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TERRORISM (EXTRAORDINARY POWERS) AMENDMENT BILL 2015 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan) [5.06 pm]: As I said before question time, this bill 
incorporates changes that reflect shifts in the use of technology and communication methods and operations by 
those committing, or suspected of committing, terrorism and related serious offences. This bill is also about 
saving the act from expiring. I was struck by the seemingly ordinary way in which we are dealing with these 
serious matters when this bill and issues that surround it are anything but ordinary. I am certain that the type of 
acts that this bill gives police the power to investigate have become, not ordinary, but more commonplace. 
Similarly, the violence perpetrated by so-called radicalised extremists has increased, and it seems that the 
number of people willing to pursue acts of terrorism has also increased; thus, we have the need for this bill. 
The events in France last week and other events around the world require us to focus on this bill and the powers 
we are granting police to pursue investigations in relation to terrorism. The investigation of acts of violence and 
terrorism that this bill seeks to address does not occur in a vacuum. We need to remember that the bill’s 
responses to changes to technology have evolved over time and in particular contexts, and we are required to act 
on that as well. 
This bill needs not to be treated in isolation. We need to be asking the questions: How are people, particularly 
young people and in particular young Australians, able to become radicalised in our seemingly open community? 
How are they able to participate in acts of terror when we seemingly do not have the environment in Australia 
that would necessarily give life to that? But of course we do. We know that radicalisation has its roots in 
marginalisation, in isolation and in being removed from the ordinary facts of everyday life. We should not be 
treating in isolation terrorism, acts of terrorism and the steps towards radicalism that young people in particular 
take; we need to be addressing not only the investigative and judicial powers but also the issue of radicalisation. 
New South Wales has in place a couple of projects that encourage young people to move away from 
radicalisation. In fact, they are specifically targeted at diverting young people from radicalisation. The last time 
I looked, there were about 10 Living Safe Together projects in New South Wales, particularly in the Sydney 
metropolitan region. We should be looking at evaluations of those projects and the success of those projects. We 
should also be examining other ways in which young people become radicalised. To do one thing—to look at the 
extraordinary powers of the state—is important, but it cannot be done in isolation. We also need to be looking at 
the role of the media in how it reports acts of radicalisation, extremism, terrorism and violence, and the way in 
which that helps to perpetuate radicalisation in some ways. We need to be looking at the ways in which general 
members of the community respond to acts of radicalisation and terrorism as well, and to be providing 
information and support to them about why acts of terrorism and extremism occur, how they can occur and how 
certain attitudes can perpetuate them. 
This bill forced me to think about the extent of terrorism, because I was thinking about what was required on the 
part of the state of Western Australia to respond to terrorism. It occurred to me just off the top of my head that 
there have been a significant number of acts of terrorism and other forms of extremism right across the world. Of 
course, we have witnessed it in Australia, albeit in isolation from broader groups, so I made a note for myself in 
order to recognise that people are suffering right around the world, particularly in France and Lebanon, as we 
acknowledged at the beginning of this week. We also need to acknowledge that it occurs in Nigeria, the 
Philippines, Tunisia, Mali, Pakistan, Yemen, Saudi Arabia, Afghanistan, Iraq, Ukraine, Libya, Denmark, Japan, 
Egypt, South Korea, India, the West Bank, Turkey, Thailand, Somalia, Kenya, Israel, Bangladesh, Indonesia, 
Syria, Germany, Bosnia–Herzegovina and, of course, Australia. That is very sobering and I think it does cause us 
to focus on the need and purpose of this bill, but I also encourage this government and governments of all 
persuasion to consider addressing ways in which young people become radicalised and to deal with that at the 
pointy end. 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [5.15 pm]: I seek to make a few comments on the 
Terrorism (Extraordinary Powers) Amendment Bill 2015. I was one of the members in this place when the 
original Terrorism (Extraordinary Powers) Act 2005 was put through Parliament. One of the key issues with the 
Terrorism (Extraordinary Powers) Amendment Bill 2015, which was outlined in the minister’s second reading 
speech, is the need to extend the sunset clause in the original act that is due to expire at the end of this year. 
I took the opportunity to revisit some of the speeches made at the time the original bill passed through 
Parliament. Many members who made speeches on behalf of the then opposition are still members of this place 
today. In fact you, Mr President, might recall your speech, which was a very moving speech in terms of some 
very unfortunate circumstances. I note that you mentioned you are not one to show much emotion, and you 
certainly do not do that in the Chair, but I understand why that speech would have caused a significant degree of 
emotion. I found speeches by Hon Peter Collier who was the lead speaker, Hon Simon O’Brien and 
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Hon George Cash. Almost to a tee in this chamber and in the other place at the time, many of the speakers made 
reference to the fact that although they supported the bill, they were surprised at how long it had taken for the 
government to bring in the legislation. History repeats itself because here we are at five minutes to midnight on 
the expiry of the act and we are dealing with this amendment bill.  
Hon Michael Mischin: It is a month away. It is not five minutes to midnight at all. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: I found it interesting that we are dealing with this bill at this late stage in the 
parliamentary year when the act is due to expire. History also repeats itself in terms of some amendments to be 
made, as well as extending the sunset clause, which we all agree upon. The issues that cause those amendments 
to be required are not new and again one could ask: why are we now dealing with these amendments at this 
stage? The third and final opportunity on which history may or may not repeat itself is when we hear the view of 
the Greens on this bill compared with its view on the last occasion. It is also interesting to note that a number of 
members spoke about their concerns with the extraordinary powers of this bill and their disappointment that as 
a community we have to deal with issues like this and find the appropriate balance in using these extraordinary 
powers to deal with some horrific and senseless acts of violence, which is what terrorism is. I note the comments 
by the Leader of the Opposition about the recent events in Paris and I completely concur with those. They are the 
most recent example of a terrorist act around the world and they have been highlighted, but a number of other 
terrorist events have occurred recently in different places like Beirut and the Middle East. My heart goes out to 
all those people who have lost family and friends and those who have had fear brought into their daily lives as 
a result of those acts. When these events occur, I always remind myself that we need to rise above that fear 
because if we do not, we allow these terrorists to achieve what their game and aim is. It takes a bit of courage 
and constant thought to rise above that fear. In my household over the last couple of weeks one of my 
stepdaughter’s friends was in Paris and the event immediately reverberated through the household. I have friends 
who live in Paris on a permanent base. We had a discussion as a family about how people need to rise above that 
fear; they cannot let that fear go beyond what is a necessary, responsible response because otherwise we are 
losing and they are winning. To put these things into perspective—this is not to detract from the significance of 
the recent events in any way—going through the statistics, there are far greater chances of dying in our 
community and reasons that we may die. The most prominent one, of course, is a traffic accident, but I might 
continue my remarks — 
Hon Helen Morton: It is actually more prominent to die from suicide than a traffic accident. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: I will discuss that next week if the minister likes. I do not disagree with the minister. 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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