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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
Ordinary 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [9.51 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Law Reform (Miscellaneous Provisions (Asbestos Diseases)) Bill 2001 - Adjournment Debate 
HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [9.52 pm]:  I thank the House for the opportunity to raise this 
matter with the Leader of the House.  In so doing I assure you, Mr President, that I am aware of Standing Order 
No 91, which relates to the allusion to other proceedings in this place.  You will find that my reference to 
impending proceedings is in the context only of a request that I make on behalf of an anonymous constituent. 

There is on the Notice Paper the Law Reform (Miscellaneous Provisions (Asbestos Diseases)) Bill 2001, which 
was second read on 18 December 2001 by the responsible minister.  The Bill lies with other business on the 
Notice Paper of the House.  The matter dealt with in that brief Bill relates to the capacity for claims to be made 
in respect of people who may have died as a result of a latent injury attributable to the inhalation of asbestos, and 
it permits certain proceedings to continue to the benefit of the deceased’s family and estate although death may 
have occurred.  Consideration of that Bill is properly a matter for the second reading debate.  However, the 
content of the Bill is anticipated keenly by a number of members of our community who are in difficult 
circumstances, including the constituent whom I will not name.  The fact is that a number of gravely ill people 
have families who are under considerable strain and stress and desperately waiting for the outcome of this 
legislation.  It arrived from the Assembly, having initially received the support of the Government as a private 
member’s Bill sponsored by the member for Pilbara.  The Bill is not officially a government Bill, although the 
Government has acceded to it with amendments.  It must take its place among a large number of other Bills in 
the light of government priorities.  We all respect the prerogative of the Leader of the House to set the agenda for 
business.  With that in mind I ask the Leader of the House when this Bill, which no doubt could be dealt with 
quickly, will be introduced into this place.  On behalf of constituents who I am sure exist in every region 
represented in this Chamber I ask that the Bill be introduced with some dispatch so that this matter can achieve 
some certainty in the minds of those on whom it weighs very heavily. 

Lily Creek Pty Ltd - Adjournment Debate 
HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [9.56 pm]:  On 18 December last year I drew to the attention of 
the House a most unfair situation that confronts one of my constituents in the Kununurra area, who runs 
Kununurra Hospitality Pty Ltd, known as Lily Creek Pty Ltd.  After months of deliberation and negotiations, 
Lily Creek has not been granted a liquor licence for its hotel-restaurant development.  My constituent has not 
been granted a liquor licence because the Department of Health believes that, if licensed, the premise would have 
the potential to cause alcohol-related harm in the community.  Sadly, this issue has not been resolved despite a 
further appeal to the Supreme Court to grant a liquor licence.  As a result, my constituent is unable to complete 
the final stage of the complex.  He is consequently saddled with a white elephant, which has cost millions of 
dollars to construct.  No-one in authority has been willing to discuss a solution or reach a compromise in this 
debacle.  

I will outline to the House my constituent’s proposal to alleviate the potential for any alcohol-related harm to 
occur in the community.  The approved manager-part owner of this complex is working with an officer of the 
Department of Health stationed at Wyndham’s Aboriginal alcohol and drug unit to promote DrinkSafe.  
Messages are aimed at Aboriginal people who cannot read or who have limited literary skills.  The promotion 
illustrates in picture format how many drinks males and females can drink each day and remain within a safe 
health limit.  

The gentleman to whom I referred has also received a commendation from the Western Australia Police Service 
in recognition of his work to promote in the community of Wyndham harm minimisation from alcohol.  The 
owners of the uncompleted Lily Creek complex are also producing video recordings of personal stories of 
prominent, respected members of the Aboriginal community about the effect of excess alcohol on their health, 
family units and general self-esteem.  The proposed Lily Creek international complex island resort intends to 
recruit staff from island resorts in northern Queensland who are highly trained in responsible alcohol service.  As 
these employees will have no attachment to members of the community, it will therefore remove any peer group 
pressure to allow an extra couple of drinks to the detriment of a patron.   

