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WITTENOOM CLOSURE BILL 2019 

Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.54 pm]: I have handed 80 per cent 
of my notes to Hansard, but, fortunately, I kept a few just so I could keep the ball rolling. A lot of people want to 
speak on this bill, so in the remaining six minutes before private members’ business I will go through some aspects 
of the bill. As I was saying before I was cut off by question time, the bill is quite well set out in three parts. The 
first part sets out the reasons for the bill, which is to basically purchase all freehold title remaining in the town of 
Wittenoom. The main part of the bill and how it will operate is contained in part 2. Clause 6 of part 2 explains that 
the land at Wittenoom will be resumed through compulsory acquisition, using the Land Administration Act, which 
uses the powers of the Public Works Act. Main Roads also uses those powers when it resumes land for the widening 
of roads or putting new roads through pastoral land. 

It is interesting that the former member for Eyre was in the gallery at question time, because the largest parcel of 
land I ever resumed from a property owner was a parcel on his father’s land. Just west of Esperance, there was 
a windy road near Dalyup that people accessed to get to the Dalyup River. A lot of accidents had occurred on that 
road, member for Roe. I had just been transferred to Kalgoorlie when I saw a newly completed plan to carry out 
work to widen that road. I suggested that instead of just widening the road, we could take out a bend. They said 
that was a good idea, so we took out three bends on that road and left only one. To take out one bend and join up 
the two straight parts of the road, we had to cut out a part of land that went all the way through Mr Jacobs’ property 
at Dalyup. It was quite a large parcel of land, because we were taking a full 20-metre wide corridor through his 
property. It was not prime pasture; in fact, it was more bushland, member for Roe. The interesting thing is that 
when I was transferred back to Perth, I got a job with the Commissioner of Main Roads, on the top floor, near 
the golden doors. One day, a gentleman came running up from the ground floor. It was Mr Jacobs. He wanted to 
see me. He had not been paid for his land! But the interesting thing is that when I inquired about it, we found that 
the land had not been his; it was actually crown land. He thought it was his, so it was a bit awkward. It took me 
three visitations, probably a beer at each one, and I had to go through his new innovative sheep pen and have it 
explained to me how good it was, before I could get him to sign on the dotted line to resume that bit of land. 
Mr Jacobs had a reputation. When he had his house renovated, every single plasterer in Esperance had been out 
there, because his eye for quality meant that it had to be done exceptionally well. No-one in Esperance at the time 
could meet his expectations. Apparently, he was a mechanical engineer, and I was quite proud to get him to sign 
on the dotted line. But I was a bit worried when he came into my office. 

Mr P.J. Rundle: So he lost his land and he didn’t get paid for it. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: That is absolutely right, member. 

Part 2 of the bill refers to the activation of the Land Administration Act if the compulsory acquisition of land is 
for a public work. 

Clause 6(2) makes it quite clear that it does not have any effect on native title rights and interests. No-one would 
want to mine at the town site, but the minister might mention, in his reply to the second reading debate, any other 
rights that are taken away. My understanding is that there are none. If someone wanted to do some mining 
exploration, it probably would not get past the Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety. However, if 
they wanted to, could they do so? 

I move to clause 7, under part 2. This explains that there does not need to be a notice of intent to take, which is the 
normal process that would be followed. If the land of a freehold title property owner is resumed, they have to be 
given a notice of intent under various sections of the Land Administration Act. Clause 7 basically mentions the 
application of part 9 of the Land Administration Act. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


	WITTENOOM CLOSURE BILL 2019
	Second Reading


