b)  Bunbury Hospital has: 

• Three operating theatres which are fully staffed from 0800-1700hrs Monday to Friday. 
• One operating theatre which is staffed Monday to Friday from 1730‑2130hrs and Saturday and 

Sunday 0800-2000hrs for emergency cases. 
• In addition there is an “on call” roster for emergency cases from Monday to Friday 2130-

0730hrs and Saturday and Sunday 2000‑0800hrs. 
• There are 30 beds on the surgical ward and 8 beds in the day procedure unit. 
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(c) (i)  35,732 
(ii)  35,671 
(iii)  35,983 

Note: Data is preliminary and subject to revision, particularly data for 2012‑2013. The data presented is 
the most accurate available at the time of extraction; however, there is always potential for revision of 
records at the hospital as data are subject to quality assurance and checking processes. The likelihood of 
requiring corrections to the data decreases over time, such that 2012-13 data is more likely to change 
than earlier years. 

(d) (i)  41,500 
(ii)  43,500 
(iii)  45,600 
(iv)  48,000. 

 FIREFIGHTING APPLIANCES 

814. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to the then Minister for Emergency Services election commitment in February 2013 to improve fire 
fighting appliance safety features and I ask: 

(a) does this commitment also apply to Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) vehicles; and: 

(i) if yes to (a), how many DEC appliances need safety upgrades; 

(ii) what is the timetable for these upgrades; and 

(iii) what interim measures are being taken to ensure DEC fire-fighter safety? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)  Yes. The Department of Parks and Wildlife (DPaW) is working to implement additional crew 

protection features outlined in the election commitment on DPaW’s fleet of 110 fire trucks. 

The Department is currently addressing two improvement notices issued to the department by 
WorkSafe WA, The majority of the crew protection features required by the WorkSafe WA 
improvement notices are expected to be implemented on DPaW’s fire trucks in the south-west of the 
state by 30 September 2013. Addressing the remaining aspects of the improvement notices across the 
whole DPaW fleet remains a priority.  

 FIREFIGHTING APPLIANCES  

815. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister for Environment: 
Have there been any modifications made to the Department of Environment and Conservation fire fighting 
appliances since November 2012 and: 
(a) if so what modifications and to what proportion of the fleet have they been made to; and 
(b) if not, why not? 
Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
Yes. The Department of Parks and Wildlife (DPaW), in response to two improvement notices issued by 
WorkSafe WA has commenced modifications which aim to improve crew protection in its fire truck fleet. 
(a)  Seven new trucks have heat shielding curtains installed, external plastic body components replaced, 

critical wiring and air lines heat shielded and plastic air intakes replaced. The remainder of the DPaW 
fleet of 110 fire trucks will now be retrofitted with the same enhancements.  

(b)  Not applicable. 

RIVERSIDE PROJECT  

816. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the Riverside project, and ask: 
(a) what has been the name and description of each of the contracts that have been let for this project; 
(b) what has been the value for each of these contracts; and 
(c) what was the estimated cost of each of these works when the project was committed to by the 

Government? 
Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(b)  All awarded contracts are published on the Government Tenders WA Website www.tenders.wa.gov.au. 

http://www.tenders.wa.gov.au/
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(c)  The State Government approved budget reflects capital expenditure contribution by the State. In 
addition there is substantial public domain and infrastructure works being delivered as part of the 
approximate $1billion partnership with Lend Lease Development Pty Ltd.  

 SWAN VALLEY PLANNING ACT  

817. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the review of the Swan Valley Planning Act 1995, and ask: 

(a) when will the Government make a decision in respect to the review; and 

(b) will there be any further consultation with residents or business operators before any final decision? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  The Swan Valley Planning Act 1995 has not been reviewed. The Department of Planning in conjunction 

with the City of Swan and the Swan Valley Planning Committee have undertaken a land use and 
management enquiry in relation to the Swan Valley. This enquiry, which included the release of the 
Swan Valley Discussion Paper for public comment, is complete and a report is being prepared for 
consideration by the Western Australian Planning Commission and the Minister for Planning. 

(b)  The report of the land use and management enquiry will make recommendations for the next stage of 
the process, including whether amendments should be made to the Swan Valley Planning Act. The 
Government will consider the need for further consultation after it receives the report.  

ELIZABETH QUAY — CONTRACTS  

818. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the Elizabeth Quay project, and I ask: 

(a) what has been the name and description of each of the contracts that have been let for this project; 

(b) what has been the value for each of these contracts; and 

(c) what was the estimated cost of each of these works when the project was committed to by the 
Government? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(b)  All awarded contracts are published on the Government Tenders WA Website www.tenders.wa.gov.au. 

(c)  The State Government has approved a budget of $440million for the Elizabeth Quay project, although 
net cost to the Government of the completed project is expected to be significantly less. 

PLANNING — ACTIVITY CENTRES  

819. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to Question on Notice No. 7570 from May 2012, and the Minister’s answer that the majority of activity 
centres are in the planning phase and business cases are being prepared for 2012–13, and ask: 

(a) what activity centres have been planned; and 

(b) what activity centres have had business cases prepared? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  Since the publication of Directions 2031 and Beyond and gazettal of State Planning Policy 4.2 — 

Activity Centres for Perth and Peel (SPP 4.2) in August 2010, a total of 15 activity centres have had a 
final structure plan approved consistent with the planning framework established by Directions 2031 
and SPP 4.2. A further six activity centres have had a draft structure plan prepared. 

