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LOAN BILL 2003 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 21 August. 

MR A.J. DEAN (Bunbury) [4.15 pm]:  I want to take this opportunity to bring to the attention of members many 
of the great attributes of Bunbury and some of the issues that are confronting Bunbury.  When I talk about 
Bunbury I am often talking about the greater Bunbury region rather than the city of Bunbury as such, because the 
city of Bunbury is a discrete area within the greater Bunbury region; therefore I am often talking also about the 
areas of Eaton, Australind and Gelorup.  I do a lot of work in those areas.  For example, over the past weekend I 
was invited to be a special guest at the opening of the Eaton Community Centre, and on Monday I spent an hour 
and a half with the year 11 students at Australind Senior High School to explain the political system to them.  I 
commend the year 11 students for their knowledge of the political system.  They have a great teacher, Mr Lunt, 
who has led them down a very mind-expanding path of political discovery.  

The population growth in Bunbury is one of the highest in the nation.  The greater Bunbury region is now 
recognised as a statistical region for commonwealth statistical purposes.  The south west and Bunbury is about 
the third or fourth fastest growing region in Australia.  Bunbury has a population growth of about 2.6 per cent.  
About 80 000 people live within about a 10-kilometre radius of the city of Bunbury, so the greater Bunbury 
region is a significant market.  The greater Bunbury region has a fairly diverse industrial base.  Many people are 
surprised when I tell them that the biggest industry in Bunbury is mining.  More people are employed in mining 
extraction and processing than in any other industry in the city of Bunbury.  The mineral production that goes 
through the port of Bunbury is worth about $1.9 billion a year.  I am probably stretching the elastic band a bit 
here by talking about coal, given that a lot of the coal workers travel up the hill to Collie, but coal is worth 
$258 million to the economy of Bunbury.  Many of the people who work on the Collie hill at Worsley Alumina 
live in the greater Bunbury region.  On any given morning it is not unusual to see 20 or 30 cars parked in a 
certain location in Bunbury because the workers have car-pooled, which means that another 20 or 30 cars have 
gone up the Collie hill.  Worsley Alumina produces $1.1  billion worth of alumina a year, all of which is 
exported through the port of Bunbury.  That is about five times the value of coal production in the south west.   
When I talk about the port of Bunbury, we need to go back a bit.  Several years ago when I was on the Bunbury 
Tourism Board we re-badged the tourism aspect of Bunbury to bring in the port of Bunbury as a branding logo.  
That is very significant, because the port of Bunbury is very important to Bunbury’s welfare.  Most of the wealth 
that is created in the region is exported through the port of Bunbury.  Last year 420 000 tonnes of high-grade 
silicon sand was exported through the port of Bunbury.  Agriculture has taken a bit of a step back since the 
deregulation of the dairy industry because, as I have mentioned in this House on other occasions, that has led to a 
downsizing of dairy farms within the greater Bunbury region.  The greater Bunbury region also produces beef 
and, to a lesser extent, wine.  Recently the Premier and I travelled to Bunbury to open extensions to the Wespine 
Industries Pty Ltd factory.  Wespine, which is, as the name suggests, a pine processing plant, has a throughput of 
350 000 cubic metres a year.  The Government announced recently that the jarrah take should be 131 000 cubic 
metres a year.  To produce 350 000 cubic metres of pine is a huge amount of timber.  Wespine is a significant 
employer in the city of Bunbury and the greater Bunbury region.  The export of woodchips continues to play a 
part in Bunbury.  The quantity of red woodchips, as opposed to white woodchips, has gone down significantly in 
the past five years.  White woodchips, or mostly blue gum woodchips, now occupy pride of place in the Bunbury 
port.  Hansol Australia Pty Ltd has commenced building a chip-mill there.  Both the Minister for Agriculture, 
Forestry and Fisheries, Hon Kim Chance, and I were there at the turning of the sod, as was the Mayor of 
Bunbury and quite a few other dignitaries.  Work has commenced at that chip-mill, which will process between 
half a million and one million tonnes of woodchip a year, all to be exported to Korea.   
Another major industry in the port of Bunbury is the export annually of 200 000 cubic metres of whole pine logs.  
The Forest Products Commission has a surplus of pine logs that it attempted to sell to Wespine Industries Pty 
Ltd and WESFI Manufacturing Pty Ltd; however, those factories are currently working to capacity and cannot 
process them.  Recently the port of Bunbury held a small celebration when it was able for the first time to exceed 
12 million tonnes in throughput, comprising mostly alumina and mineral sands. 
Several issues have raised their head in the south west.  Focusing on Bunbury as the central pivotal point, mainly 
because all the people concerned work and live there, was the acquisition of water resources from the 
Yarragadee study.  I note that this week the minister granted an extension of six months for a report on that 
study.  The acquisition of those resources will not satisfy only the demands of people living in the south west.  
People have already tapped into the Yarragadee aquifer.  I have said on a number of occasions in this place that 
the Aqwest-Bunbury Water Board has a licence to draw nine gigalitres of water from the Yarragadee aquifer.  I 
think Busselton Water has a licence to draw in the region of six gigalitres; therefore, 15 gigalitres of water are 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 28 August 2003] 

