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MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 
Tourism Planning Task Force Report 

HON ADELE FARINA (South West) [5.33 pm]:  I am pleased to inform members that this morning I had the 
pleasure of attending the release of the tourism planning task force report by the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure, Hon Alannah MacTiernan.  The task force recommendations provide for the protection of 
strategic tourist sites and for genuine tourism purposes and guarantees variety of tourism product, including 
affordable tourism accommodation.  The minister established the task force in September 2002.  It was chaired 
by me and included representatives from private industry with expertise in planning, land development, the 
property market and tourism, and also relevant state and local government bodies.   

The task force was established in response to recent trends in the development tourism industry whereby 
developers are seeking a residential component as a permitted use within a tourist zone.  The residential 
component requests often range from 30 per cent to as high as 100 per cent.  In some cases, the request sought 
by developers is for a mix of tourism and residential use on a tourist zoning.  Developers argue that financial 
reasons are the main justification in support of their applications.  They argue that the financial institutions will 
not finance tourist developments, particularly in regional areas.  They argue also that the use of strata title 
schemes and incorporation of a permanent residential component facilitates presales and thereby provides the 
security required by the financial institutions.   

The task force was given specific terms of reference relating to the impacts of combining tourist and residential 
use in the same development on tourist-zoned land, and the assessment of impact of strata titling and land tax on 
various aspects of tourist development.  The task force considered a number of matters of concern arising from 
these recent trends, including the loss of prime tourist land and the implications this may have on the growth of 
tourism and future needs; the retention of high-value strategic tourist sites for tourist purposes, including 
government-managed and crown land; the potential for land use conflict between tourists and residential uses 
detracting from tourist values and tourist experience; accessibility of the general public to prime recreation and 
holiday sites, particularly along the coast; provision and retention of a variety of tourist accommodation 
products; the impact of the use of strata schemes for tourism developments on the ongoing operation of such 
developments as tourist facilities; and the absence of a policy framework within which decision makers were 
being asked to consider such applications.   

The task force has made 26 recommendations, which include protection of strategic tourist sites for tourism 
purposes only; providing for future growth of the tourism industry and protecting these sites for tourism 
purposes for future generations; permitting in non-strategic tourist sites a permanent residential component of up 
to 20 per cent to facilitate early development and predevelopment of the non-strategic sites; a requirement that 
all units of accommodation within the mixed tourist and permanent residential development be designed 
primarily for tourism occupation and part of an integrated complex incorporating facilities normally associated 
with tourist accommodation developments; the requirement that strata developments have an on-site manager; 
that all accommodation units form part of a rental pool and be available for tourists’ use; mandatory 
development of a refurbishment reserve to be established by the manager; and, finally, the introduction of a 
range of tourist zonings to differentiate between the basic categories of caravan park and camping grounds, cabin 
and chalet and tourist resorts to address the issue of the impact of land tax on the sustainable operation of a range 
of regional tourist accommodation facilities, in particular caravan parks and camping grounds.   

The report details the legislative and planning mechanisms for implementation of the report’s recommendations.  
This is to be achieved through the development of local tourist strategies in liaison with the Department for 
Planning and Infrastructure and the Western Australian Tourism Commission, changes to the model scheme text, 
use of special control areas and the preparation of a statement of planning policy.   

The report also establishes an interim policy position and identifies a number of related matters requiring further 
investigation.  The report has been released today for public comment.  The submission period closes on 26 
September.  I recommend that members take the time to read the report.   

In concluding, I place on the record my sincere appreciation to the task force members for their hard work and 
commitment to the task.  It was a pleasure to chair the task force.  Each member tackled the task with a high 
degree of professionalism.  I thank the members for giving their time freely.  I particularly thank Nigel Bancroft, 
the executive officer to the task force.  Nigel has substantial planning expertise and very high professional 
standards.  He volunteered many hours of his own time to work with the committee, without which the 
completion of the report would not have been possible.   

I seek leave of the House to table the task force report.   