Centres that currently have final activity centre structure plans approved post gazettal of SPP 4.2 are: 

• Ashfield district centre  
• Baldivis district centre  
• Butler district centre  
• Byford district centre  
• Clarkson secondary centre  
• Dianella district centre  
• Harrisdale district centre  
• Kelmscott district centre  
• Madeley district centre  
• Maylands district centre  

http://www.tenders.wa.gov.au/
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• Neerabup district centre  
• Ravenswood district centre  
• South Perth district centre  
• Wanneroo secondary centre  
• West Leederville district centre  

The centres that currently have draft activity centre structure plans in place are: 

• Cockburn Coast district centre  
• Maddington secondary centre  
• Midland strategic metropolitan centre  
• Murdoch specialised centre  
• Stirling strategic metropolitan centre  
• Whitfords secondary centre 

(b)  Not all activity centres require a business case to be prepared to implement an activity centre structure 
plan, as the majority of activity centres are privately owned land. 

The State Government prepares business cases for activity centres that include State Government land 
and which require Government funding for implementation of plans.  

Since adoption of Directions 2031 and Beyond, business cases have been prepared for: 

• Stirling strategic metropolitan centre, stage one 
• Murdoch Mixed Use Precinct 
• Claremont on the Park 
• A mixed use development in Rockingham 

PLANNING — DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT PANELS 

820. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the operation of Development Assessment Panels (DAP), and ask, to date what decisions made by a 
DAP have been taken to the State Administrative Tribunal (SAT) for review? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
As at 27 June 2013, 275 applications have been determined by a Development Assessment Panel (DAP) of 
which 33 have been the subject of an application for review to the State Administrative Tribunal (SAT), either 
for review of the determination of the application or a review of one or more conditions of approval. 

ELIZABETH QUAY — EXCAVATION WORKS  

821. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the Elizabeth Quay project and the ‘fill’ from the project, and I ask: 
(a) how much fill has to be removed from the project; 
(b) where is this fill going to be taken; 
(c) where will the fill be treated and cleaned; and 
(d) over what period will this fill be taken to the determined site? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  The current plans for Elizabeth Quay will result in approximately 130,000 cubic metres being excavated 

from the site. 
(b)  The current plans involve approximately 25 per cent being re-used on site. The MRA is obtaining the 

necessary approvals for the remainder to be transported to cleared land adjacent to Whiteman Park that 
requires fill, or to other landfill sites. 

(c)  On site. 
(d)  It is anticipated to take 18 months. 

MINISTER FOR PLANNING — HON CHERYL EDWARDES  

822. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
Could the Minister advise if his chief of staff or any other of his ministerial staff have met with or had any 
contact with Ms Cheryl Edwardes since 1 January 2012, and if so: 

(a) who of the Ministerial staff met with Ms Edwardes; 

(b) what were the dates of the contacts or meetings; 
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(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contacts or meetings; and 

(d) were other people present during the contacts or meetings and if so what were the names of the people 
present? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(d)  The Hon Cheryl Edwardes wrote to the Minister for Planning on June 6 on behalf of her client 

regarding the Shire of Mundaring’s draft Town Planning Scheme No 4. As Minister Day has declared a 
potential conflict of interest in relation to this matter, the Minister’s Chief of Staff responded to Ms 
Edwardes’ client on June 10 2013, and Ms Edwardes received an emailed copy of this letter. 

 WA PLANNING COMMISSION — PROPERTIES OWNED  

823. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the 299 properties owned by the Western Australian Planning Commission as outlined in Question on 
Notice No. 7127, answered on 19 March 2012, and the fact that the total revenue of the rental portfolio is 
$5.455 million per annum, and I ask: 

(a) what is the location of each of these properties; and 

(b) what is the financial amount being raised from each individual property? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(b )  Refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 293. 

 PLANNING — DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT PANELS  

824. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to Question on Notice No. 8843, answered on 6 November 2012, and ask, has the Minister received the 
review report of Development Assessment Panels and if so, will the Minister release the report? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on notice 294. 

MALAGA DRIVE–REID HIGHWAY INTERSECTION  

825. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to Question on Notice No. 17, answered on 22 May 2013, in respect to the proposed overpass at the 
intersection of Malaga Drive and Reid Highway, and ask, has the Government submitted the project for 
environment assessment: 

(a) if yes, at what stage is this assessment currently at; and 

(b) if no, when is the Government intending to submit the plans for assessment? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
Main Roads WA advises: 

(a)  The Federal Minister for Environment has determined that the Reid Highway/Malaga Drive Interchange 
project is not a Controlled action under the EPBC Act 1999. 

(b)  Not applicable. 