 p10693b-10700a 
Mr Tony Dean; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan 

 [2] 

drawn currently from the Yarragadee aquifer in that region.  The use of that water resource in the foreseeable 
future will present a major public relations challenge to the Government, because the shires in the south west are 
not entirely on side with the Government.  I suppose they have a point in that they see their resource being 
exported to the metropolitan area.  One thing I would like to see, if and when the Yarragadee aquifer is explored 
and exploited, is the pipeline going past the Kemerton industrial area.  To all intents and purposes that area is a 
bit of a white elephant; it has not taken off and grabbed the imagination of people in the industry.  One reason for 
that is the shortage of potable water.  If the Yarragadee pipeline makes its way to Perth, it will go past the 
Kemerton industrial estate.  Water is a vital ingredient in industrial development.  Water therefore is one of the 
main resources of the south west.  Hopefully, this year, with the quantities of surface water in the dams, that 
resource will be replenished. 
Shopping hours as an issue raised its ugly head several months ago, mainly in the metropolitan area; it is not an 
issue in the south west.  The Shire of Dardanup, in the seat of Mitchell, has seven-day trading and I believe it has 
on its books the capacity for 24-hour trading.  In fact, Woolworths (WA) Pty Ltd has a rather large store at 
Eaton, which trades seven days a week and is popular with people in that area.  I received a petition against an 
extension to seven-day trading hours containing more than 1 000 signatures.  The Premier and the Cabinet must 
be congratulated on the decision that they made.  I was at pains to point out to those people who signed the 
petition against the deregulation of shopping hours that it was not the prerogative of the Government to 
deregulate shopping hours in Bunbury; it is the job of the local council.   

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  Have you read the Act?   

Mr A.J. DEAN:  Yes.  That occurs with the approval of the minister.  The ball stops with the local shire councils.  
The Shire of Dardanup has taken that on board and has moved forward.  I believe deregulated trading is popular 
within the region.  The member for Mitchell might tell me how popular it is.  The Shire of Dardanup would have 
a fight on its hands if it tried to regulate shopping hours.  It is very popular.  I have visited the centre about three 
or four times on a Sunday afternoon in the past year to suss it out.  Admittedly, although Woolworths is very 
full, the rest of the centre is empty, which must be a bit of a pain for the landlord, the member’s ex-employer.  
Woolworths and the services it provides are particularly popular.  Shopping hours are not an issue in Bunbury.  
The city council was to review its position on them, but I do not think it has arrived at a position.  The pressure 
will come in the second week of February 2005, after we have passed our Bill to deregulate shopping hours.   

