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Division 27: Fire and Emergency Services, $269 103 000 — 
Ms M.M. Quirk, Chair. 
Mr F.M. Logan, Minister for Emergency Services. 
Mr M. Cronstedt, Deputy Commissioner, Strategy and Emergency Management. 
Mr G. Gifford, Acting Deputy Commissioner, Operations. 
Mrs G. Camarda, Chief Finance Officer. 
Mr M. Carter, Executive Director, Rural Fire Division. 
Mr R. Burnell, Executive Director, Corporate Services. 
Mr T. Palmer, Chief of Staff, Minister for Emergency Services. 
Miss M. Onorato-Sartari, Senior Policy Adviser. 
[Witnesses introduced.] 
The CHAIR: This estimates committee will be reported by Hansard. The daily proof Hansard will be available 
the following day. It is the intention of the Chair to ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and 
answered and that both questions and answers are short and to the point. The estimates committee’s consideration 
of the estimates will be restricted to discussion of those items for which a vote of money is proposed in the 
consolidated account. Questions must be clearly related to a page number, item, program or amount in the current 
division. Members should give these details in preface to their question. If a division or service is the responsibility 
of more than one minister, a minister shall be examined only in relation to their portfolio responsibilities. 

The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee rather than asking that the question 
be put on notice for the next sitting week. I ask the minister to clearly indicate what supplementary information he 
agrees to provide and I will then allocate a reference number. If supplementary information is to be provided, I seek 
the minister’s cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the principal clerk by Friday, 31 May 2019. I caution 
members that if a minister asks that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to lodge the question on notice 
through the online questions system. 
I give the call to the member for Warren–Blackwood. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I refer to page 387 of budget paper No 2. Under the heading “Outcomes, Services and Key 
Performance Information”, there is a box that defines government goals, desired outcomes and services. One of 
the desired outcomes is “Minimised occurrence and impact of preventable emergencies”, and part of the service 
response to that is “Technical Advisory Services”. I refer to advice that was given by the Department of Fire and 
Emergency Services on a subdivision in the hills called the Mt Helena urban precinct, as part of a normal 
subdivision application process. The advice from the agency in respect of a number of points in “State Planning 
Policy 3.7: Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas” was the statement — 

DFES is of the opinion that the site represents an extreme bushfire risk that cannot be adequately reduced. 
Part of state planning policy 3.7 requires any proponent to develop a bushfire management plan that the Department 
of Fire and Emergency Services has to endorse. My question is: in light of the desired outcome stated in the budget 
papers, how can the agency possibly give any other advice than to say no to a subdivision, in circumstances in 
which the Minister for Planning has actually overruled the planning position? 
The CHAIR: Minister, you do not have to answer the question relating to the Minister for Planning. You need to 
restrict yourself to the budget items. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes, thank you for that direction, Madam Chair. 
The member has already asked me a question on this issue in Parliament during question time. He has also asked 
the same question of the Minister for Planning, and the Minister for Planning gave a very detailed answer to his 
question without notice. He then asked the same question of me, about the role of the department. The member for 
Warren–Blackwood should know that the legislation that created the state planning policy 3.7 guidelines for advice 
to be given by the Department of Fire and Emergency Services was passed by his government. I was there in the 
house when we had an extended debate about that planning provision. It is quite clear that the member is suggesting 
to me and the department that we should have stopped this. He knows that is not possible, because he knows what 
is in the act. The act says quite clearly that the Department of Fire and Emergency Services is an advisory body 
only. That means that neither a local council nor the Western Australian Planning Commission has to take that 
advice. They can be aware of the advice, they can acknowledge the advice, they can take the advice and talk to 
other people, but they do not actually have to accept the advice. They are both decision-making bodies in their 
own right. The department is not the decision-making body. It is not the Environmental Protection Authority, 
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whose advice we can knock back. It is advisory only. That advice was given to the Western Australian Planning 
Commission, and the member heard what the minister had to say about that. I will not go through what the minister 
said in detail, because it is all in Hansard, and I ask the member to go back and read it. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: These are not guidelines; these are state planning policies that the minister’s agency has to 
respond to. I am interested to know how the agency is going to approach its response if it is required to endorse—
I say “required to endorse”, if it is going to be approved—a development proposal, a development application or 
a structure plan. How is it going to manage that issue, given that it has already said that it is impossible to make 
this safe? Either the agency that the minister is responsible for says that it cannot be done and does not approve 
the development application, or it has to go against its own advice. How is it going to manage that conflict? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: It is not up to the department to manage the advice. Who is the decision-maker in this circumstance? 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Madam Chair, there is — 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Member for Warren–Blackwood, let me finish. Who is the decision-maker in this? 
The decision-maker is either the local government or the Western Australian Planning Commission. There is 
nothing in SPP 3.7, any planning legislation, the Fire and Emergency Services Act or the Bush Fires Act that gives 
the acting commissioner the authority to stop that. It is simply an advisory body only. If the local government and 
the landowner can manage that risk, that is up to them. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Does the minister’s agency stand by the advice it gave on this particular development project? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: It does? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Of course it would do. That is the advice that it has given. To be honest, this is the question 
that the member for Warren–Blackwood should have asked the Minister for Planning, because that is the next step 
along: “The advice has been given; why did you ignore the advice?”, or whatever.  