Crowd controllers will be employed from a reputable licensed agent in Perth, which has experienced all manner 
of alcohol-affected behaviour and knows how to deal with a situation in a non-aggressive manner.  Both staff 
and crowd controllers will work on a short-term contract basis, thus ensuring that familiarity with regular patrons 
will not lead to irresponsibility in the sale of alcohol.  
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Most importantly, the Shire of Wyndham-East Kimberley is extremely supportive of the completion of this 
complex for the enhancement of the tourist industry within the area, and believes that it is of such a high 
standard that it will attract only a certain section of the community.  The dress code will be strict.  Clean, tidy 
attire and footwear will be required.  A courtesy bus service will be offered during operating hours, and should 
the bus not be operational at the time that patrons wish to depart, cab charge arrangements have been organised 
with the three taxi operators in the area to address the issue of harm being caused to people in an alcohol-
affected state. 

The location of this facility was earmarked by the shire’s planning department back in 1995 when the original 
contract of sale was signed by the Department of Land Administration for the purposes of a hotel-restaurant 
development.  To stop the finalisation of this community-backed development at this stage is totally 
inappropriate and will be a travesty for future tourist development in this State.  The ministers involved with this 
case should show some accountability and sort out their bureaucrats so that the people of Kununurra can have 
some much-needed development take place that will enhance the overall ambience of the entire community. 

In view of what the owners of this complex are prepared to undertake to ensure that there will be no adverse 
effect once the business is in operation, the conditions being espoused by the people who oppose this liquor 
licence are an affront to the intelligence and integrity of the people of Kununurra.  During the tourist season, the 
caravan parks in Kununurra are overflowing, to the extent that it is very difficult to get a legal park.  The 
Government’s total bungling of this application will certainly not induce private development in the regional 
communities of our north.   

This whole affair constitutes a general lack of accountability and care by the ministers responsible in this 
Government, and further promotes the widely held view that the further a place is from the metropolitan area, the 
less attention is required.  This is a travesty of justice, and it is a problem that could be solved on a commonsense 
basis in half an hour.  I ask the Minister for Health and the Minister for the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne to 
take control of their departments and sort out this problem as soon as possible to the benefit of the people of 
Kununurra. 

Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Bill 2001 - Adjournment Debate 
HON BRUCE DONALDSON (Agricultural) [10.03 pm]:  I do not normally like to speak in the adjournment 
debate because I know that people want to get home.  However, tonight I was pretty disappointed to see on 
television the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, Michelle Roberts.  I thought she was made of better 
stuff than that.  I refer to her criticism of the Opposition for holding up the DNA legislation.  I have said in this 
House before that I was very disappointed that the previous Liberal Government did not pursue that matter with 
greater expediency.  It introduced the legislation just prior to the prorogation of Parliament.  I had lobbied the 
then Premier, Richard Court, and the then Minister for Police, Kevin Prince, pretty strongly for the previous 12 
months.  I was pretty disappointed with them, and we had some robust debates about the reasons for the delay.   

I was really disappointed with the minister tonight.  I have known Mrs Roberts for a long time.  She was in local 
government etc.  She should be told that the legislation was introduced into this House on 5 December last year.  
The debate was adjourned.  As we all know, at least a week must expire before it can be debated in this House.  
It was not on the priority list of legislation.  The Leader of the House should remember that in one management 
meeting I asked him to scrap the electoral reform and gay and lesbian legislation in order to debate the DNA 
legislation. 

Hon Kim Chance:  It was a generous offer and I thought it over. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I know.  I was surprised when the House resumed on 19 February not to find it on 
the Notice Paper.   

It did not do her standing or credibility any good.  I think she has a great deal of credibility in the wider 
community and in the Parliament.  I do not know who advised her to talk about this to a group of police officers 
at Cannington today.  I hope that she does not continue down this path.  She has been doing the right thing.  It 
should be explained to her that, due to the machinations of this House, it is not on the Notice Paper as a matter of 
priority.  The Government sees electoral reform and the gay and lesbian legislation as a priority for this House.  I 
would have been happy to come back on 12 February to discuss the DNA legislation.  I ask the Leader of the 
House to pass on my message.  The Minister for Police should get her facts straight otherwise she will end up 
with egg on her face. 