SUPERTOWNS — EXPENDITURE  

830. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development: 
I refer to the SuperTowns initiative, and I ask, for each of the following towns: Esperance, Northam, Collie, 
Katanning, Morawa, Jurien Bay, Boddington, Manjimup, and Margaret River: 

(a) can the Minister please provide a breakdown of the spending for projects accounted for under the 
SuperTown Development Project Fund in the 2011–2012 financial year; 

(b) can the Minister please provide a breakdown of the spending accounted for under the SuperTown 
Development Planning Fund for the 2011–12 financial year; and 

(c) can the Minister please provide a breakdown of the spending commitments for the projects undertaken 
for the 2012–13 financial year for each of the following towns? 

Mr B.J. Grylls replied: 
(a)–(c)  [See paper 472.] 
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COALFIELDS HIGHWAY  

832. Mr M.P. Murray to the Minister for Transport: 

On 15 February 2011, in reference to unspent funds from a $25 million 2008 election commitment to fund 
upgrades to the Coalfields Highway between Wellington Dam National Park and Allanson, known as stage 3 – 
the Minister said in Parliament that the work is currently happening to finalise the road layout, road route and 
associated environmental approvals. Following the finalisation of that, we have to work through a process to 
obtain areas of state forest and national park, and I ask: 

(a) given that it is more than two years since work was being done to finalise road design and land 
acquisition, why have we not seen legislation before this Assembly to allow for the State Government 
to obtain these areas of state forest and national park; 

(b) why is it that on 7 August 2012 the Minister again advised that formal process for revocation of this 
land is about to commence, yet no legislation has been put forward; and 

(c) as Main Roads Western Australia has completed design works, and funds were allocated from 
the 2011–12 Budget to revoke land from the Brambly National Park in Margaret River for upgrades to 
the Bussell Highway, why has the Assembly not seen legislation to approve this revocation yet? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 

It is noted that the Member who was present during the term of the previous Labor Government is unaware of 
the procedures involved to obtain environmental approval for the excision of State Forests and National Parks, 
this perhaps explains why the previous Labor Government did not spend a single dollar upgrading the Coalfields 
Highway. In stark contrast this Liberal–National Government is working through the proper approvals process to 
deliver on both the 2008 and 2013 election commitments that will see an unprecedented $53m invested in the 
upgrading of the Coalfields Highway. 

Main Roads WA advises: 

(a)  A number of approvals are required before the required National Park excision for the Coalfields 
Highway can be presented to Parliament.  

(b)  The National Park excision approvals for Coalfields Highway have taken longer than Main Roads 
anticipated because the proposal was not supported by several environmental stakeholders.  

(c)  A number of approvals are required before the required State Forest and National Park excisions for 
Bussell Highway can be presented to Parliament. It is important to understand that the formal processes 
to excise land from State Forests and National Parks are different and they are presented to Parliament 
separately. 

FERGUSON RIVER — MAINTENANCE  

833. Mr M.P. Murray to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to the Ferguson River in the Paradise region in the Shire of Dardanup and ask: 

(a) which office of the Department of Environment and Conservation’s (DEC) in the South West is 
responsible for repairing or degradation minimisation of this river; 

(b) can you list the dates of attendance at the Ferguson River by DEC staff for the last twelve months; and 

(c) can you list the work undertaken by the DEC staff on each of the dates listed in (b)? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)  The Department of Parks and Wildlife (DPaW), formerly the Department of Environment and 

Conservation, does not have responsibility for repairing or minimising degradation to the Ferguson 
River in the Paradise locality of the Shire of Dardanup. DPaW does not manage any land in this 
locality. 

(b)  DPaW staff have not attended the Ferguson River for the purposes described in (a). 

(c)  Not applicable. 

RACING AND WAGERING WESTERN AUSTRALIA — COMMITTEE REPORT 

834. Mr M.P. Murray to the Minister for Racing and Gaming: 
I refer to the Joint Standing Committee’s Review of the Racing and Wagering Western Australia Acts handed 
down on 14 October 2010 and ask: 

(a) of the 53 recommendations put forward by the Committee, how many have been implemented; 
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(b) of the recommendations implemented, describe the: 

(i) nature of the change; 

(ii) what Act, of the two reviewed, did it pertain to; and 

(iii) when did the amendment to the legislation come into effect; and 

(c) of the recommendations not implemented, explain why they have not been? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
(a)  The Government’s response was tabled in the Parliament on 5 April 2011. Of the 53 

recommendations, 25 were accepted; 24 noted; and 4 not accepted.  

12 recommendations have been implemented. 

(b) (i)  The recommendations implemented related to operational/policy changes to RWWA’s 
operations. 

(ii)–(iii)  Not applicable. 

(c)   23 recommendations require legislative change and will be considered during the current term of the 
Government. 

3 recommendations are policy/operational matters currently being considered by Racing and Wagering 
Western Australia. 

Of the remaining 11 recommendations, 5 do not require any further action and 6 require future 
consideration.  

LIQUOR LICENCE APPLICATIONS  

835. Mr M.P. Murray to the Minister for Racing and Gaming: 
In reference to Liquor Licence Applications to the Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor (RGL), I ask: 

(a) of the total number of applications received and approved by the RGL, what was the average waiting 
time for approval of an application; 

(b) of these applications, what categories of licence type were applied for and what is the breakdown of 
each licence type of the total applications; 

(c) of the total applications from 1 July 2012 to 30 June 2013, how many were: 

(i) approved, and what types of licences were approved and what was the breakdown from each 
category of licence; and 

(ii) not approved, and what types of licences were not approved and what was the breakdown from 
each category of licence; and 

(d) of the total number of applications received and approved by the RGL, what was the average waiting 
time for approval of the application? 