[7.10 pm] 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am concerned that the minister’s agency is conflicted in where this is going. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member has made that point here and he has made it in the house. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: If an incident were to happen in that area and the minister’s department gave advice not 
to do what it is doing, who would be ultimately responsible for a catastrophe that might occur? Would it be the 
minister’s department for not having the capability to enforce it or would it be the planning minister and others 
who ignored the advice? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: It is hypothetical. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: These things happen; we know that. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: It is still a hypothetical because it depends on the circumstance: how the fire started, how it 
got to the subdivision and whether the subdivision was capable of withstanding the fire or whatever. It is 
a hypothetical question, which we cannot answer. By the way, remember that hundreds of thousands of houses are 
not subject to this planning provision because everything built before 2015 is not subject to it. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: It is responding to specific advice from your department. 
The CHAIR: Member, either ask a question or be quiet. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The advice from the department, initially, is that it cannot be managed. That is a problem—
raise a concern, and if the advice from the department is still the same at the end of the process, does the minister 
think it is appropriate for that advice to be ignored if the department, the expert in this area, does not feel 
comfortable that the right decision has been made? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: As I pointed out, member for Carine, that is not for me to comment on at all—at all. The 
department provides the advice. If the member wants to put that hypothetical to anyone, I suggest he put it to the 
Western Australian Local Government Association, local government or the planning minister. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Further question. 
The CHAIR: Yes, but, member, you have to restrict your interrogation to budget items. With that last question, 
you were straying away from that. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Does the minister feel that he has the right levers in place to support his department and 
make sure that its advice is taken seriously rather than be discounted? 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN: This comes back to the budget paper. The advice is there under state planning policy 3.7. That 
advice is given, and what the local government and the Western Australian Planning Commission and the actual 
property owner do with it is really up to them; it is not up to me to comment on that. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: If it is up to them, why even bother asking the department what it thinks when no-one will 
listen to what it says anyway? Potentially they can ignore it. 
The CHAIR: Member, frankly, that is a step too far. I would not bother to answer that. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: That is a ridiculous question. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: It is not ridiculous. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes, it is. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: The issue is that there is a point in time when there is a statutory responsibility for his agency 
to give advice on a subdivision. It did that and said in a number of points that it was impossible to reduce the fire 
risk to an acceptable level. The Minister for Planning overrode that, so presumably at some time, there will be 
a development and structure plan for that development, for which, statutorily, your agency has to endorse a fire 
management plan if that development is to go ahead. I am simply asking: how will the minister’s agency manage 
the obvious conflict? It can take two positions. The agency can not endorse the fire management plan and say that 
it will never endorse it, which is consistent with its first decision, or it can endorse the fire management plan, 
which is inconsistent with the first decision. 
The CHAIR: There are two questions there, member. Do your best, minister. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Thank you. There is a number three—the fire management plan might be presented and accepted. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Without the endorsement of the minister’s agency. It statutorily has to have the endorsement. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: It is what it is in light of the advice that has been given and the decision that has been made. 
Following that is a fire management plan. The landowners, the local government and the WAPC are well aware 
of the advice they have received. The fire management plan may well fit that, and that is fine. There is a number 3 
to this—the fire management plan might be well and truly accepted by the Department of Fire and Emergency 
Services. We do not know. Again, this is all just hypothetical stuff. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: But minister — 

The CHAIR: That is a further question. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: — there is an obvious conflict here, because if the Minister for Planning did not approve it on 
the basis of both the Western Australian Planning Commission’s view and, of course, the advice of the minister’s 
agency, that would be fine because it would be consistent with an emerging threat to our community and the whole 
nature of why we have invested in fire and emergency services, the Rural Fire Division and the like. But there is 
a conflict here. I am interested in the minister’s agency’s view of how it will manage that conflict, because it does 
not make sense to me and the minister has not provided an adequate answer to it. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: All the member is doing is providing hypothetical questions to this chamber to try to fit an 
answer he wants. I suggest once again, as I did to the member for Carine, if the member for Warren–Blackwood 
wants a clear answer on how that will be managed, ask the local government or the Western Australian Planning 
Commission. That is where answers to his question should be sought. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: The Planning Commission is clear; it proposed it. 
The CHAIR: The next person on my list is the member for Dawesville. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The member for Carine was. 
The CHAIR: No; he was slower than you were. The member for Carine. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I refer to the heading “Investment in the South West Region—Collie” and the establishment 
of an $8 million multipurpose facility in Collie, at paragraph 5 on page 386. Why will that facility be built in Collie? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: It is for a number of reasons. One is that that type of facility does not exist east of Bunbury. 
There is a level 3 incident control centre and a regional control centre in Bunbury. However, in the hills east of 
Bunbury, where there is a substantial fuel load, as we were discussing a minute ago about another part of the 
Darling Scarp, it will be handy to have a level 3 incident control facility built there. That is quite appropriate. There 
is one reason from a fire and emergency services point of view and there is a second clear reason. As members 
have seen from the front page and other pages of The West Australian, Collie will go through significant changes 
in the future due to the impact of possibly carbon pricing or other changes to the generation of electricity by coal. 
You know that, I know that and everyone else in Western Australia knows that; therefore, there will be significant 
job losses. Our government has made a clear commitment to Collie to minimise those job losses in exactly the 
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same way the Gallop government did to try to minimise job losses in the timber industry when we stopped 
old-growth logging. It is exactly the same. This is one of the investments that our cabinet and our government has 
made in Collie to assist the transition of those people from mining, from the power stations, into jobs where their 
trade skills in particular can be matched. For example, part of that $8 million is for the high-season fire fleet, which 
will be based in Collie. The work that will be done on that high-season fire fleet involves mechanical work, 
bodywork and work on the various pumps and all the other electrical equipment and accoutrements on those fire 
engines and fire appliances that are currently feeding into the economy of Collie. 
Another part of that investment is an off-road driver training school. There is the Collie Motorplex, and I am aware 
that there was an old off-road driving school—I have not seen it myself, but I have been told—at the back of the 
motorplex, and around the motorplex there was an old off-road driving facility. That will become the main place 
for all volunteers and career firefighters who require off-road driving skills to undergo their training. I hope they 
will be able to use on-road training at the motorplex and off-road training at the facility down there. 
[7.20 pm] 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Did DFES give the minister any advice about where this facility should be built? Did it 
recommend anywhere; and, if so, where? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: No. Our government asked the department to come up with this. A level 3 incident control 
facility fits with the Department of Fire and Emergency Services’ overall investment plan anyway, but the other 
facilities, which are the driver training school — 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: So the driver training school — 
The CHAIR: Let the minister finish. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: No, our government did. We are not shying away from this. This is about investment in a town 
that is likely to go through significant job losses and change. This is no different from what happened with the 
transformation of the old-growth forest. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Is the minister confirming that the main driver for the government’s decision to locate this 
facility in Collie was jobs and job losses in Collie? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes, the main driver is jobs and job losses in Collie, and it fits absolutely with the overall future 
demands for a Department of Fire and Emergency Services’ level 3 bushfire facility. We also hope to use this facility 
for hands-on training in and around the area of Collie for those people at the Bushfire Centre of Excellence. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Was a business case done for the project at the time the cabinet decided to approve it? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: There was a business case. The department was asked to come up with this proposition. The 
department prepared a business case and it went to cabinet. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: When the business case was sought, was it with an instruction that specifically said, 
“We want this in Collie”, or was it open to the department to find locations, of which Collie was one, and then 
cabinet decided to pursue Collie? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I will repeat what I said earlier. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It was absolutely that you went to the agency and said, “Get me this in Collie.” 