Speed Limit Changes - Adjournment Debate 

HON BARRY HOUSE (South West) [10.06 pm]:  I want to highlight a disturbing trend in which speed limits 
on roads change overnight without any apparent reason, justification, explanation or notice.  We saw this last 
year in the metropolitan area when the speed limit was reduced from 60 kilometres an hour to 50 kilometres an 
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hour almost overnight.  I am not aware of any legislation that was enacted or wide-scale community debate 
before that happened.  It happened overnight. 

I am very familiar with the major southern access road into Perth.  It has happened there.  Ennis Avenue is the 
major road leading into Mandurah.  Overnight, the speed limit has been reduced from 110 kilometres an hour to 
100 kilometres an hour.  It is a dual-lane divided highway; it is an excellent road.  It is an extension of the 
freeway to Mandurah.  I find it hard to understand the justification for the reduction in the speed limit.  Like me, 
many people use an alternative route when travelling from the south and do not follow Ennis Avenue all the way 
to the freeway.  I use the Old Mandurah Road.  It has recently had roadworks done.  It has been resurfaced and it 
is now a safe, major road.  It was formerly the major arterial road.  Overnight, the speed limit has been changed 
from 110 kilometres an hour to 80 kilometres an hour.  No notice was given.  The same applies on Sixty Eight 
Road.  The speed limit has been changed from 110 kilometres an hour to 80 kilometres an hour.  Sixty Eight 
Road is a major connecting road running east-west between Old Mandurah Road and Baldivis Road.  Many 
people traversing Mandurah, the south west and the metropolitan area use that road to get to the freeway and 
have done so for many years.  Baldivis Road, which is the extension of that route, has had its speed limit 
changed unilaterally from 110 kilometres an hour to 80 kilometres an hour.  That is a major reduction in its 
speed limit.  I am not aware of any educational campaign prior to this happening overnight.  Baldivis Road has 
recently had work to straighten, widen and resurface it.  It is now an outstanding piece of road. 

I have mentioned the Dawesville deviation south of Mandurah before.  It suffers an absurd situation.  This is a 
beautiful piece of new, dual-lane highway with controlled access.  It is one of the best pieces of road in this 
State. 

Hon Norman Moore:  In the world. 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  Yes.  The speed limit is 90 kilometres an hour.  That road justifies a speed limit of 
110 kilometres an hour.  The absurdity is that at the southern end the road narrows into two lanes and the speed 
limit is 110 kilometres an hour.  There is neither logic, rhyme nor reason for those speed limits. 

Combined with what has happened between Mandurah and Perth, I am disturbed by the trend that these things 
happened overnight.  The speed limits negate many of the advantages that people derive from moving between 
Mandurah, Pinjarra and the south west in general and the metropolitan area following the freeway extension, 
which can effectively be used to travel from Joondalup to Mandurah without a traffic light.  It is important for 
people to access the metropolitan area quickly, safely and efficiently.  It is important for individuals and it is 
important for industry in the south west.  That journey, with the stroke of a pen, has been increased by 
approximately 10 minutes.  That might not sound much, but a whole train route has been changed on the basis of 
saving commuters 12 minutes travelling time from Mandurah to Perth.  I am told that will cost the State an extra 
$300 million, and I will be surprised if it is only $300 million.  A couple of minutes are important to people.   

It is disturbing that these speed limits have been implemented unilaterally, just with the stroke of a pen, by 
someone in the bureaucracy.  I can only assume this has come from some of the road Nazis in Main Roads who 
have decided that these speed limits are the way to go.  I have not seen any justification for the lower speed 
limits in the form of accident figures or the like.  The community has not been consulted or educated.  You 
would be familiar, Mr President, with this section of road to which I am referring.  Where has this decision come 
from?  I would like an explanation in the Parliament.  I am directing this question to Hon Graham Giffard, the 
parliamentary secretary representing the minister in charge of this area.  I want him to provide some explanation 
and justification for those unilateral changes that have appeared overnight.  The first thing the community knew 
is that a sign went up on the road.  It is not good enough.  I am asking for some evidence to justify these changes 
and I want to hear a full explanation from the Government through its elected spokesperson in this place. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.14 pm]:  In response to the issues that have been 
raised, I will raise with the minister with some glee the change in the speed limits in the area between south of 
the freeway and Mandurah.  I have always wanted to know the answer to that question myself, as a veteran 
mostly of Great Eastern Highway. 