Mr T.K. Waldron replied: 
The Department does not have a sufficiently robust database or the reporting tools to provide the detailed 
information sought for the 11,882 liquor licensing applications that were lodged in 2012-2013. 

However, for 2012-2013, 200 licensed premises applications were determined within the following timeframes: 
 

 Approved Refused 
Less than 3 months 33 0 
Within 3 months to 6 months 72 0 
Within 6 months to 1 year 66 4 
Within 12 months to 18 months 15 2 
Within 18 months to 24 months 3 0 
Within 24 months to 30 months 5 0 
Total 194 6 

The 200 applications related to the following licence categories: 
 

Licence Categories Approved Refused 
Hotel 37 • 
Special Facility 30 • 



2828 [ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 6 August 2013] 

 

Liquor Store 13 4 
Club Restricted 18 • 
Restaurant 60 1 
Producer 16 • 
Wholesaler 20 1 
Total 194 6 

 GRAHAM FARMER TUNNEL  

841. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the recent upgrade to the Polly Farmer Tunnel to three lanes and certain requirements requested by the 
Department of Emergency Services to Main Roads Western Australia and I ask: 
(a) have additional ventilation fans been installed; 
(b) have additional fire hydrants been installed at the portals of the tunnel; 
(c) can all fans in the unaffected bore during an emergency incident be switched to full reverse; and 
(d) has the FRS radio system been upgraded to the new WRENS system so that a fire appliance transiting 

the tunnel can still receive radio messages whilst responding to emergencies and access the local 
repeater station to safely manage an incident in the tunnel? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
Main Roads WA advises: 

(a)  The current ventilation is adequate. However, Main Roads plans to install additional ventilation later 
this year to cater for future traffic volumes. 

(b)  The original number of fire hydrants installed when the tunnel was constructed is sufficient for the three 
lane operation in each bore. 

(c)  All fans provided for in the current ventilation design are reversible. 
(d)  The Department of Fire and Emergency Services undertakes regular tests to ensure that the radio 

reception is adequate during emergencies.  

 PERTH ARENA — FIRE SAFETY SYSTEMS 

844. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Commerce: 
I refer to fire safety systems at the new Perth Arena and ask: 
(a) who was the Building Surveyor who certified that the Arena was constructed in accordance with the 

Building Code of Australia and its relevant Fire Safety provisions and issued a certificate of occupancy 
in accordance with the WA Building Act 2011, and will the Minister table a copy of the Certificate in the 
Parliament; 

(b) can the Minister table in Parliament third party certification that the Arena’s fire safety systems have 
been installed in accordance with the Building Code of Australia and the relevant Australian Standards 
and operate in concert to ensure the occupants can good their egress in the event of a fire; and 

(c) is the Building Surveyor authorised to issue occupancy certificates for Public Buildings? 
Mr P.T. Miles replied: 
I am advised by the Department of Commerce as follows: 

(a)–(b)  The construction of Perth Arena was managed by Strategic Projects. Accordingly, this is a matter for 
the Minister for Finance.  

(a)–(c)  No. 

ELIZABETH QUAY — FLORENCE HUMMERSTON KIOSK 

845. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the Government’s decision to relocate and reconstruct the Florence Hummerston Kiosk at Elizabeth 
Quay and the Minister’s previous statement concerning ongoing negotiations with the proprietors of the Grand 
Palace Restaurant, for the payout of the lease of the restaurant premises at Florence Hummerston Kiosk and I 
ask: 
(a) have those negotiations now concluded: 

(i) if so, what was the total sum paid to the proprietors of the Grand Palace Restaurant; and 
(ii) if not, why not? 
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Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  No. 

(i)  Not applicable.  
(ii)  Negotiations are ongoing and expected to conclude in 2013. 

ALBANY HEALTH CAMPUS — SPECIALISTS 

847. Mr P.B. Watson to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to employment of specialists at Albany Health Campus for the year ending 30 June 2013, and ask: 

(a) how many Fly-In-Fly-Out specialists have been employed; 

(b) what was the total cost for airfares; 

(c) what was the total cost for accommodation; 

(d) what was the total cost of car hire; 

(e) what was the total cost of their employment; and 

(f) how many total hours were they employed for? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(a)  Nil. Fly-In-Fly-Out specialists are not ‘employed’ by the Albany Health Campus. A total of 25 

individual specialists who are not resident in the Great Southern were contracted under the Medical 
Services Agreement (MSA) to fill vacancies on a rotational basis in the 2012-13 financial year. 
Preference was given to local resident and qualified doctors to fill these shifts. 

(b)  The total cost for airfares for these 25 specialists was $110,180.31. 

(c)  The total cost for accommodation for these 25 specialists was $20,800. 
(d)  The total cost of car hire for these 25 specialists was $40,882.16. 

(e)  Specialists are contracted under a ‘Contract in Confidence’ MSA; and therefore the information cannot 
be released to a third party. 