The CHAIR: Let the minister answer the question, member. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I appreciate your direction.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I have answered it a number of times, but I will say it again: this is an investment in Collie for 
the purposes of offsetting the major changes that will be made in Collie. It fits perfectly with the demands of the 
Department of Fire and Emergency Services, particularly with its relationship to the Bushfire Centre of Excellence, 
particularly around off-road training and particularly around a level 3 incident control facility in a substantially 
high bushfire risk area. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: The minister has confirmed that the main driver was jobs for Collie. He has also confirmed 
that government, in effect, instructed the agency to locate it in Collie because it is on the basis of having jobs in 
Collie. How can the agency possibly use those parameters to give advice on where the most effective place would 
be to locate a facility from a fire and risk management perspective? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I really do not understand what the member is talking about. Let us go back — 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Through the Chair. 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN: No, let us go back on what I have just said. What are the three things that are there? There is 
a level 3 incident control facility in a very, very high bushfire risk area—that is over the scarp in an area where it 
is needed. That is good. That fits well with what the Department of Fire and Emergency Services wants. There is 
an off-road driving facility. This is about jobs for Collie, and that fits very well with Collie as well because there 
is a motorplex there. The third thing is to locate the high season fire fleet there as well. Why does that work? It will 
work because, member for Warren-Blackwood, a lot of tradespeople in Collie are going to lose their jobs. Who do 
they need in a high season fire fleet? They need tradespeople. They will fit very well. We are the government and 
that is what we want. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I want the minister to confirm that when it was put to the agency, no advice was sought on 
other choices and options to meet our fire and emergency services response other than a Collie solution. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: It is not a fire and emergency services response with the exception of the level 3 incident 
control facility. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: So it is. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: No, it is not. How does the repair of vehicles — 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: It is a strategic location. 