I cannot let this moment slip without talking about the visit to Bunbury by the Liberal Party during the month.  
The redrawing of the boundaries will affect me, as it will affect most members.  I will pick up a good swag of the 
old seat of Mitchell, including Carey Park, which is a good Labor part of Mitchell.  I am very grateful for that 
and have been doorknocking in the area since the Monday after the new boundaries were announced.  The 
people of Carey Park are very happy to see a local politician, and I am happy to visit there.  The Liberal Party 
visited a month or so ago to launch a regional policy involving a Department of the Premier and Cabinet 
presence in Bunbury.  It did not spell out exactly what that would be.  The other initiative it announced was the 
hoary chestnut of locating a government department in Bunbury.  It has not told the chosen department - it could 
be the Department of Education and Training, the Department of Health or the Police Service - that it will shift 
to Bunbury.  I guess it eventually will.  Such a move would dislocate 10 000 public servants.  It may happen in 
the future, but it is a hoary chestnut that arises when the Liberal Party is bereft of real ideas.   

The fascinating thing about the Liberal Party’s visit to Bunbury relates to the Golden West Network’s interview 
with the Leader of the Opposition about his policy of locating government departments and so forth in Bunbury.  
The journalists took the interview back to the studio but were so flabbergasted by it that they canned it.  They 
thought it was utter trash and did not show it on the news.  It says a lot about the quality of the policy the Leader 
of the Opposition announced in Bunbury that its announcement was taped by GWN and the tape subsequently 
trashed.  While in Bunbury the Liberals talked to a couple of leading people in the community about being 
candidates against me at the next election.  It is their business whether they want to run.  The feedback I am 
getting is that at this stage there is little inclination to run as a Liberal Party candidate in Bunbury.   

I refer to Carey Park, which I will pick up from the member for Mitchell.  It will be part of my electorate.  I am 
very endeared to the Carey Park Football and Sporting Club.  It is the club I support, mainly because my son has 
been playing league for it since he was 16.  It is on top of the South West Football League ladder.  I cannot let 
this moment go by without wishing it the best.  It has a good, cohesive club with much talent.  Over the next 
three years it will go the full distance.   

Mr M.P. Murray:  It is full of imports.  You ship them all in.   

Mr A.J. DEAN:  The member for Collie is being disrespectful by saying it is full of imports.  Mick Murray and I 
went to Collie recently.  Whenever Collie and Carey Park meet, we hold the Mick Murray challenge cup.  For 
members who do not know, Mick is a very successful coach in the south west.  He coached the Collie Saints to a 
premiership and also coached Carey Park.  That is the connection between the Collie Saints and Carey Park.  
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Mick did a very good job at Carey Park.  He took on the job at short notice and revitalised the club.  The member 
for Collie and I have a competition.  Each time we meet, which is several times a year, we put $500 into a mug.  
The winner takes all.  This year the score is 1-1.  We each have $500.  I guess the money helps to pay for those 
imports to which the member referred.  It is good to see the member’s money paying for those imports.  Carey 
Park will go the distance this year and will meet Busselton in the grand final.  I do not think South Bunbury or 
Bunbury have the goods this year.   

Bunbury will be a difficult seat to win once again.  We have crunched the numbers and found that there are 
fewer than 100 votes in it.  Provided the Gallop Government progresses as it has done - it is well liked in 
Bunbury - in 18 months we will see the return of the Gallop Government and, hopefully, once again Bunbury 
will have a Labor member.  There is a myth that whichever party wins the seat of Bunbury wins government.  
However, the history books show that throughout the Bert Hawke years, when he was Premier, Bunbury had a 
Liberal member. 

I have provided a snapshot of what is happening in Bunbury and I have talked about the direction in which I 
hope it will head over the next 18 months.  When members are in the south west next time, they should not 
bypass Bunbury, otherwise they will miss a great little secret.   