(f)  The total hours these 25 specialists were contracted was for 15,000 hours. 

MIDLAND RAILWAY LINE — DELAYS 

850. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Transport: 
(1) Were there delays on the Midland line on Monday 20 May 2013 and if so, what was the reason for the 

delays? 
(2) At what time did each A pattern train leave Midland Station between the hours of 6.00 am and 9.30 am? 

(3) At what time did each B pattern train leave Midland Station between the hours of 6.00 am and 9.30 am? 

(4) What is the current configuration of each train leaving the Midland Station between 6.00 am 
and 9.30 am? 

(5) What plans does your department have to increase the number of trains leaving the Midland Station 
each morning between 6.00 am and 9.30 am and if so, when will such plans be implemented? 

(6) What is the current age of the trains and carriages being used on the Midland line? 

(7) Are there any plans to provide new trains and carriages on the Midland line and if so, in what 
timeframe? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
The Public Transport Authority advises: 

(1)  Yes. The vast majority of the delays were attributed to changes made to the layout of Perth station as a 
result of the Perth City Link (PCL) project works. 

(2)  6:58, 7:34, 7:40, 7:58 
(3)  7:21, 7:47, 8:21, 8:42 
(4)  Four-car or two-car sets. 

(5)  The PTA plans to increase the number of trains leaving Midland station between 06:30am and 9.00am 
following the delivery of the new order of the “B” series trains which starts in late 2013 and continues 
until the end of 2016. 
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(6)  The “A” series trains that service the Midland line range in age from approximately 15 to 23 years. 
(7)  Refer to part 5 

PLANNING — SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORT COMMITTEE  

874. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the Sustainable Transport Committee and ask, did the Committee meet at all during 2012–2013, and if 
not, why not? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
The Sustainable Transport Committee did not meet in the 2012-13 financial year. The Sustainable Transport 
Committee is an advisory committee with meetings scheduled at the discretion and the direction of the Western 
Australian Planning Commission.  

 PLANNING — COASTAL PLANNING COORDINATION COUNCIL  

875. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the Coastal Planning Coordination Council and ask, did the Council meet at all during 2012–2013, and 
if not, why not? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
The Coastal Planning Coordination Council did not meet in the 2012-13 financial year. The Coastal Planning 
Coordination Council is an advisory committee with meetings to be scheduled at the discretion and the direction 
of the Western Australian Planning Commission. 

PLANNING — INFRASTRUCTURE COORDINATING COMMITTEE  

876. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the Infrastructure Coordinating Committee and ask: 

(a) who currently sits on this Committee and when was each member appointed; 
(b) how many times did this Committee meet in 2012–2013, and when were those meetings held; and 

(c) did all members of the Committee attend each meeting, and if not, which meetings were missed by 
which members? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  [See paper 480.] 
(b)–(c)  The Infrastructure Coordinating Committee met four times in 2012-2013 — the dates and attendance 

are shown in the attached table. 

PLANNING — EXECUTIVE, FINANCE AND PROPERTY COMMITTEE 

877. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the Executive, Finance and Property Committee and ask: 
(a) who currently sits on this Committee and when was each member appointed; 
(b) how many times did this Committee meet in 2012–2013, and when were those meetings held; and 
(c) did all members of the Committee attend each meeting, and if not, which meetings were missed by 

which members? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  [See paper 478.] 
(b)–(c)  The Executive, Finance and Property Committee met 11 times in 2012-13 — the dates and attendance 

are shown in the attached table. 

PLANNING — STATUTORY PLANNING COMMITTEE 

878. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the Statutory Planning Committee and ask: 

(a) who currently sits on this Committee and when was each member appointed; 

(b) how many times did this Committee meet in 2012–2013, and when were those meetings held; and 

(c) did all members of the Committee attend each meeting, and if not, which meetings were missed by 
which members? 
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Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  [See paper 479.]  
(b)–(c)  The Statutory Planning Committee met 22 times in 2012-2013 — the dates and attendance are shown in 

the attached table. 

METROPOLITAN REGION IMPROVEMENT TAX  

879. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to page 560 of the 2012–2013 Budget Papers that shows estimated collections for Metropolitan Region 
Improvement Tax (MRIT) to be $83.3 million in 2012–2013, and ask can the Minister provide a breakdown of 
the expenditure undertaken from this MRIT revenue including: 

(a) all of the properties bought in 2012–2013; 
(b) all works funded in 2012–2013; and 
(c) all other costs funded from this revenue in 2012–2013? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
The Western Australian Planning Commission will be providing disclosure of property acquisitions, funded 
works and revenue expenditure in its Annual Report due to be tabled in September. 

(a)–(c)  [See paper 481.]  

 METROPOLITAN REGION IMPROVEMENT TAX 

880. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to page 560 of the 2012–2013 Budget Papers that shows actual collections for Metropolitan Region 
Improvement Tax (MRIT) were $77.8 million in 2010–2011 and ask can the Minister provide a breakdown of 
the expenditure undertaken from this MRIT revenue including: 

(a) all of the properties bought in 2010–2011; 

(b) all works funded in 2010–2011; and 

(c) all other costs funded from this revenue in 2010–2011? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
The Western Australian Planning Commission has provided disclosure of property acquisitions, funded works 
and revenue expenditure in its Annual Report. 
(a)–(c)  [See paper 482.]  