The CHAIR: Member, you can ask another question, but listen to the minister. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: The high season bushfire fleet was in O’Connor and most of the vehicles were located in the 
bush. We are now doing it in Collie. Is that a problem? Member for Warren-Blackwood, what is the issue? You are 
the one — 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am cautious about giving a response, otherwise the Chair will pull me up. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Member for Warren–Blackwood, I put it to you that you are the one who is usually arguing 
for jobs in the regions. We have just done that. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Minister, we are trying to get to the core of the decision-making process — 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I have just told you that. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: — which would appear to be driven by a range of parameters other than the nature of the 
agency location of this facility. That is a concern. When we talk about something as critical as fire response and 
all the things attached to that, and an agency that should be able to independently locate resources where it thinks 
they will be most effective, the minister is making the point that it has been located on the basis of jobs and not 
those other things. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I take note that the minister is nodding and confirming that. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: The department was asked to do those things that should be appropriate for Collie for the 
purpose of creating jobs in Collie. These three items for Collie were put to me as the minister. We then worked 
them up into a business case and took them to cabinet. I have made it very, very clear. That is what happened when 
the member for Warren–Blackwood and his party demanded that jobs be created in rural Western Australia after 
the closure of the old-growth logging industry. The Gallop government, of which I was a member, did that. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: That is not a good example to use. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: It is a great example. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: It is not. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes, it is a good example, member for Warren–Blackwood. If the position of the member for 
Warren-Blackwood is that there is a problem with this, he should go out there and publicly say that. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: If we put aside the fact that putting this facility in Collie was a political decision, how is it 
not considered to be best practice that the minister would go to the agency, or the agency would say, “We have 
$8 million. Can you find the best possible location?” and it did not come up with Collie? How does the minister 
reconcile that as being the best use of resources for the department, especially considering the use of the facility 
and the quantum, which is not insignificant? How is it that he can justify it for political expediency rather than 
relying on the best advice of the agency? I imagine it does that with its asset investment all the time. It provides 
the minister with all the things that it wants to invest in, all the areas, and what that looks like. Has the minister 
interfered in any other areas? Has he said to the Department of Fire and Emergency Services, “No, we don’t want 
a fire station here; we want it over here because that is better politically better for us”? 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN: Have you read the budget paper? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We have gone through it, yes. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: No, have you read the budget paper? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Page 386. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: But have you read the budget paper? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Minister, the question has been asked of you in relation to the political interference in this. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Member for Dawesville, the reason — 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I do not know where else we can go. Have you moved any other fire stations because of 
political expediency? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Do you want the answer or not? 
The CHAIR: Member! 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Do you want the answer or do you just want to keep talking? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: You keep asking me questions. 
The CHAIR: It is rhetorical, member. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The reason I am asking the member a question is that if he had read the budget paper carefully, 
he would have seen that this money does not come out of ESL. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is coming out of the Collie fund; right? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: It is coming out of the Collie fund—correct. It is not a question about the assets of the agency 
being drawn from ESL; this is from the Collie fund. What was the Collie fund set up for? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: For asset development and attraction. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Part of it is, and the rest of it is for job creation in that area. When agencies were asked for 
ideas—like every good minister, I asked my agency—this is what the department came up with. If any one of you 
wants to go out there and argue that this is a bad investment, help yourself! 
[7.30 pm] 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: How many jobs does the minister expect this facility to create? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I will pass that on to the deputy commissioner. It will be about 25 I think. 
Mr M. Cronstedt: The facility will be ramped up as we embark on it, but I imagine it would be in the vicinity 
of 25, as the minister described. It does close a gap in terms of our capability in that area, given what the minister 
said about the location of the level 3 incident control facility in Bunbury. It closes a gap between there and 
Narrogin. It also provides for the training of firefighters in a high bushfire prone area, which, in an ideal location 
and co-located with the high season fleet of 70 appliances, combines to give us a very powerful centre and 
a powerful location to better equip, train and maintain our fleet and our capability generally. 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Is that $60 million attraction and development fund effectively just a slush fund that the 
government can spend on whatever it wants, based on creating jobs in Collie? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I cannot see that reference in my division. What is the member talking about? 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The $8 million came out of the attraction and development fund. Is that an indication of 
the sorts of investments and the way decisions will be made with that fund, in the way they were in this case? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I cannot possibly talk about how that fund is going to be used, except to say that as part of the 
overall approach of attracting investment and jobs into that region, agencies have been asked to examine their own 
portfolios. I was; I did. I asked the department and it has come up with this proposition. If the member thinks it is 
a bad thing, he should say so. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The minister indicated that this is about creating jobs and diversifying in Collie. Can the minister 
tell me how many jobs he foresees Collie losing in the foreseeable future so that it needs this sort of investment? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I think that question was asked of the Minister for Energy today. I suggest the member looks 
at Hansard. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The minister must know because he is creating these jobs for a reason. 
The CHAIR: This is not within a budget item, member. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member should go back and look at Hansard. 
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Mr D.T. REDMAN: I refer to page 399 of budget paper No 2, and to the table under “Rural Fire Division” which 
contains a number of line items and funding into the out years. Two of those items refer to bushfire mitigation. 
One is the bushfire mitigation emergency services levy and the other is the bushfire mitigation activity fund, 
Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage grants. I note also reference in the Economic and Fiscal Outlook to 
bushfire mitigation on crown land in regional town sites. Can the minister give me a rundown, in the hope that 
I have got it all, of what bushfire mitigation resource is there, who is able to access it and the nature of how the 
minister is going to get that out on the ground? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I thank the member for the question. He is well aware of the answer to this question because 
I have talked about it at length in Parliament in answers to questions without notice—unfortunately, from my own 
side and not from his. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: It is hard to decide on some of that stuff. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: It would have been good if I had got it from the other side. As the member knows, the 
emergency services levy, the DPLH grants, was a continuation of funding that emerged under the member’s period 
in office, and that continues until the end of the 2019–20 budget. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: While we are on those two points, who can access it? Is this available to shires, bush fire 
brigades or the Department of Parks and Wildlife? Who can access those resources? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: As the member knows, the bushfire mitigation activity fund DPLH grants relate to the bushfire 
risk management planning. The member is well aware of that because I think he has even been present when I have 
spoken about this. He has been present! He was present in Denmark when I gave an overall presentation about 
bushfire risk planning. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I was not in Denmark. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member has been at one of my presentations when I have talked about the bushfire risk 
planning tools that are being used all over Western Australia. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: It was in Mandurah. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: That is right. For the member’s own information, currently 45 bushfire risk plans are underway. 
Twenty-six of them have been endorsed by what is now the Rural Fire Division. I will ask Mr Murray Carter to 
talk a bit more about that. Forty-five will be endorsed following the assessment by the Rural Fire Division. This is 
the detail the member asked for: once the bushfire risk management plan has been endorsed, one is then able to access 
that funding. The funding is allocated based on the risks associated with the plan. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Access which funding? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The DPLH bushfire mitigation activity fund. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I thought those funds were for doing the bushfire risk management plan. Is the minister 
saying that there is less than $1 million in 2019–20 and then nothing to access in the out years? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: That is a continuation of the member’s funding, if he remembers, and obviously we will go 
back to have that extended into the future. However — 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Through the Chair — 
The CHAIR: Minister, you are still going, are you not? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I am, because I am trying to answer the rest of the question that was initially asked. The 
member asked me to describe both of those line items and I have described only one. The other line item to which 
the member refers is the DPLH unallocated crown land mitigation. The member is well aware of that because 
I have spoken at length in the house about that also. The Department of Fire and Emergency Services, in agreement 
with DPLH, has taken on the responsibility of undertaking that bushfire risk mitigation on unallocated crown land, 
usually outside town sites or in areas that have been identified — 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Over most of Western Australia? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes, but obviously that is not going to happen. It is in areas of higher risk to life, property and 
infrastructure, because that is what guides it. As the member can see, work has been done, and not just in 
mitigation. That money is also used, as the member for Warren–Blackwood and his colleagues are well aware, in 
the unallocated crown land that surrounds Esperance and other south coast towns. It goes to issues such as 
firebreaks and the use of chaining. It goes to the issue of putting in access ways. The difficulty in getting access to 
the fire was one of the reasons for the spread of the fire in Esperance. There are various forms of mitigation as 
well that can be used to ensure that the risk is minimised. 
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Mr D.T. REDMAN: I think the minister is massively overcooking what that $500 000 can achieve. I remember 
as a minister that it was $450 000 a year and we thought it a massive risk for the Department of Lands trying to 
mitigate fire risk across 99 per cent of Western Australia using those funds, and that is what that was. 
I bring the minister’s attention to the line above it and ask about the resources for the bushfire mitigation emergency 
services levy. To whom is that available for mitigation work? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I will pass that over to Mr Murray Carter from the Rural Fire Division. 
Mr M. Carter: Further to the minister’s earlier comments, there are different funding sources within the mitigation 
activity fund. The ESL portion, which is the point of the latter question, is available through local government. 
We have been very successful in incentivising local governments to lead the bushfire risk management planning 
process, which has worked very well in that we now have 26 approved by the Office of Bushfire Risk Management 
out of 45 that are in the process. That is growing, which is a really good thing, largely due to the incentivising. Not 
only is the planning important, but access to funding to get that high priority mitigation work done is now there. 
One of the things we found is that the source from the royalties for regions allocation is limited by local governments. 
Some critical local governments, particularly around the Perth hills, are not eligible for royalties for regions funding, 
so we have also used the ESL funding that was announced just over 12 months ago to put into the mitigation 
activity fund to allow access for allocation under the exact same criteria as the royalties for regions–sourced 
funding. It is treated equally. The ESL funding is more widely accessible geographically, because we do not have 
the royalties for regions limitations on where it can be spent. But all of it goes through local government. 
[7.40 pm] 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: To clarify that, there is $500 000 in crown land mitigation funds. That is for the whole state; 
I know what that is. The Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage bushfire mitigation activity fund is about 
developing the bushfire risk management plans, and that has been comprehensively taken up. If I use the  
2019–20 budget year, there is $11.19 million of funding available for local governments and, I assume, bush fire 
brigades that may play a role in doing response work for those plans, plus the $5.8 million in royalties for regions; 
is that the case? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Let us just go through it from the top. The member is looking at the fourth line item, 
“Bushfire Risk Management Planning”, in the Rural Fire Division table on page 399. This year it is $3.1 million—
correct? That is for the purpose of undertaking planning and, I think, for the community and emergency services 
manager. Does CESM come out of that as well? 
Mr M. Carter: There is a mix of bushfire risk planning coordinators, who are employed by local government to 
directly do that planning and are funded through that fund via agreements with the Department of Fire and 
Emergency Services, and bushfire risk management officers, who do similar work but are employed by DFES and 
facilitate and enable the production of the plans. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: That covers the creation of the bushfire risk management planning and the work that is done 
by CESMs on creating geographical information systems tools for identifying high-risk areas—right? I just want 
to make sure that we are right, because I have experienced this before with the member for Warren–Blackwood. 
If he does not get it right in his head, he will release a media statement that says something different. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: The minister is here to answer questions and we are trying to get clarity, so just focus on that. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I am, but I just want to — 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Focus on the response. 
The CHAIR: Member! He is trying to answer questions; you are interrupting him halfway through. If he has not 
answered all your questions, you can ask a further question. Frankly, it is delaying matters when you interrupt. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. That was the bushfire risk mitigation emergency services levy 
funding. The next line item is the bushfire mitigation activity fund grants. This year, $11 million is available for 
local governments to put in place — 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Activity funds. 