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Mitchell - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.31 pm]:  I will raise a couple 
of matters in a general discussion on the Loan Bill.  I will pick up on a matter the member for Bunbury raised 
earlier with regard to the Bunbury Port Authority.  The member for Bunbury intimated that the port authority has 
been very successful as a trading enterprise.  He mentioned that the volume of throughput has now reached some 
12 million tonnes, principally through alumina and mineral sands exports in the inner and outer harbours of 
Bunbury.  I do not think anyone doubts that the Bunbury Port Authority runs one of the most efficient ports in 
not only Western Australia but also Australia.   

The port authority has had a history of supporting the local community.  It sponsors a number of events, awards 
and so forth.  In the past, it had a fairly good corporate profile in the Bunbury community.  However, recently 
there have been growing concerns in Bunbury about the port authority’s activities.  Although the port authority 
has a very responsible economic charter, people are beginning to ask whether it is fulfilling its broader 
responsibilities to the south west community.   

There is no doubt that if Bunbury is to prosper and enjoy the fruits of economic development in a number of 
industries, it needs an effective transport link to international trade.  The Bunbury Port Authority offers that link 
to a number of industries.  I am one of a number of people who firmly believe that the port authority has 
tremendous potential to grow in the future.  However, we must be mindful that balanced against that is the fact 
that a government agency of this nature - the port authority was established by legislation that passed through 
this Parliament - must live up to its broader responsibilities to the community in the south west and, in particular, 
to the people living close to the port.   

A number of concerns have been raised in recent times and most of them have been well and truly publicised in 
the local media.  One is the question of airborne pollution, which is affecting residents in East Bunbury and now 
also residents in the Marsden Hill area.  I have spoken to a number of residents, particularly in East Bunbury, 
who without a doubt are suffering clearly as a result of airborne pollution emanating from the port.  This has 
raised concerns among a number of people about whether adequate effort is being expended by the port authority 
to try to alleviate the problems.  When people who come back from a couple of weeks holiday in the eastern 
States find that the car in their carport is caked in white dust and they can literally run their fingers through it, 
one must wonder whether the dust suppression facilities and processes at the port authority really are up to 
speed.  However, what is really griping a lot of people is not so much the fact that there seems to be a problem 
with airborne pollution but the attitude of representatives of the port authority to whom they report it.  A number 
of people have indicated to me that they have gone to the port authority, and it appears that representatives of the 
port authority have not been as responsive as they should have been.  In fact, some people have indicated they 
have been darned right arrogant.  That is just one matter in relation to the port authority that indicates the need 
for the community to be able to have confidence in the measures taken at the port to suppress airborne pollution 
and to minimise other problems, particularly the emission of noise and so on from the port area.  People need to 
know that the statutory authority that runs the export of produce from the south west is not only operating 
efficiently in an economic sense but also carrying out its activities for the betterment of the local community.   

Another issue that has been on the boil for a couple of years relates to the port authority’s decision to close off 
access to its waterways to people who wish to fish in the port and in the waters immediately adjacent to the port 
area.  It is no exaggeration to say that the port authority has simply fenced off those areas.  In the past many 
people, not just those from Bunbury but also people who travel from Collie and other areas throughout the south 
west, enjoyed going to the port authority area to catch some bait fish and also to socialise with other fishermen 
who use the same facility.  It was particularly beneficial for elderly people and people with disabilities because 
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they could access those areas quite easily.  Indeed, when the ships were not in, elderly people could be seen 
underneath the wharf in one area, taking cover from the sun and merrily fishing away to their contentment.  I 
acknowledge that there was some vandalism in the area.  I have had meetings with representatives of the port 
authority and I am aware that they claim that some quite significant damage had been caused to some buildings 
and so on in the port authority vicinity.  However, one must wonder whether a total clampdown on fishing in the 
area is the way to go about fixing the problem.  It is more of a bandaid solution.  Rather than try to fix the 
problem, the port authority has fixed the symptom simply by fencing off the whole area, so that the one per cent 
of people who cause all the damage create a huge inconvenience for the 99 per cent of people who do the right 
thing and simply go to the port area to carry out their fishing activities.  I understand there also could be some 
public liability issues and so on, but those matters are not insurmountable.  I acknowledge that the port authority 
has responded to an extent.  I organised a public meeting some time ago in the Shire of Dardanup council 
chambers, and the port authority ultimately agreed to build a fishing platform at an area known locally as “the 
cut”.  That has proved to be quite successful and very popular with fishermen in the area.  Nonetheless, there is 
still a situation in which one of the largest expanses of water in the greater Bunbury area is now closed off to 
fishing entirely.  On reflection, my sympathies lie with the people who have expressed concern and would like to 
see this area opened up.   