METROPOLITAN REGION IMPROVEMENT TAX 

881. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to page 560 of the 2012–2013 Budget Papers that shows estimated actual collections for Metropolitan 
Region Improvement Tax (MRIT) to be $83.7 million in 2011–2012 and ask could the Minister provide a 
breakdown of the expenditure undertaken from this MRIT revenue including: 
(a) all of the properties bought in 2011–2012; 
(b) all works funded in 2011–2012; and 
(c) all other costs funded from this revenue in 2011–2012? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
The Western Australian Planning Commission has provided disclosure of property acquisitions, funded works 
and revenue expenditure in its Annual Report. 

(a)–(c) [See paper 483.]  

MIDLAND REDEVELOPMENT AREA  

882. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to page 558 of the 2012–2013 Budget Papers that show funding for capital works in the forward estimates 
for the Midland Redevelopment Area: 
(a) for the 2012–2013 year, can the Minister provide a breakdown of the $11.397 million budgeted for this 

year, and if that expenditure has been undertaken; 
(b) for the 2013–2014 year, can the Minister provide a breakdown of the $9.818 million budgeted for 2013-

14; and 
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(c) for the 2015–2016 year, can the Minister provide a breakdown for the $17.795 million budgeted? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(c)  The 2013-14 State budget will be released on 8 August 2013 with up to date figures over the forward 

estimates. 

PLANNING — LOTS APPROVAL  

883. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to page 548 of the 2012–2013 Budget Papers that show the estimated actual number of lots given 
preliminary and final approval was estimated to be 39,366 in 2011–2012 and ask: 

(a) what was the actual amount for 2011–2012; and 

(b) how does the Minister explain the significant variance between the actual and the budgeted amount 
of 47,000? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)  36,133 

(b)  Optimistic targets were set for 2011-12 due to predictions that the market would respond to improving 
economic conditions by increasing lot production. The table below depicts that the decrease in the 
number of lots given preliminary and final approval can be correlated with the decrease in the number 
of lots in applications lodged with the WAPC. 

 

 
Number of Lots In 
Applications Lodged 

Number of Lots Given 
Preliminary and Final Approval 

2010-11 29,965 38,041 
2011-12 27,752 36,133 

 WA PLANNING COMMISSION — PROPERTIES ACQUIRED  

884. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to Question on Notice No. 197, answered in June 2013, and ask, for each property acquired in 2011–2012 
by the Western Australian Planning Commission, for what specific road or other government project was the 
land acquired? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
[See paper 484.] 

 WA PLANNING COMMISSION — PROPERTIES ACQUIRED  

885. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to properties acquired in 2012–2013 by the Western Australian Planning Commission, and ask: 

(a) what is the location of each property; 

(b) what is the size of each property; 

(c) what was the purchase price of each property; 

(d) what was the valuation of each property at the time of acquisition; and 

(e) for what specific road or project was the land acquired? 

Mr J.H.D. Day replied: 
(a)–(e)  [See paper 485.] 

SHACKS — WEDGE AND GREY ISLANDS 

894. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to the shacks at Wedge Island and Grey, and ask the Minister to please provide a breakdown of costs 
related to: 

(a) administrating: 

(i) leases; and 
(ii) planning; 

(b) servicing: 
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(i) waste removal; 
(ii) roads; 
(iii) utilities; and 
(iv) deserted shack demolition/removal; 

(c) inspecting: 

(i) safety regulations; 
(ii) environmental; 
(iii) health requirements; and 
(iv) lease compliance; and 

(d) managing: 

(i) emergency services; 
(ii) fire; 
(iii) health services; and 
(iv) ranger? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
The following breakdown of costs for the shacks at Wedge and Grey are for the 2012/13 financial year, at 
31 May 2013: 

(a)  administrating: 
(i)  $114 770 
(ii)  $32 570 

(b)  servicing: 
(i)   $100 714 
(ii)–(iv) Nil. 

(c)–(d)  $290 281 costs for inspecting and managing the shack sites. 

SWAN RIVER TRUST  

895. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister for Environment: 

I refer to the Swan River Trust (the Trust) and property acquisitions and disposals detailed in its Annual 
Report 2011-2012, and ask: 

(a) how much freehold land does the Trust own; 

(b) what is the location, size and value of this freehold land; 

(c) how many residential houses or other residential accommodation does the Trust own; 

(d) how many residential houses or other residential accommodation does the Trust lease; 

(e) how many non-residential properties does the Trust lease; 

(f) how many non-residential properties does the Trust lease; 

(g) what is the location, size and cost for both owned and leased residential and non-residential properties; 

(h) how many employees performing the functions of the Trust receive housing assistance (for example, 
housing allowance payments or rental assistance) and where are these employees based; 

(i) in relation to office accommodation, how many offices does the Trust own or lease, and where is this 
office accommodation located; and 

(j) what is the location, size and cost for both owned and leased office accommodation? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 

(a)–(h)  Nil.   

(i)  Two. 