The CHAIR: Member! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: The mitigation activity funding can be available to local governments and other agencies to 
undertake mitigation on either local government land or crown land. The funding for the DPLH bushfire mitigation 
activity fund grants comes out of the levy fund itself. Then there are the bushfire activity fund grants. It is a grant 
from royalties for regions, as the member has just pointed out. The 2019–20 budget estimate is $928 000. Finally, 
that is an agreement between the Department of Fire and Emergency Services and the Department of Planning, 
Lands and Heritage for unallocated crown land mitigation, whereby it undertakes work for DPLH generally. 
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Mr D.T. REDMAN: The minister will probably need to get someone from his agency to respond to this because 
he is not getting it right. He has just referred to the royalties for regions funding as the mitigation activity fund grants, 
which is $900 000 this year. It may well be royalties for regions funding; I am sure that a component of it is, because 
there is reference there. But $5.8 million of royalties for regions funds have also been allocated in the 2019–20 budget 
for mitigation in and around town sites. That is not here. Who is responsible for that and who can access it? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Whereabouts is that in here? Where is that money that the member for Warren–Blackwood 
has referred to? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: As I said in my original question, it is on page 191 of the Economic and Fiscal Outlook. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Where is it in the current division we are dealing with? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Does the minister have the Economic and Fiscal Outlook? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: No. We are dealing only with this division. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: On page 191, in the royalties for regions expenditure table, under the heading “Investing in 
our Environment”, there is a line item for bushfire mitigation on crown land in regional town sites and there is 
$5.8 million in the 2019–20 financial year. What is that? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I will ask Mr Carter to answer. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: That would have been nice right at the start. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: But it is not in this line item. I do not know what the member is talking about. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Clearly! 

Mr M. Carter: The item, which is royalties for regions funding against the DPLH grants, was a carryover from 
the then Department of Lands, which then looked to DFES with a potential source of funding it had acquired 
separate to the agency, but then consolidated it into what became the mitigation activity fund. The figure there is 
a portion of that money that has been referred to that is the grants component that will be made available to local 
government. On the completion of bushfire risk management plans, where there is crown land in or adjacent to town 
sites that fits the criteria, that is a component of the royalties for regions bushfire funding. It is not the entire amount. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Page 399 has the Rural Fire Division table. Is the minister saying that all the resources for 
bushfire mitigation, including royalties for regions funding, are listed somewhere in that table? They might be 
part-funded from royalties for regions consolidated funds, but are they all on that page? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Sorry, member for Warren–Blackwood? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am trying to understand how much of the total resources is available for bushfire mitigation 
work. The minister has been through what is listed there and he has told me what each of them is used for, and it 
is pretty much what I thought it was, but another $5.8 million of royalties for regions funds is not clearly identified 
here and that is what I want to understand. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: That money could well be allocated to — 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Could well be? I thought the minister was in a position to say what it is. 