Thinking about that, one has only to consider the situation in Fremantle where the port area is open to the public 
and people are encouraged to visit.  It contains tourism facilities.  A whole wharf area is converted into a tourism 
facility.  I have visited Fremantle and been aboard submarines and visiting naval ships.  There is a tremendous 
interaction between the economic aspects of the Fremantle port and the community as a whole.  Quite frankly, I 
cannot see why the port of Bunbury should be any different and why it should not open its gates to the 
community and be proud of what it has.  Someone suggested to me that in the future there might be the potential 
for tourism facilities at the port of Bunbury.  Someone said that it would be marvellous to go along to a family 
restaurant overlooking the port and to watch the ships.  I agree, and I believe that the port lends itself to that sort 
of activity.   

The more people use a public open space or recreational facility, the more people self-police the area and 
consequently the less vandalism occurs.  This happened on the Leschenault peninsula.  Bureaucrats at one stage 
wanted to close the area to four-wheel drive vehicles.  It was pointed out to them that if they closed it to 
everyone, the only people who would go in there would be the one per cent who rip up the dunes and ruin the 
whole area, whereas if everyone were allowed in there, responsible people would ensure that the area was self-
policed.  That happens to this day. 

I echo the sentiments of many people in the local community who would like to see the area opened up for 
recreational fishing.  The shadow minister for transport has offered to look at the situation when she is next in 
Bunbury and talk to representatives on both sides of the fence, if I may use the pun, to try to work out whether 
under a Liberal Government we might see some commonsense and access to the port waters once again.  That 
would be tremendous for Bunbury. 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I look forward to visiting. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I am delighted to hear that.  I hope the member brings her fishing rod with her.  
She will undoubtedly have much more luck than I do. 

The third matter to do with the port authority concerns Leschenault Homestead.  Locals know the homestead 
building very well.  It is located near the entrance to the existing port.  It is steeped in history.  Indeed, the 
Bunbury-Leschenault area has a very proud heritage.  As members would know, it was the genesis for social 
development in that area by the settlers who arrived in Western Australia all those years ago.  The area contains 
a number of heritage assets, of which Leschenault Homestead would have to be one of the foremost.  A number 
of serious mistakes have been made in the past in Bunbury, particularly in the central business district where 
some magnificent heritage buildings have been knocked down and replaced, usually by some fairly bland 
buildings with very little architectural merit.  Heritage buildings that were reminiscent of the past have been 
swept aside.  We do not want to see that happen to Leschenault Homestead, if that is at all possible.   