(j)  Offices are being leased by the Trust.  
Level 1, 20 Terrace Road, East Perth — 944 sqm — $56k/month (GST inclusive). 
7 Ellam St, Victoria Park — 96sqm — free of charge.  
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SWAN RIVER TRUST  

896. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister for Environment: 
(1) What is the number of employees performing the functions of the Swan River Trust employed by the 

Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC)? 

(2) For each of the employees at (1), what is their: 

(a) classification level (including job description and salary ranges); 
(b) full-time/part-time status; 
(c) gender; and 

(d) location? 

(3) What is the employment type based on gender of these employees; for example, but not limited to: 

(a) permanent; 

(b) fixed-term; 

(c) part-time; and 

(d) casual? 

(4) How many of these employees identify as Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander and where are these 
employees based? 

(5) How many of these employees work in administrative positions? 

(6) What is the actual total remuneration for senior officers employed in these positions? 

(7) What is the actual total remuneration of other (non-senior officer) staff employed in these positions? 

(8) Does the Swan River Trust have any employees who are not employed by DEC, and if so, please 
provide all information requested in (2) to (7) for these employees? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(1)  Number of Employees (Full Time Equivalent — FTE) — 56. 
(2) (a)–(c)  [See paper 497.] 

(d)  Metropolitan Full Time Equivalent (FTE) — 56. 
(3) (a)–(c)  [See paper 497.] 

(d)  Nil.  
(4)  Metropolitan — 1.  
(5)  7 
(6)  $153 091 
(7)  $4 833 769 
(8)  Nil.  

GUILDFORD HOTEL  

903. Mrs M.H. Roberts to the Minister for Heritage: 
I refer to the heritage-listed Guilford Hotel, and I ask: 

(a) on what dates and at what times has the Minister had any meetings concerning the Heritage listed 
Guildford Hotel; 

(b) who was in attendance at any such meetings; 

(c) where was each meeting held; 

(d) has the Minister done a site inspection of the Guildford Hotel and, if so, on what date and who was in 
attendance; 

(e) has the Minister been advised of the outcome of the expression of interest process with respect of future 
tenants of the hotel; 

(f) what has the Minister been advised with regards to (e); 

(g) is the Minister aware of whether an anchor tenant been identified, and if so, on what date did he become 
aware; 
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(h) is the Minister able to identify the proposed tenant referred to at (g); 

(i) since being employed in the Minister’s office, has Ms Tamatha Smith been involved in any meetings 
with respect to the Guildford Hotel; 

(j) on what dates, times and with whom have any such meetings at (i) occurred; 

(k) on what dates has there been phone communication between Ms Tamatha Smith and the State Heritage 
Office concerning the Guildford Hotel; 

(l) on what dates and times has there been email communication between Ms Tamatha Smith and the State 
Heritage Office concerning the Guildford Hotel, and will the Minister table any such emails, and if not, 
why not; 

(m) on what date did Ms Tamatha Smith advise the Minister of her previous media work for the owners of 
the Guildford Hotel; 

(n) was the Public Sector Commissioner, the Premier, or anyone in authority at Department of Premier and 
Cabinet, advised of the previous work that Ms Smith had done for the owners, and if so, who was 
advised and on what date; 

(o) is there any written or other record of any such advice, and if so, is the Minister prepared to table it; and 

(p) has the Minister assured himself that the Guildford Hotel will not further deteriorate over the winter 
months, and if so, how has he done this? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)–(c)  15 May 2013 at 10.30am 

Attendees: Mr Graeme Gammie, Executive Director, State Heritage Office; Mr Luke Martino, Owner, 
Guildford Hotel; Mr Jeff Braddock, Developer; Ms Tamatha Smith, Chief of Staff, Office of the 
Minister for Heritage; Mr Mike Betham, Policy Adviser for Heritage, Office of the Minister for 
Heritage 

Venue: Parliament House  

24 June 2013 at 3.30pm 

Attendees: Hon Alyssa Hayden MLC, Member for East Metropolitan Region; Ms Lynnie Butler, Office 
of the Hon Alyssa Hayden MLC; Mr Ben Allen, Save the Guildford Hotel Community Group; Mr 
David Ravine, Save the Guildford Hotel Community Group; Mr Mike Betham, Policy Adviser for 
Heritage, Office of the Minister for Heritage 

Venue: Ministerial Office.  

(d)  28 March 2013 at 12.00pm 

Attendees: Hon Albert Jacob MLA, Minister for Heritage; Ms Tamatha Smith, Chief of Staff, Office of 
the Minister for Heritage; Mr Jason Foster, Principal Policy Adviser, Office of the Minister for 
Heritage. 

Venue: Guildford Hotel. 

(e)   Preliminary advice has been provided that the EOI had received a positive response with a number of 
interested parties. No outcome is known as yet. 

(f)   I was advised by the owner in May that he was in discussion with two or more parties that had 
expressed interest in becoming a tenant, and that no decision had yet been made. 

(g)   No, I have not been given that information. 
(h)  No. 
(i)–(j)  See (a)–(c) above.  
(k)   Not applicable. 