Leave granted.  [See paper No 1296.] 
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Lancelin Defence Training Area 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [5.39 pm]:  In early July I was made aware of a brochure that was being 
circulated in Lancelin by the Greens (WA), which was titled “Depleted Uranium:  The Silent Killer”.  I listened 
to the Liam Bartlett show on the radio and heard people say that their property values had halved because the 
Americans were using bombs with uranium tips in Lancelin, which would contaminate the water.  I obtained a 
copy of the brochure issued by Hon Dee Margetts.  It states that Dr Doug Rokke, a United States expert on 
depleted uranium, visited Lancelin on 6 July 2003.  It also states, in part - 

Dr Rokke was a major in the US Army and former head of the Pentagon’s Depleted Uranium Project, 
responsible for training US personnel in preparation for Gulf War I in terms of their exposure to 
environmental hazards including radiation.  Dr Rokke holds a PhD in Philosophy and a Master of 
Science. 

I was rather annoyed when I read that.  It was obviously based on information the member received and not from 
either Senator Robert Hill or the United States Consul General in Perth, Oscar De Soto.  I took the time to write 
to Oscar De Soto and Senator Robert Hill.  My letter to the Consul General states, in part - 

I am writing to seek the Consulates assurance that the United States of America has not used and will 
not use Depleted Uranium (DU) munitions at the Lancelin Defence Training Area (LTDA) in Western 
Australia. 

I received a reply from the Consul General this morning.  It states - 

Thank you for your letter dated July 17 regarding Depleted Uranium . . .  

Firstly, let me make clear that the United States, as a matter of policy and practicality, does not use DU 
munitions at the Australian Lancelin Defence Forces range.  DU munitions are seldom used in training 
anywhere because they are too costly to expend for training.  Furthermore, the U.S. military uses the 
Lancelin Range only infrequently, and only by invitation of the Australian Government.  When U.S. 
forces use the range, it is always jointly with Australia and in compliance with all Australian laws and 
environmental rules.  The U.S. military utilizes Australian environmentalist planners on each and every 
use. 

Secondly, Dr. Doug Rokke has made exaggerated and untrue claims during his visit to Australia.  Dr. 
Rokke has exaggerated his background.  He is not, and has never been “the foremost U.S. military 
expert on DU,” as he was described in the June 18th Canberra Times.  He is not a medical doctor.  His 
Ph.D is in education.  He earned a Ph.D in Science/Technology Education from the University of 
Illinois, Urbana in 1992.   

If he was finishing his PhD in 1992 he was certainly not, as Hon Dee Margetts claims, running the Gulf War as a 
major in 1991.  He was still at university.  The letter continues - 

Dr. Rokke did not join the U.S. as a medical officer in 1967, as reported in the Canberra Times.  He 
joined as an airman, an avionics technician.  According to the Department of Defense, Dr. Rokke was 
not “in charge of cleaning up radioactive waste” after the 1991 Gulf War, as was described in a June 
18th ABC broadcast.  As a First Lieutenant, Dr. Rokke was assigned to the 12th Preventative Medical 
Detachment of the 330th Medical Brigade prior to and during the war.  There were 66 people assigned 
to the unit; he was the most junior of 14 officers. 

He was one level from being a gopher!  He was a junior lieutenant.  That is a long way from being a major.  
They have different pips.  He may not have been able to distinguish them!  The letter continues - 

Initially, he was responsible for conducting nuclear, biological and chemical training. 
Hon Peter Foss:  He sounds like a fraud. 
Hon FRANK HOUGH:  He does.  Others sell snake oil.  They get carried away.  What is worse is that they get 
mixed up with the Greens (WA) and try to pull the wool over our eyes.  I know I could go to America and 
become Surgeon General and an honorary brigadier and take people for a ride.  The people in Lancelin should 
not be subject to charlatans who tell them their water is full of depleted uranium.  The letter from the Consul 
General concludes - 

In closing, let me reiterate that the U.S. military does not use DU munitions in Lancelin.  I urge you to 
share this information with your constituents and other Members of Parliament. 

 . . .  

