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SELECT COMMITTEE ON PERSONAL CHOICE AND COMMUNITY SAFETY 

Final Report — “Community Safety: For the Greater Good, but at What Cost?” — Tabling 

HON AARON STONEHOUSE (South Metropolitan) [2.19 pm]: I am directed to present for tabling the final 
report of the Select Committee on Personal Choice and Community Safety titled “Community Safety: For the 
Greater Good, but at What Cost?”. 

[See paper 3848.] 

Hon AARON STONEHOUSE: The report I have just tabled advises the house of the findings and recommendations 
of the Select Committee on Personal Choice and Community Safety. The committee was established on 
29 August 2018, with a 12-month reporting time frame. The house granted two extensions. The committee’s task 
was to investigate the impacts of measures that restrict personal choice for perceived community safety. It became 
clear to the committee that many Western Australians have strong views on this topic. 

With regard to mandatory bicycle helmet laws, these laws are polarising. Those concerned about the risk of head 
injuries to cyclists support the laws; others who hold the view that the laws discourage cycling are concerned about 
public fitness and advocate for increasing cycling rates by removing the obligation to wear a helmet. As a way 
forward, the committee recommends that the government undertake a cost–benefit analysis of the economic and 
social costs of the current laws and consider trialling a segmented approach to mandatory helmets. 

In respect of e-cigarettes, in Australia, with some exceptions, there is a general ban on e-cigarette products containing 
nicotine. Non-nicotine e-cigarette products are regulated differently. Western Australia is unique because the sale 
of e-cigarette devices, whether or not they contain nicotine, is banned, but non-nicotine e-liquids are not restricted. 
This creates inconsistency and confusion; consumers are able to obtain certain e-liquids legally but are unable to 
purchase the devices needed to vape that liquid. Elsewhere in Australia, non-nicotine e-cigarette devices and e-liquids 
can generally be sold legally, but they are regulated like conventional tobacco products. Research into the health 
risks and benefits continues. There is evidence to both support and refute the effectiveness of e-cigarettes as an aid 
to quit smoking. Vaping may also pose health risks to users and bystanders that may become apparent only in the 
long term. If vaping is to be promoted as a means of reducing smoker numbers, care must be taken to avoid exposing 
children and young people to a habit that may have long-lasting adverse health effects. The committee was divided 
on how e-cigarette products should be regulated. 
I turn now to vehicle modifications. Department of Transport decisions on vehicle modification applications are 
arbitrary and procedurally unfair. They are also not open to external scrutiny by a court or tribunal. The committee 
recommends that applicants be granted a right of review by the State Administrative Tribunal, and that various 
administrative changes be implemented. 
On the issue of water safety, the report outlines the current requirements for the carriage and wearing of lifejackets 
when recreational vessels are used. The committee notes that the Department of Transport is finalising its review 
into these requirements and recommends that no changes occur unless that review indicates they are needed. The 
report also discusses current pool fencing requirements. The committee notes the Ombudsman’s investigation into 
child drownings in 2017 and supports the position that parental supervision should be the first and most important 
way to prevent child drownings. 
The committee considered the current frameworks for the Parliament and government to assess how laws impact 
on individual rights and freedoms. The committee identifies ways in which regulatory frameworks and practice 
may be formulated to ensure that matters of personal choice and responsibility are adequately considered. This inquiry 
demonstrates that matters that limit personal choice are key issues of community concern. The committee believes 
that these concerns can be addressed by ensuring that government regulation is transparent, fair and adequately 
justified. I commend the report to the house. 
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