Without going into all the detail, we are essentially at a stalemate at the moment.  Members of the community 
are intent on preserving Leschenault Homestead and the Bunbury Port Authority wants to move it elsewhere.  
The difficulty is that it is a very old, dilapidated building.  The shadow Minister for Heritage, together with the 
national director of the Australian Heritage Commission, kindly came to the area and visited the building.  It is 
quite clear that the present state of the building means that it could not be simply lifted and moved.  The question 
arises: do we need to move the building in the first instance?  The Bunbury Port Authority is adamant that it 
should be moved, and the Bunbury Chamber of Commerce has said that it should be moved.  Everyone seems 
intent on moving it nearer to the central business district in Koombana Bay.  Having heard both sides of the 
argument, I am not convinced that the building has to be moved.  I say that because I have in my possession an 
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early plan that indicates how the Bunbury port might be expanded in the future.  As many members would be 
aware, the Bunbury port is probably less than half its final capacity.  It has enormous scope for growth and that 
growth will be inland.  When the port is eventually expanded - that could be in 20 or 50 years, we do not know - 
it will extend past the site of Leschenault Homestead.  The early plan to which I referred a moment ago shows 
the port extension moving inland and then doglegging away from the Leschenault Homestead.  However, recent 
plans put forward by the Bunbury Port Authority show the harbour extension as a straight extension based on the 
existing port design.  That will take the wharf area close to the current location of Leschenault Homestead.  I 
would like to know whether the port can be expanded efficiently and sensibly without impacting on the 
Leschenault Homestead.  At one meeting with port authority representatives, we were told that that was not the 
case, that it would be too costly to put a dogleg into the design and that it was necessary to expand the port 
straight through and adjacent to Leschenault Homestead.  I have not seen any evidence why that should be the 
case, nor have I seen any independent assessments.  The relevance of that is simple.  If it is possible to expand 
the port so that it can operate efficiently and economically without impacting on Leschenault Homestead, 
perhaps we do not need to move the homestead.  For many reasons, it is important to consider whether the 
homestead should be moved and to get an independent assessment of whether it has to be moved.  I say that 
because recent and relevant information has been revealed by Mr Tom Perrigo, the head of the National Trust of 
Australia (WA).  I referred to him earlier as the head of the national council but he is the head of the National 
Trust of Australia.  An article in today’s South Western Times reads -  

Trust chief executive officer Tom Perrigo said this week up to $400,000 was urgently needed to repair 
the homestead which would be “totally destroyed” if it was moved.   

Mr Perrigo has asked the Bunbury Port Authority, which wants to move the historical building to a site 
in Koombana Drive to make way for expansion of the Inner Harbour, for permission to lease the 
homestead for 10 years during which time the building could be repaired.   

The article continues -  

“What I have said to the (port authority board) is invest money now to make the homestead structurally 
secure and then if you do move it there might be some wastage but it will be minimal.   

“If you move it now the homestead will be wrecked.” 

The state head of the National Trust of Australia has stated that if that magnificent heritage asset is moved, it will 
be wrecked.  It begs the question: does it need to be moved?  At the moment I am not aware of any independent 
assessment to indicate that it absolutely definitely has to be moved.  That is the first point I make.  

[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The other point is whether the homestead will be damaged if it is moved now.  
Today we have confirmation from the head of the National Trust of Australia that that most definitely will be the 
case.  Where do we go from here?  Very simply, I believe it is time for the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure to intervene.  The minister is in the Chamber today.  I am delighted that she will hear my 
comments directly.  I will call on her to intervene.  Some people believe that the minister cannot intervene 
because port authorities are independent statutory bodies and, therefore, run their own shows.  Section 32 of the 
Port Authorities Act 1999, under the heading of “Control of the port”, reads - 

Subject to any direction given by the Minister, a port authority has exclusive control of the port.   

I accept that the port authority gets on with the job and has exclusive control of what happens at the port.  
However, I stress that the provision refers to “subject to any direction given by the minister”.  Section 72 of the 
Port Authorities Act, under the heading “Minister may give directions”, reads - 

(1) The Minister may give directions in writing to a port authority with respect to the performance 
of its functions, either generally or in relation to a particular matter, and, subject to section 73, 
the port authority is to give effect to any such direction.   

(2) The Minister must cause the text of any direction under subsection (1) to be laid before each 
House of Parliament or dealt with under section 133 - 

(a) within 14 days after the direction is given; . . .  