The CHAIR: Member! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Member for Warren–Blackwood, we are not the only agency that does mitigation. The member 
should know that; he is a country member. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: The minister is telling me that there is $5.8 million of bushfire mitigation funds that he 
knows nothing about and does not go through his agency. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: All the mitigation funding that applies through our agency is on this page. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: This might be a question for the minister’s senior financial officer. For the 2019–20 budget 
estimate year, the total figure is $25.796 million. How much of that is royalties for regions funds? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I will ask Georgina to answer. 
Mrs G. Camarda: It is $928 000. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Of the $25.796 million, $928 000 is the only royalties for regions funds that are there? 
Mrs G. Camarda: In relation to mitigation. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Can the minister confirm that he is not aware of any other royalties for regions money 
available for bushfire mitigation? 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN: I would have to go back and look at the other part of the budget papers to see exactly what it says 
there, because the other part of that bushfire mitigation funding may well be with the Department of Biodiversity, 
Conservation and Attractions. If I find out that that is what it says there and the member is not highlighting that 
tonight, I will raise that in Parliament. I just reaffirm for the member that everything that relates to mitigation 
funding for the Department of Fire and Emergency Services, whether it is from royalties for regions or the ESL, 
is on the page in front of him. 
[7.50 pm] 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I would have thought that the Department of Fire and Emergency Services would play a key 
coordinating role. It is the peak organisation for managing bushfire risk management and fire mitigation work. There 
is an item identified for bushfire mitigation on crown land in regional town sites. That item sits in the royalties for 
regions budget. There is $5.8 million for this year. The minister said there is no understanding, with all the horsepower 
he has sitting over there, of what that is, what it is used for, or whether it sits within another agency, yet the 
department has the coordinating role for how people do business on a bushfire response and mitigation work-front. 
The CHAIR: Is there a question, member? 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: It beggars belief that the lead agency in bushfire mitigation work is not aware of $5.8 million. 
The minister confirmed that he is not aware of $5.8 million, and nor is his agency, in royalties for regions funding 
for the 2019–20 financial year for crown land in regional town sites. That suggests it is not part of the Parks and 
Wildlife Service’s funding and it is clearly not part of local government either. I am amazed that the minister is 
not aware of that. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: All I can point out to the member for Warren–Blackwood is that everything that relates to the 
Department of Fire and Emergency Services, which, I might point out to the member—again, I do not know 
whether he was listening in Parliament when I have raised this—has only just — 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Does the minister want to look at this? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Does the member want me to finish answering the question? It was a long question. 
The Department of Fire and Emergency Services has only recently stepped into the space of mitigation. 
The member’s elaboration of it being the peak body that organises everything across Western Australia is just 
nonsense. The Department of Fire and Emergency Services, with the creation of the Rural Fire Division, has only 
recently stepped into the space of undertaking mitigation on crown land. The member knows that because he was 
part of a group that came up with the actual idea for that proposition. As the member knows, the key agency for 
mitigating over 200 000 hectares of vegetation in Western Australia is the Department of Biodiversity, Conservation 
and Attractions. That is the lead agency—the number one agency. It undertakes far, far more mitigation than what 
is currently undertaken by the Department of Fire and Emergency Services. That funding may well be allocated to 
DBCA. I repeat again: all the funding that we get for the purposes of mitigation is set out on page 399. It may not 
fit the member’s question, but, unfortunately, that is the answer. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I assume that endorsed bushfire risk management plans are submitted and signed off as ready 
to go by the agency. When a submission is received for resources to take on activities in response to those plans, 
can the minister confirm whether his agency signs off on those decisions?  
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes, it does. I will pass it over to Mr Carter. 
Mr M. Carter: Treatments that are identified in the approved bushfire risk management plans submitted through 
the grants program as meeting the criteria have all been funded. In fact, the current year has been bar none—we 
have funded the whole lot. The reason that $11 million is up a bit is that there is an aspect of carryover because of 
the scale-up of the number of bushfire risk management plans. As we go through the out years, we would expect 
the $26 million to grow, and as more local governments are in that mix, the demand on those funding sources will 
become greater. The figure is enhanced through carryover into next year. I would hope that they can all be funded 
again, as they were this year. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Can the minister also confirm that such mitigation activity could well include crown land in 
and around regional town sites? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Member for Warren–Blackwood, it does already. It depends on what the local government 
has put forward. I just gave the member for Warren–Blackwood an example of the mitigation that has been done 
on unallocated crown land in and around Esperance and Bremer Bay. If the member looks at the total amount of 
money that is sitting in front of him, which he was critical about earlier — 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I was not. 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member was critical about it. He said, “To try to do 98 per cent of the state with that amount 
of money — 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: That is that one line item. 
The CHAIR: Member, you are being very rude. Just listen to the answer. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: If the member for Warren–Blackwood adds it up, it is $15.5 million this year alone! Can the 
member for Warren–Blackwood tell me the last time that type of funding was spent on unallocated crown land, 
and assisted local government in WA? When? Never. It is the largest amount of money. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: He is goading me, Chair. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I am not goading the member—these are facts. The member might not like them. This is the 
largest investment in bushfire mitigation on unallocated crown land ever done in Western Australia. Local 
governments out there love this. 
The CHAIR: Before I give the member for Warren–Blackwood the call, someone in the public gallery has just 
taken a photo. That is not permitted. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: The reference I made to the $500 000 was for unallocated crown land. That was a longstanding 
relationship between the then Department of Lands and at the time it might have been the Department of Parks 
and Wildlife, and now clearly it is the Department of Fire and Emergency Services, for what has traditionally been 
$450 000 a year to look after all the Department of Lands’ fire mitigation work. It is massively underdone. It had 
been there for a long time and it is a government risk. That is the point I was making about that. I am not being 
critical of the other resources. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member has to add in the $11 million above it. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am probably done on this one. 
Mrs L.M. O’MALLEY: I refer the minister to service 4, “Frontline Services”, on page 390. Bidyadanga, one of 
WA’s largest Aboriginal communities, has become the first to have its own dedicated volunteer fire and emergency 
service. I ask the minister, at the request of the member for Kimberley, what are the benefits to the community of 
having this unit? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Thank you very much indeed, member for Bicton. This is another great example of the amount 
of money that the McGowan government is putting into regional WA. We just talked about mitigation funding—
$15.5 million alone—and that is just from our department; that does not take into account DBCA. Here is another 
example of emergency services funding going into the Rural Fire Division. For people who are unaware where 
Bidyadanga is, it is just south of Broome—not far from Broome itself. It is an Aboriginal community. It is linked 
quite closely to the Great Northern Highway. It has a significant population; in fact, I think it is the largest remote 
Aboriginal community in Western Australia. There is also significant infrastructure and a significant number of 
buildings in and around Bidyadanga. The department has been doing a great job. It has been working since 2011 with 
that community to have people trained up to form effectively a volunteer fire and emergency services unit, which 
means they can fight bushfires and structural fires, and they can attend road-crash rescues. I was lucky enough to be 
there at the end of the whole project to open the new VFES facility in Bidyadanga, and see the volunteers take receipt 
of their vehicle, which they are very proud of. They were all in their uniform, which they are very, very proud of. 
Since its opening, the Bidyadanga VFES has attended 17 incidents. It has not been open very long but already the 
unit has attended 17 incidents, including bushfires and structural fires. It has also been to a number of car crashes, 
and crashes between trucks and cars on the Great Northern Highway. Some VFES members described it to me. 
One of them was a horror crash between a semitrailer and tourists in a car. Residents from Bidyadanga had to use 
power tools to basically cut those people out of that car and made sure that they got off to hospital with emergency 
services and the St John Ambulance people who were there. This is a fantastic resource in a relatively remote area 
south of Broome. It is an area that has very high vehicle use and a significant number of road incidents, but it 
also provides, again for Broome itself, a team of people who can either be used in and around their remote 
community or be called upon to go to attend other bushfires in the Kimberley region. The VFES team already has 
been called up. It has been up the Dampier Peninsula, and undertaking work on behalf of the Department of Fire 
and Emergency Services in Broome and in other places around the Kimberley. It is a great resource. There will be 
more Indigenous volunteer fire and emergency services units established in the Kimberley, and we will be making 
further announcements in the future about it. 
Is that enough? I think that is enough. Is the member for Dawesville sure he does not want some more? 

[8.00 pm] 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: No; I do enjoy a good dorothy dixer, but still — 
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The CHAIR: Member for Dawesville, you would have noticed that the member for Bicton did not interrupt once. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Fantastic. 
The CHAIR: Excellent, thank you. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I refer to page 386, under “Significant Issues Impacting the Agency”, paragraph 4 and the 
issue relating to legacy firefighting foam. I appreciate the immense task that the agency has to deal with. In relation 
to the continued investigations for the sites that might be affected, do we have an understanding yet of the sites 
that have been investigated and those that pose a risk? What does the government intend to do about them? At some 
point, does it intend to make that publicly available? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The responsibility for the investigation of the legacy firefighting foam is coordinated by the 
Department of Water and Environmental Regulation, which is the lead agency responsible for the environment. 
It has undertaken a number of inspections. I will pass on to somebody who knows far more about it than I do in 
terms of the detail of it, but a significant number of inspections have been undertaken already. A DFES review has 
identified—this is in keeping with DWER—162 affected sites that require investigation. The department is now 
working with DWER, as the lead agency, and also LandCorp and the Department of Health through a program for 
further site investigations. It is not only places like fire stations that are affected, obviously. The academy itself in 
Forrestfield was significantly affected, as we can imagine, because over the years a significant amount of foam 
was used as part of the training programs. As I said, fire stations are not the only ones affected. One of the biggest 
sources, unfortunately, in Perth is both RAAF Base Pearce and the Perth international and domestic airports, as 
the firefighting foam was used there in training over many years. The DFES fleet services workshop in O’Connor 
will probably be affected as well because, obviously, the foam itself was contained in some of the tanks, which 
had to be cleaned out as part of the maintenance work. Would Mr Burnell like to add a bit a bit more about this? 
Mr R. Burnell: As the minister mentioned, the department has received funding from DWER to conduct detailed 
site investigations on the three locations. Investigations are in progress at the O’Connor workshop and the training 
facility in Forrestfield. After we completed the review of the 162 sites, we did a geographic information system 
risk-based assessment to determine the next priority of those sites. We then sought an application to receive 
funding for further detailed site investigations on 10 of those locations that were deemed urgent. We have been 
allocated funding for four of those, which was confirmed by the minister yesterday. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I appreciate the information, minister. I want to clarify that 162 sites have been identified 
and three sites were considered an urgent priority, and received funding. Then a further 10 were identified as 
a priority, but the government funded investigations for only four of those. Why have six priority sites that were 
identified as possibly being affected by the firefighting foam not been funded? For the balance of the sites that 
remain—152—what effort is being made to undertake investigations? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: As I say, that is going to be led by the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation, 
so it will also coordinate it. It is the central agency coordinator on behalf of the government that will be seeking 
the funding, so that is a question for DWER and for that minister. It will also be coordinating how we go about 
rectifying the sites as and when we can. This issue is not just affecting Western Australia; it is affecting every site 
across Australia and across the world, because this foam was used globally. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Sorry, is that the response? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes. The response is that the member will have to ask the Department of Water and 
Environmental Regulation. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Is it possible, perhaps via supplementary information, to get an understanding of the sites 
that have been investigated thus far and those that have been identified but not funded? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: No. Again, the member would have to put that to the minister responsible for DWER. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: So I can understand, minister, what is your role and what is the agency’s role, given that it 
is in the budget papers here as a significant issue impacting your agency? Other than being aware, is the minister 
able to provide any information in relation to it? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Let me correct one thing: it is not just an issue of impacting our agency; this is an issue that is 
impacting the environment of Western Australia. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I agree. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: This impacts a whole series of agencies, and that is the reason why the lead agency is the 
Department of Water and Environmental Regulation. The Department of Fire and Emergency Services is providing 
the information to DWER and working closely with that agency, along with LandCorp and Health and other 
agencies. Also, the critical thing that the department is doing is ensuring that it works with its own staff who may 
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well have been exposed to it. So far, for the member’s information, DFES is offering voluntary blood testing and 
has done a significant amount of testing of volunteers who want to step forward and say, “I used to work with the 
foam and I want to be tested.” A significant number has been done. Dealing with the actual legacy itself, that is 
being coordinated by the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation. It will be seeking the funding 
centrally and it will undertake the rectification. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I appreciate that response, minister. Would it be right or wrong to suggest that the department 
is going to “pursue strategies with relevant stakeholders to continue investigations at its current and former sites”? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The department will be wrong, because — 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Did the minister just say it would be wrong? That exact sentence is in the minister’s 
budget papers. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The department will be working with the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation 
and other agencies to ensure that the information that the central body needs to undertake rectification, or not, has 
the right information. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Sure. I might be getting confused; I appreciate it. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member probably is. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It just concerns me, given that response, that in the minister’s own budget papers, on 
page 386 it specifically says — 