Yours sincerely 
Oscar De Soto 
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Consul General of the  
United States of America 

I spoke to the consulate office this morning and I was guaranteed the information is very accurate.  The 
consulate probably has a system linked with the Central Intelligence Agency to pull the records.  The details of 
the letter were not made up overnight.  The Consul General took three and a half weeks to research the situation.  
He was quite clear in determining the facts.  Another part of the letter states - 

While Dr. Rokke presents himself as an expert, this does not make it so.  His role in the 1991 Gulf War, 
at the US Army Chemical School, and his educational background do not qualify him as an expert on 
the purported health effects of depleted uranium. . . . It is important to make a clear-cut distinction 
between Dr. Rokke’s technical qualifications and those of certified medical health physicists who are 
qualified to assess the medical implications of radiation exposures. 

The member should apologise to the people of Lancelin.  She has been badly misinformed and badly 
misinformed them.  She should write to the Consul General and apologise sincerely for having a go at the US 
Navy.  We have enough problems with trying to establish relationships with other countries without having to 
deal with this type of rubbish.  If she is not prepared to do that, she should enjoy life as something other than a 
parliamentarian.  She is abdicating her responsibilities by putting out this type of rubbish and putting fear in the 
hearts of people who live in the broader community.  This is one of the ploys that people work through.  Another 
part of the letter states - 

Regarding allegations in the pamphlet that the U.S. Navy plans to establish a permanent base at 
Cockburn Sound in Western Australia as part of the Sea Swap program, I can confirm the United States 
has no plans to establish a base in Western Australia or anywhere else in Australia.  The Australian 
Marine Complex at Cockburn Sound is a Western Australian public-private commercial project.  If the 
U.S. Navy uses the Complex for maintenance, it will be on the same terms as any other customer.  That 
Dr. Rokke’s baseless claims regarding DU are associated with the U.S. Navy’s activities in Western 
Australia appear aimed at provoking anxiety and perpetuating disinformation in the community. 

I am extremely annoyed.  I think I have contained myself very well.  I have been rather humble and subtle in this 
because this type of rubbish has got to cease.  People must not go to the broader community rumour mongering 
and making up stories for the betterment of their own.  I often see the fairy-floss dancers on the sand hills at 
Lancelin at night dropping petals.  I have people ringing me saying their house at Lancelin has halved in value.  
These are the people they appeal to.  I hope my house at Lancelin has not halved in value, because I know who I 
will be chasing for the other half of the value.  I believe the member might be getting a pay rise!   

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [5.49 pm]:  I have risen to speak about answers to questions on the 
Geraldton Port Authority, but, given that I am on my feet, I will first point out that I have sighted Dr Rokke’s 
citations and can assume only that the member who has just spoken has not.  In my estimation, the louder, 
stronger and harder the United States military attacks Dr Rokke, the more it indicates to me that it is worried that 
people will actually find out more about the impacts of depleted uranium.  The people of Okinawa were not told 
by the United States military about the use of depleted uranium in Okinawa for more than a year.  It would be 
extremely useful if the Western Australian Government were to call for a base study of the Lancelin defence 
training area and bombing range, and I would be extremely relieved if it were found that depleted uranium has 
not yet been used there.  There are lots of contaminants in conventional armaments.  The people of that area and 
I will be extremely relieved if depleted uranium has not yet contaminated that bombing range.  However, we 
need the base-level studies.  The very least those people deserve is to find out what is the base level of 
contamination.  That is what people in the United States are able to find out from bombing ranges.  
Unfortunately, the United States military has no record of cleaning up its mess or of retracing and finding 
unexploded ordinances.  It has left a mess in just about every part of the world that it has used for bombing 
ranges.  The people of the Puerto Rican island of Vieques are very relieved that they will no longer be 
bombarded with contaminants from conventional or other armaments by the United States military.   
The people of Lancelin are very concerned about being the ongoing target of military bombing on a regular 
basis, including from United States destroyers and frigates, if Western Australia is to regularly host sea swap 
ships.  The number of destroyers and frigates in the US fleet means that Western Australia will virtually have US 
ships in its harbour permanently.  In effect, there will be permanent sea swap operations.  That is only the tip of 
the iceberg.  So far aircraft carriers have used that training area, which I believe is worse than its being used by 
destroyers or frigates.  The US military really wanted access to the bombing range and training area.  That is the 
impact of the approach by the Western Australian Government to the US for it to pick Western Australia and 
hopefully use Cockburn Sound - 
Hon Frank Hough interjected. 
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I have nothing to apologise for.   