Hon Barry House:  It has happened elsewhere as well.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes, it has.  It has been a source of continual frustration to me.  One stretch of road in 
particular - a very large corner - had been quite a difficult spot, and had been the scene of a number of accidents.  
I am sure Hon Bruce Donaldson would be familiar with that sweeping right-hand bend, travelling towards Perth, 
after the Chittering turn-off.  It used to have a speed limit of 110 kilometres an hour.  It was quite narrow, and in 
some vehicles it would be quite a challenging corner at that speed.  Main Roads, after a couple of attempts, 
finally got it right, and rebuilt this corner, with no regard for cost.  It was done well, and it is now a magnificent 
piece of road.  The speed limit was then lowered to 80 kilometres an hour, after Main Roads had spent perhaps 
$2 million or $3 million upgrading this piece of road.  I know what the member is talking about.  
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Another problem with Great Eastern Highway is the stretch between Greenmount and Northam, where the speed 
limits continually change by 10 kilometres an hour - 70, 90, 80, 60, 90, 70, 60, 80.  It really is confusing, and is 
totally unnecessary, particularly since a large amount of money has been spent on that part of the road, which is 
now, with one small exception, of consistent quality and capable of being driven on at a constant speed.  I would 
be interested to know what the answer is.   

DNA Legislation - Adjournment Debate 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  Hon Bruce Donaldson raised a more political issue, which I will draw to the attention of 
the Minister for Police.  It is something that Oppositions often get blamed for, I suspect because the ministers in 
the other place feel they cannot blame me publicly, so they must line up the Opposition.   

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  The Minister for Police has reasonable credibility and she will see that justice is done.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I will draw those comment to her attention, and she can perhaps speak to Hon Bruce 
Donaldson.  

Hon Norman Moore:  Will she repeat what she said on the Channel 2 news?  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Perhaps she can speak to Hon Norman Moore personally, and he may be able to convince 
her to change her views.  

Law Reform (Miscellaneous Provisions (Asbestos Diseases)) Bill 2001 - Adjournment Debate 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  In relation to the issue raised by Hon Simon O’Brien about the Government’s priority for 
the asbestos diseases legislation sponsored by Larry Graham, MLA, I can advise that the Cabinet Standing 
Committee on Legislation meets tomorrow morning and will consider the priority of that Bill alongside other 
pieces of legislation.  I will then be in a better position to advise Hon Simon O’Brien during the day as to where 
that Bill will sit in the legislation schedule.  At the moment it has quite high priority.  I am a member of the 
legislation standing committee.  I will be taking a list in, and I can assure the member that that Bill sits on my list 
in a sufficiently high position to be negotiated through the House in the autumn session.  I do not want to raise 
expectations unnecessarily, but, depending on the progress of other Bills, its priority is sufficient to get it through 
in the autumn session.  

Hon Norman Moore:  If it is of any help to the Government, the Opposition will deal with the Bill as 
expeditiously as was done in the other House.  It is not satisfactory that your spokesperson says that the progress 
of the Bill is subject to the Opposition.  The Government sets the agenda, not the Opposition.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  If that has been said -  

Hon Norman Moore:  It was in the newspaper.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I did not see it, but I certainly welcome the undertaking of the Opposition in that matter.  I 
had expected that that would be the case, but I am very grateful that the Leader of the Opposition has given that 
indication.  That is also something I will tell the cabinet standing committee tomorrow morning.  I am as hopeful 
as Hon Simon O’Brien that this matter can be concluded as quickly as possible.  I certainly understand the 
reasons for its urgency.  

Question put and passed.  

House adjourned at 10.19 pm 
__________ 

 