The Department — 
That is the Department of Fire and Emergency Services — 

will pursue strategies with relevant stakeholders to continue investigations at its current and former sites … 
To me, the answer that the minister has provided is incongruent with what is in his own budget papers, so I am 
trying to better understand what DFES’s role is. If everything is DWER, then — 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I just pointed out to the member — 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I have not finished my question. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Okay, finish it. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I am trying to understand the relationship. The Department of Water and Environmental 
Regulation is the lead agency and the Department of Fire and Emergency Services is providing the locations and 
facilitating the blood tests, which is very important. What is DFES’s role if it is not to pursue strategies with the 
relevant stakeholders on current and former sites? That role has been farmed off to DWER, and DFES is not 
responsible for the funding. What is DFES’s responsibility? If the budget papers state that DFES is coordinating 
it, why is that not the case? Why is it that the minister is telling me something different, that DFES is not pursuing 
strategies with relevant stakeholders? 
[8.10 pm] 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Okay; let us read out exactly what it says. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I did and the minister said it was wrong. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Does the member for Warren–Blackwood want me to answer the question or is it all about 
him again? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is the member for Dawesville. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Is it all about the member for Dawesville again or does he want me to answer the question? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is not always about me, but that is fine! 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I know it is not. 
The member just indicated that the department is the lead agency. I did not say that. It states that — 

The Department will pursue strategies with relevant stakeholders — 
That is not different from what I have been telling the member — 

to continue investigations at its current and former sites, … 
That is exactly what I told the member. The first answer I gave the member for Dawesville was that DFES has 
identified 162 affected sites — 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: But it is not responsible for the funding, it is not responsible for the investigation and it is 
not the lead agency. 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN: That is correct—that is the decision of government. The member may not like that as 
a backbencher in a marginal seat, but that is the decision — 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I do look forward to the margin in Cockburn after the federal election. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Keep dreaming, sonny! 

The member for Dawesville might not like that, but that is the government’s decision and that is how it will be organised. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I appreciate that response. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I refer the minister to page 390 of budget paper No 2 and to the heading “Frontline Services”, 
which reads — 

Services provided to the community by uniformed, frontline personnel, including volunteers, in relation 
to preparing, preventing and responding to emergency incidents. 

What is the agency’s broader assessment of volunteer numbers? Are they rising or declining, and does specific 
resourcing support the volunteer base in training and/or incentives to support what is a pretty solid workforce that 
supports the agency and government? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: That is a very good question. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: It is a dorothy dixer for the minister! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: It is; it is a very critical question for the member for Warren–Blackwood, who is a rural and 
regional member. It is a very important question because, as the member knows, the number of people in rural and 
regional Western Australia is declining and continues to decline, and that has a direct impact on the number of 
volunteers to draw on from regional towns. That is a concern we should all share; I certainly do as the Minister for 
Emergency Services. I am heartened by the attraction to volunteering in some places, such as the SES space. I am 
heartened by the number of young people under the age of 18 who have become cadets in the volunteer fire and 
rescue service in Mundaring, and whom I took around Parliament House on Tuesday. They are all committed to 
continue their training and become fully-fledged volunteers. I have been handed a document so that I can give the 
member the total number of volunteers across Western Australia. According to the figures provided by the 
Department of Fire and Emergency Services, the bush fire brigade has 19 800 volunteers, of whom 15 700 are 
operational. The SES has 1 937 volunteers, of whom 1 560 are operational with others falling into categories such 
as leaders and stuff like that. The volunteer Fire and Emergency Services has 1 000 volunteers, of whom 823 are 
operational. Volunteer Fire and Rescue Service has 2 624 volunteers, of whom 2 167 are operational, and 
Volunteer Marine Rescue has 1 754, of whom 1 631 are operational. Member for Warren-Blackwood, the total 
number of volunteers across Western Australia is 27 200, of which 21 900, nearly 22 000, are operational and 
available. That is a fantastic resource for WA to call upon. I will pass to Mr Gifford for his comments about the 
future of volunteering, which is the basis of the question. 