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 13 August 2003] 

 p9850b-9854a 
Hon Adele Farina; Hon Frank Hough; Hon Dee Margetts; Hon Peter Foss; Deputy President 

 [4] 

Geraldton Port Expansion 
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I will now talk about what I actually wished to speak about.  Today we found out in an 
answer to a question that the environmental enforcement unit of the Department of Environmental Protection 
considers that the time lines and dates in an environmental management plan of a port authority - an arm of 
government - are not binding or enforceable.  This is extremely serious, because it means that everybody 
involved in consultancy and environmental assessment will have to think very carefully about the way in which 
any statements are written in the future.  Every community group will find it difficult to believe any statement 
that a body gives.  They will find it difficult to believe that if there are problems in the operation of a particular 
proposal, an environmental management plan will deal with it.  If what this says is, “Don’t worry, what you 
write in an environmental management plan is unenforceable, even if a monitoring plan, time lines and dredging 
plans were required under the ministerial conditions”, then this is a very serious issue.  The lawyers are probably 
having a field day.  The whole process of environmental management and assessment will change as a result of 
this statement.   

I went to a briefing organised by the Environmental Protection Authority on the port authority expansion.  The 
main consultant was Ian LeProvost, who is a member of the EPA.  He was providing advice to the EPA but was 
not exempting himself from debate within the EPA on this approval.  At no stage during that presentation was 
any indication given that more than 145 hectares of seagrass would be at risk.  An unknown level of damage has 
occurred so far and will continue to occur in the future as a result of this project.  The plume is so large that it 
can be seen from a satellite in space.  We do not know the impact on marine creatures such as microfauna and 
invertebrates because, as far as I know, studies have not been done.  We do not know the impacts on any 
coralline communities in the vicinity.  As far as I know, it was not expected that the plume would be so large, so 
monitoring was not set up.  We do not know how bad this problem is.  However, we know that it is continuing 
and getting bigger and bigger by the day.  The dredge was out of action for a couple weeks but it is starting 
again.  I was in Geraldton on the weekend and the plume was very obvious from Sunset Beach.  At that stage the 
main dredge, the Leonardo da Vinci, had not been operating for about two weeks.  The particles are so fine that 
they are staying in suspension for a very long time.  That has incredible implications for the seagrass meadows.  
Seagrass cannot just recover once it is killed.  That is very clear from the damage caused in Cockburn Sound.  
However, the concern is the impact on not just the seagrass but also the ecosystem and marine environment that 
this area supports.  We do not really know what impact it is having.  Major damage is being done.   

It appears that instead of spending from May when I asked the original questions and a report was commissioned 
trying to work out how to reduce the harm, those weeks were spent putting lawyers to work to try to find out 
how the Geraldton Port Authority and the Government could avoid their commitments, responsibilities and 
promises.  The Geraldton Port Authority wrote its own management plan.  It was required to do so as a 
ministerial condition.  It appears that it has spent weeks with lawyers trying to work out how it can get out of 
those commitments.  That is an outrage from a Government.  If this were a private company, it would be 
headline news, and rightly so.  People would be baying for blood and talking about prosecution and throwing 
people in jail.  A pollution abatement notice has not been issued.  One has not been served on the Geraldton Port 
Authority, even though a Department of Fisheries report got action in the first place.  It took until February, 
when this project had started in October, for any action to occur.  That action was taken because a Department of 
Fisheries report asked what was going on.  That is not good enough.  It was found that the plume was much more 
extensive than it was thought it would be.  There are all sorts of stories, including one from Minister Alannah 
MacTiernan who has said that the Government always knew that there would be a problem.  If the Government 
always knew there would be a problem, why did that alert and action plan not occur?  I still have not seen the 
primary data.  A lot more questions need to be asked on this issue.  It is pivotal to the way in which we stand up 
and are seen on environment management in Western Australia.   