Section 73 simply deals with when such directions from the minister will take effect.  Therefore, the legislation 
gives the minister unqualified power to intervene in such cases and direct the port authority on the action it 
should take.  I suggest to the minister in a constructive and positive way that perhaps it is time for the minister to 
intervene and undertake an independent assessment of the port authority’s situation in relation to its expansion 
plans. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You’ll not take a simple interjection.   
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Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I will in a minute, minister, as I want to make my point and I am running out 
of time.   

Following this independent assessment, we will know once and for all whether it is possible to expand the port 
without impacting on the Leschenault Homestead.  That would be the end of the issue once and for all.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Can I put a couple of points to you?   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister is busting to - go on. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Under your Government, you signed off on a proposal in which Leschenault Homestead 
was removed.  You should be honest about that.  Secondly, it may well be possible to expand the port activity 
and leave the homestead there, but the availability of the homestead then to the public will be severely 
compromised because it will come within a port operations area.  Therefore, it might not necessarily mean that 
the homestead needs to be demolished, but public access to that area will be reduced.  It is important.  I have 
been through it - it’s a great building. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I understand the minister’s point.  I was not aware that the previous 
Government signed off on that proposal.  We made mistakes in government.  If we signed off on that proposition 
in government, I would not have supported it had I known about it.  As mistakes are made in the past, one does 
not want to relive them.  Some magnificent buildings in Bunbury were bowled over in the past, and I do not 
know who was in government at the time; it was probably successive Governments - Liberal and Labor.  People 
in Bunbury do not want to see the same mistakes made again.  

In relation to the minister’s second point, I have heard the argument that if the port expanded, public 
accessibility to the homestead would be a problem.  Frankly, that is a nonsense argument.  It is all well and good 
to say that it will be in a port operations area, but the expansion of the port has not been designed or happened .  
It could be designed to incorporate the use of the Leschenault Homestead.  We do not know.  No-one has had the 
fortitude to say that we should have an independent look at it.  Let us not push the port authority’s barrow or the 
heritage side of things.  Let us look at it objectively and independently.  Can we save the Leschenault Homestead 
and leave it where it is?  Can we make it a great asset of the port area?   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Who would you suggest do that?  What sort of person would you believe could do that?   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  If the minister will take the proposal seriously - I hope she will - I am more 
than happy to have people talk to her and make suggestions on who could do that assessment.  I have spoken to 
Tom Perrigo and others about it previously.  I am indebted to the member for Greenough for making 
arrangements when he came down to look at the situation.  There is no problem finding someone to look at 
matters independently.  We need someone to keep the authority honest on this matter.  I understand where the 
minister’s advice on this matter is coming from.  I suggest we cut through the ice and get an independent 
assessment.  If it is at all possible to leave Leschenault Homestead where it is and still allow the port to develop, 
everyone will win.  I cannot see what is wrong with that.  Concerning the minister’s point about its being in a 
port operations area, as I said, the answer is twofold: firstly, when it is time to expand the port the expansion 
would be designed around the Leschenault Homestead and may even be a feature of the port expansion.  I 
alluded earlier to the example of Fremantle.  People are encouraged to go on to the wharf where there are 
tourism facilities and so on.  The opposite is the case in Bunbury.  A chain mail fence runs all the way around the 
port.  My mother’s ashes were distributed in the port and I cannot visit the area.  People cannot fish from the 
wharf and so on.  That is the main difficulty.  At the moment, the port does not seem to be working with the local 
community to see whether there can be a win-win situation. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Have you spoken to the port authority about this? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Yes.  We have had meetings with its representatives and so on.  They seem 
tunnel-visioned on this.  In fairness, I have told the proponents pursuing restoration and preservation of the 
Leschenault Homestead that, if an independent assessment shows that the only way to expand the port is to move 
the homestead, I will look them in the eye and say sorry, it has to be moved.  That is when we have to take on 
board the advice of Mr Perrigo that the homestead needs to be upgraded before it can be moved.  I must stress 
that there is no rush; there is no hurry at all.  I am not aware of any proposal on the books to expand the Bunbury 
port.  There are no detailed design plans; that would take years to resolve.  It could be 50 years before the port is 
expanded into that area.  There is plenty of time.  In the meantime it is important to preserve that magnificent 
building.  Wearing one of her other hats, the minister might be able to determine whether state government 
funding could be found to provide some interim restoration so that the building does not simply expire.  As Mr 
Perrigo has indicated, there are sources of funding available.  I have spoken to him in person.  He seemed 
confident that funds could be found to assist with the restoration of the building.   
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Let us learn from the mistakes of the past and do our best to protect and preserve the building.  If at all possible, 
let us keep it on the existing site.  I am a Liberal; I am pro-development.  I want to see the port authority push 
ahead and as much throughput in the port as possible.  I want to see tremendous economic and industrial 
investment in the south west.  If that can be achieved while preserving that magnificent old building, it will be an 
absolute win-win situation.   