Mr G. Gifford: I think it is important to recognise that this week is National Volunteer Week and certainly DFES 
recognises the value of its volunteers and the efforts they go to to provide emergency services across 
Western Australia. It is also worthy to note that under the current government, we have been afforded an additional 
budget for marine rescue, which has allowed us to position two additional marine officers in the country and 
reassign a third, also in the country. The department is endeavouring to decentralise some of its resources into the 
regions to make volunteerism more attractive and to provide training, for retention. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I point out also that the member would be aware that last year, we made funding available for 
volunteer liaison officers and volunteer administrative officers. They go to the units in regional WA to assist them 
with their paperwork. Volunteers have probably complained to the member that the amount of paperwork they are 
now required to do seems to be increasing, and that is an issue that may drive people away from volunteering 
because they want to be hands-on and doing things. To counter that and to assist those units, we have employed 
people to liaise with volunteer units to encourage them in the way they go about recruiting but we have also 
employed volunteer administrative officers to assist those units with their paperwork. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Can the minister or his agency comment on how the Emergency Services Volunteer Fuel Card 
is going? Have there been any changes? On the minister’s behalf, I signed off on it last year! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Geez, you did! That is right; it was the member for Warren–Blackwood and Joe Francis. 

Mrs G. Camarda: The volunteer fuel card is progressing again this year. We hope to open the application process 
mid-June and roll out the cards in July. Approximately $1 million worth of royalties for regions funding is 
attributed to that. Last year’s take-up of the card application process was 86 per cent, which is a fairly good take-up. 
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Mr D.T. REDMAN: Was it 86 per cent of who is available or who is eligible? 

Mrs G. Camarda: Eighty-six per cent of brigades, groups and units in the state took up the card offer. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Have there been any changes to the eligibility rules for the fuel card? 

Mrs G. Camarda: No, the rules stay the same. 

Mr Y. MUBARAKAI: I draw the minister’s attention to page 378, budget paper No 2, volume 2. The Success fire 
station provides a critical emergency service to the Jandakot community. Can the minister explain the status of the 
career fire and rescue service at Cockburn station? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I thank the member for his question. This is an important one for the member for Jandakot 
because it is just up the road from his house and across the road from his electorate. It is a very important structure 
that will add to the emergency services in the area. That is not to say that there is no fire response in the area at the 
moment, because there is—but they are all living in the City of Cockburn’s SES facilities across the road, which 
makes it all a bit crowded and uncomfortable. Having spoken to the firefighters there, I know that they are not 
happy with where they are. They are upstairs in the loft area of the State Emergency Service building. 
[8.20 pm] 
Mr Y. MUBARAKAI: I have been there. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: They are really not happy about living there and they cannot wait for that facility to be completed. 
It is a $9.12 million facility. As the member knows, the site has been cleared. The Department of Planning, Lands 
and Heritage has approved the planning application and I understand that the City of Cockburn has approved the 
building application, so I am sure that the member will see site works for the building start very, very soon. At the 
moment, a whole series of trenches have been dug on the site. I think the member raised that with me the other day. 
I am informed that that is not building works underway, but an urban search and rescue exercise on the Cockburn 
building site. They are digging trenches for their own purposes. 
Mr Y. MUBARAKAI: I thought it was the start of the construction phase. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: We were trying to get urban search and rescue to line up its work with the building plans, so 
we could save some money, but who knows what it is up to digging holes down there! 
It is a critical piece of infrastructure, member for Jandakot. When the North Lake Road bridge is completed, access 
to the Jandakot side of the freeway will be virtually instantaneous, because the new Cockburn fire station will be 
right next to the new bridge. 
Mr Y. MUBARAKAI: Do we know a rough time frame? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I will pass that question about the time frame to Mr Burnell. 
Mr R. Burnell: Imminent is the short answer. The Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage imposed some 
conditions on the agency and we have been working with the City of Cockburn. We expect those issues will be 
resolved in the next month. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I refer to page 398 and the details of administered transactions. Why is there a big jump 
in the 2019–20 budget estimate and what is that $200 million for? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The $202.4 million difference between the 2019–20 budget estimate of $244 million and the 
2018–19 estimated actual reflects claims relating to natural disasters. The agency is the emergency services body 
responsible for dealing with natural disasters and assisting with funding the impacts of natural disasters. That is 
part of a joint relationship with the commonwealth that was called the Western Australian natural disaster relief 
and recovery arrangements funding and is now called the national disaster recovery funding arrangements. The 
funding mechanism was overhauled to make it more streamlined and easier to use, and we are able to get money 
to local governments faster than before. It was a very bureaucratic system before. That increase in funding is the 
result of severe flooding in the state. Mr Cronstedt will be able to fill in a bit more detail. 
Mr M. Cronstedt: The joint arrangements with the commonwealth that were known as WANDRRA funding and 
are now known as disaster recovery funding arrangements provide a safety net of expenditure for restoring public 
infrastructure and the like—roads, predominantly bridges, and those sorts of things. That figure of $244 million 
represents a spike in expenditure as a result of some flooding a couple of years ago. Agencies like Main Roads 
and local governments have a two-year period in which to claim. Obviously, an awful lot of assessment is required 
to establish that the works are actually required and that the funding being provided is going to the necessary 
works. That allocation represents the funding of some major roadworks in the great southern and elsewhere in the 
state. We have had other disasters throughout the state, mainly as a result of flooding impacts. Impacts on public 
infrastructure, roads and bridges seem to be the major cost driver. 
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As the minister pointed out, the new arrangements will provide for a more streamlined process in that estimates of 
expenditure will be taken much sooner. There is an agreed estimate for damage to a bridge that is washed out, for 
instance, and once the necessary quality assurance is done, we pay on the estimate. Then, of course, we recoup 
from the commonwealth some of our funds. That is a quicker arrangement than the previous one, in which local 
governments and Main Roads had to pay out the expenditure and then recoup it after quite a lengthy bureaucratic 
process. That took an awful lot of time and for smaller local governments it was a huge impost and nearly sent 
a couple of them broke. We welcome the new arrangements. It is not without its quality assurance and audit 
requirements, but we are confident that we are better equipped to help local governments. We are also taking on 
some of Main Roads’ responsibilities for some of the more bureaucratic stuff. It is now a one-stop shop in the 
Department of Fire and Emergency Services; we are responsible for recovery and we will do everything necessary 
to support Main Roads, local governments and other affected parties to get back up on their feet as quickly as 
possible and pay the bills. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member may notice there is a set $45 million in the out years. That figure will change as 
disasters occur. Next year, it may well change because we are picking up the funding from both the state and 
commonwealth for disasters that would have happened last year. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I refer to page 399, the Rural Fire Division and bushfire mitigation works. Which agency 
will most likely hold and administer resources and government funds for bushfire mitigation on crown land and 
regional town sites? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: That would be the Department of Fire and Emergency Services. 
The appropriation was recommended. 

Meeting suspended from 8.27 to 8.33 pm 
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