Legislative Council Chamber, Front-Bench Desks 

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan) [5.59 pm]:  I feel almost reticent to raise a matter of housekeeping, but 
I feel that I should.  For quite some time I have been complaining that it is very difficult to sit behind the front-
bench desks.  It is hard to get in and out with the tight position that they create and members are unable to fully 
stretch their legs.  How on earth Hon Ken Travers does not end up with the sourest of tempers from sitting with 
this knees underneath his chin I do not know.  However, I have not discerned any change in his character at all.  I 
have raised this matter on a number of occasions and when we first moved into this Chamber we did not have a 
desk in front of us, which was a sensible way to operate.  If we spoke we moved to the microphone on the centre 
table.  I realise that the two leaders were not too happy about that arrangement and so this huge table has now 
been put in place surrounded on either side by the front-bench desks.  I have suggested that the biggest problem 
is the size of the table in front of us; it is far too large.  It might look very nice to have all the Acts of Parliament 
sitting on the middle of the table but we hardly use them and the table is really far too wide.  It would be quite 
possible to replace this table with either a much thinner one and take those books away, or with a smaller table 
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for Hansard staff at one end and another table for committees at the other.  We could then shift our desks further 
forward, which would enable us to stretch our legs and to pass more easily to and from our seats.  I have made 
this suggestion but it seems to be falling on deaf ears.  Perhaps by putting it on record in Hansard it might just 
happen. 

Hon Ken Travers:  What do we do when we go back to the downstairs Chamber?   

Hon PETER FOSS:  We might have to think similarly about that Chamber also.  One of the things we have 
learnt while in this Chamber is that the other Chamber is an impossible place in which to work.  If WorkSafe 
were able to deal with Parliament it would have cleared out and refitted the Hansard area considerably earlier.  
However, it has been fixed up and I congratulate the then Presiding Officers on the job, which was, I think, to the 
satisfaction of Hansard.  It is certainly a lot better than it used to be.  However, if WorkSafe were involved we 
might have had something done about the abominable conditions that exist in the primary Chamber.  Despite 
how beautiful the leather chairs might look from the gallery, they are a work hazard.  Three members now sit on 
wooden boards because the chairs are bad for their backs.  Nearly everybody has to have a very wide cushion 
behind their back to allow their knee bend to line up with the edge of the seat.  Trying to use a computer is 
impossible at these desks because the only way we can get it even vaguely aligned is by putting it on a drawer 
that pulls out, which further restricts our capacity to move.  If we have to suddenly rise to our feet, all sorts of 
dangerous things might occur to the nether regions.  I am sure Hon Ken Travers would lose his knees if he had to 
rise rapidly to his feet! 

Hon Ken Travers:  Not to mention getting giddy.   

Hon PETER FOSS:  Yes.  He obviously has not been built with the compensating mechanisms that a giraffe has.   

The reality of the matter is that we have now tasted a small moment of liberty where we can breathe and see the 
light.  We can see that outside this Chamber there is the ability to work in reasonable conditions.  I cannot see 
why we should sit here for two more months, stuck behind this desk, when the only thing that is keeping us here 
is this table full of books that we do not use, and a table itself which we seldom use.  I have no idea why this 
table should gain such prominence and priority over the members using the Chamber.  I appeal to the Leader of 
the House and the Leader of the Opposition, and anybody else I have to appeal to who has some influence, to get 
rid of that table and move these desks forward.  The members sitting behind us might like some adjustment to 
their leg room as well.  This place can be considerably improved.  This is a wonderful Chamber but the only 
thing spoiling it is the unnecessary arrangements that have been made in the middle of it. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash): I will refer Hon Peter Foss’s comments to the President, who I 
am sure will take some action and who may, within a short time, indicate when we can return to the primary 
Legislative Council Chamber. 

House adjourned at 6.05 pm 

__________ 
 


