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HANSON RED HILL QUARRY 
Statement 

HON ALISON XAMON (East Metropolitan) [5.34 pm]: Before I begin, I echo the concerns raised by my 
colleague Hon Lynn MacLaren. I was also at Mirrabooka this morning, as it is in my electorate, and got to speak 
to people. Before I move on, I want to say how concerned I am if people are still being told that potentially their 
children will be removed from them because of the housing crisis. I raised this issue during estimates and was 
assured by the Minister for Child Protection that that would never be a practice that would be pursued by the 
Department for Child Protection. I certainly hope that that is the case and I think that somehow needs to be 
relayed to some child protection workers. 
I rise tonight because I want to raise yet again the issue of Hanson’s quarry in Red Hill. It is an issue I keep 
talking about over and again in this place. The reason I am talking about it tonight is that last month the Minister 
for Environment issued ministerial statement 912 for the expansion of the quarry from its current 81 hectares to 
118 hectares going west and north from the current pit. This has been a bit of an ongoing saga. We know that in 
2008, Hanson applied to extend the existing quarry footprint by 80 hectares, and a full public environmental 
review was carried out. Submissions opened on 23 June 2008 and closed on 18 August 2008. The proponent’s 
response to the concerns raised were finalised on 13 July 2010. On 31 January 2011, the Environmental 
Protection Authority determined that the proposed quarry expansion could not be made environmentally 
acceptable, and particularly noted the outstanding Aboriginal heritage in the area that would be destroyed as a 
result of the quarry. This determination was appealed by Hanson, and the Appeals Convenor determined that 
Hanson’s appeal could not be upheld. Yet on 16 December last year, the minister upheld Hanson’s appeal 
anyway and has spent the best part of this year working on conditions that will enable Hanson to expand the 
quarry. 
As I say, on 9 October this year the minister released ministerial statement 912, which approved the expansion of 
the quarry by 37 hectares. I am really disappointed, but not surprised, at the result that this quarry will be 
expanded. It appears that the only ray of hope is that at least some attempt has been made to protect some of the 
Aboriginal heritage in the area. I note in particular that there are some efforts to at least monitor what will 
happen around the owl stone, which is a magnificent sacred site that I have spoken about before in this place.  
However, to be clear, I am concerned that Hanson’s record on compliance with conditions is not the best. Some 
of the previous issues with the quarry at this site include ministerial conditions needing to be changed after they 
were found to be unenforceable, and they were found to be unenforceable only after complaints were made that 
the conditions were not being adhered to. Also, provisions regarding the visibility of the quarry were removed in 
2004. The expansion of the west pit, which is the current pit, from a 20-hectare quarry to a 40-hectare quarry 
happened without approval from the department. Approval was granted after the event through an application 
under section 45C of the Environmental Protection Act. The history of the planning approvals around this quarry 
could be described as murky at best, if I am being kind. I note that previous answers in Parliament from the 
Department of Planning indicate that, since 17 December 2009, Hanson has had approval to quarry only in a 5.4-
hectare extension area, not in the main pit. 
I think it beggars belief that a company with such a record has been given permission for such a large expansion. 
I am concerned that the current conditions will be no more enforceable than were the conditions in the original 
statement 199, which were simply superseded by statement 705 when it became apparent that nothing could or 
would be done about the visual impact of the quarry. I am concerned about monitoring and enforcement, as 
clearly the history demonstrates that it has been absolutely lacking from both planning and environmental 
regulators. My last advice regarding the investigation of the quarrying activities in the main part of the pit since 
the lapse of the licence in December 2009 was in June this year, and at that time the matter was still with the 
State Solicitor’s Office. It was suggested previously that it will take 100 years to fully develop the footprint that 
has been approved. However, I point out that the 1991 proposal suggested that the life of the approved quarry 
footprint, which was at that stage 40 hectares, would also be 100 years and that proved not to be the case. 
Instead, 81 hectares have been disturbed and quarried, and we have been told that even with a doubling of the 
original plan there were only enough resources to continue through until the end of 2009, yet somehow 
quarrying has been able to continue unabated. 
Now that Hanson has environmental approval to go ahead courtesy of the Minister for Environment, in the face 
of all the advice and evidence to the contrary, the process is now moving through the planning stage for the first 
part of the quarry expansion. In this case the quarry is seeking a 20-year planning approval and to expand west to 
join up with the decommissioned Pioneer One quarry. Originally Hanson’s Red Hill quarry was approved as a 
relocation from the Pioneer One quarry. Therefore, in effect, the joining of these two quarries means that this is 
not a relocation of the original quarry as much as it is an expansion of the original quarry. Despite the originally 
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explicitly forbidden visual impact of the current Red Hill quarry on the residents and the businesses in the Swan 
Valley, the initial consultation on this expanded licence is focusing only on the nearby residents in Red Hill. 
I really hope that the Western Australian Planning Commission consultation on this licence and expansion will 
consider all people who will be affected by this proposal. I continue to be concerned about the extent of 
quarrying in the Perth hills, particularly in areas that are now part of the metropolitan area but were not when 
these quarries were first established. I am very concerned that repeated examples of failure, and demonstrated 
failure, to abide by conditions or to gain the correct approvals seem to occur without any consequence 
whatsoever. The history of post-hoc approvals and failure to enforce the conditions on this quarry are making a 
mockery of the entire process. 
Swan Valley residents in particular have attempted to engage in good faith throughout all of this process and 
they are being constantly let down. They are trying to do the right thing but they are having their concerns 
basically ignored. It is a real mistake that this quarry has been allowed to expand further. I know that the local 
residents are feeling really let down about this. I have had so much contact from them over the last few years 
about this matter. I have said in this place previously that I was first contacted about this matter before I even 
took my seat in this place. The residents in the Swan Valley in particular feel let down. They have commented to 
me that it was such a farce to have to go through this expensive process of consultation and to have to give 
feedback on the future of the Swan Valley only to find that such a highly problematic and very much not wanted 
quarry expansion is going to go ahead. They are really feeling that they have had absolutely enough of this. It 
has been an absolute shemozzle from beginning to end. Of course we still have further to go in the process, but it 
is extremely disappointing all round and it was a very poor decision to allow the expansion to proceed.  
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