While I am on my feet I will pay tribute to all those who are putting in a lot of time over this matter.  I 
acknowledge the work of the representatives of the port authority.  I understand they have a job to do but I would 
like an independent assessment of the situation.  Most of all, I acknowledge people involved in the Bunbury 
Built Heritage Group.  I take off my hat to a former Labor member of Parliament, Phil Smith, who is very active 
in the group and is one of a number of people who have pushed for the preservation of the homestead.  I 
particularly thank the Johnson and Golan families for their advice on this matter.  I hope sincerely that I can live 
up to their expectations and am able to use this Parliament as a forum to try to achieve a sensible outcome.  
Ultimately, I would like to see the Leschenault Homestead stay at its existing location and for the port to develop 
around that location.  The other thing I mentioned earlier is very important.  In conjunction with this it would be 
good to see an independent assessment of the operations of the port authority to ensure that it is doing the most it 
possibly can to minimise the impact of airborne and noise pollution on nearby residents and to pull down the 
fencing that wraps around the port so that, once again, people can use the waterways and so on.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Are you aware of the International Maritime Organisation’s requirement that any port that 
wants to trade internationally needs to have a vastly improved security plan and, unfortunately, that it is likely 
that ports will have to move towards less access rather than more access? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  We have a front page for The West Australian tomorrow!  Is the minister in 
effect saying that she will close off Fremantle?   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  What I am saying is that there is likely to be less access rather than more access, 
regrettably. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  All I am saying is that the people in Bunbury want the same thing as the 
people in Fremantle - nothing more, nothing less. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  The live sheep trade - is that what they want? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  We want access to the port.  It is as simple as that.  If the minister can follow 
that through we would be grateful.  Let us have an independent assessment of the situation.  Let us look at 
whether the port is doing everything possible to minimise airborne and noise pollution locally.  Let us rip down 
the fencing and have the port operate the same way the Fremantle port operates.  Let us do our best to keep the 
Leschenault Homestead on that site and allow the port to develop so that we can foster economic growth in the 
region for years to come.  That is all I ask of the minister. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Am I to take it that you are not happy with the way the port is being managed? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  As I said earlier, the port is being managed very efficiently.  It is one of the 
most efficient ports in Australia.  We need to balance that and make sure the port is living up to its full 
responsibilities in the local community.  The minister is in the hot seat.  I have just demonstrated that she has the 
power, under the Port Authorities Act 1999, to take some action and to undertake an independent assessment of 
the matter, because I firmly believe, as do other people in the community, that there really is a win-win situation 
here.  We can have economic growth and development, and we can protect this magnificent old building and, 
who knows, people in Bunbury might actually be able to throw their fishing lines back in the water again.  The 
minister must agree: if that can be achieved it is worth striving for. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  We have certainly made access to the ports part of our initiative. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Ms A.J. MacTiernan (Minister for Planning and Infrastructure). 
 