(l)   18 April, one email from the State Heritage Office to provide an update from the owners for the 
Minister on progress of the EOI process. No, the email contains commercial information about the EOI 
that could prejudice negotiations. 

(m)   22 March 2013. 

(n)   Yes, subsequent to QWN 301 and QWN 302, my Chief of Staff sought advice from Kathryn James, 
Acting Director, Office of the Director General, Department of Premier and Cabinet. 

(o)   Yes, [See paper 498.]  
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(p)  I have not been made aware of any matters being raised by the City of Swan in relation to the regular 
engineer’s reports it receives from the owners on the condition of the building pursuant to an order 
issued by the City in December 2009 under the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) 
Act 1960. 

 MINISTERIAL OFFICES — STAFF 

906. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister for Environment: 

(1) For all staff members working in his Ministerial office, as of 25 June 2013, including those on 
secondment, placement or attachment to the office, will the Minister provide: 

(a) their names; 

(b) when their employment commenced; 

(c) their job titles; 

(d) their salary levels; and 

(e) their terms of employment? 

(2) As of 25 June 2013, in relation to his Ministerial office, will the Minister advise: 

(a) the total numbers of cars assigned; 

(b) who those cars are assigned to; 

(c) the make and model of the cars; 

(d) which cars are home garaged; 

(e) who is assigned a Government issued credit card; 

(f) what is the limit of that card; 

(g) how many mobile phones are assigned to your office; 

(h) who is allocated a mobile phone; and 

(i) what is the make and model of the mobile phone? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 

(1)–(2)  As part of accountable governance, I refer the Member to the Staff Resourcing Report which is tabled 
quarterly. 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION — STAFF  

908. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to the Department of Environment and Conservation’s staff profile in their Annual Report 2011–2012, and 
ask: 

(a) for the 1,924 full-time equivalent staff listed what is the actual number of employees by: 

(i) classification level (including job description and salary ranges); 

(ii) full-time/part-time status; 

(iii) gender; and 

(iv) location; 

(b) how many employees identify as Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander and where are these employees 
based; 

(c) how many employees work in administrative positions in: 

(i) the metropolitan area; and 

(ii) regional areas; 

(d) what is the actual total remuneration for senior officers; and 

(e) what is the actual total remuneration of other (non-senior officer) staff? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 

(a)–(e)  [See paper 499.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION — PROPERTIES OWNED 

909. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to the Department of Environment and Conservation’s Annual Report 2011–2012 in relation to property, 
plant and equipment, and ask: 

(a) how many residential houses or other residential properties does the department own; 

(b) how many residential houses or other residential accommodation does the department lease; 

(c) what is the location, size and cost for both owned and leased residential properties; 

(d) how many employees receive housing assistance, (for example, housing allowance payments or rental 
assistance) and where are these employees based; 

(e) in relation to office accommodation, how many offices does the department own or lease, and where is 
this office accommodation located; and 

(f) what is the location, size and cost for both owned and leased office accommodation? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
(a)  51 

(b)  193 

(c)  Table 1 [See paper 500.], shows location, size and cost. The ‘Annual Cost’ column records base annual 
rental payments for houses leased from GROH and private owners. 

(d)  215 employees based in the following locations receive housing assistance of either rental subsidy (203) 
or home loan interest subsidy scheme payments (12) [See paper 500.] 

(e)  The Department of Environment and Conservation owns or leases 82 properties, as shown in Table 2 
[See paper 500.] 

(f)  Table 2 shows location, size and cost. The “Annual Cost” column records base annual rental payments 
for leased offices excluding variable outgoings. 

 GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — REVIEWS, INQUIRIES AND COMMITTEES 

910. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Minister for Environment: 
(1) In relation to all agencies and departments, including the Ministerial office, that fall under the 

Minister’s responsibility, will the Minister provide information on the following, since 
23 September 2008: 

(a) how many reviews have been established; 

(b) how many inquiries have been established; 

(c) how many committees have been established; and 

(d) how many taskforces have been established? 

(2) For each review, inquiry, committee and taskforce in (1): 

(a) what was the start date and also the expected completion date; 

(b) who is or was the chair; 

(c) what is the estimated budget; and 

(d) where can members of the public view the findings and recommendations? 

Mr A.P. Jacob replied: 
Department of Environment and Conservation 

(1) (a)  Six. 

(b)  Nil. 

(c)  Fourteen.  

(d)  Five. 

(2) (a)–(d)  [See paper 501.]  

Office of the Environmental Protection Authority 

(1) (a)–(d)  Nil.  
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(2) (a)–(d)  Not applicable.  

Swan River Trust  

(1) (a)  One. 

(b)–(d)  Nil. 

(2) (a)–(d)  [See paper 501.]  

Office of the Appeals Convenor  

(1) (a)–(b) Nil. 

(c) Six. 

(d) Nil. 

(2) (a)–(d) [See paper 501.]  

Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority 

(1) (a) Three. 

(b)–(d) Nil. 

(2) (a)–(d) [See paper 501.]  

Perth Zoo  

(1) (a)–(d) Nil.  

(2) (a)–(d) Not applicable.  

State Heritage Office 

(1) (a)–(d) Nil.  

(2) (a)–(d) Not applicable.  

__________ 
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