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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.00 pm]:  I move - 

That the house do now adjourn. 

Traffic Infringements - Adjournment Debate 

HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [9.59 pm]:  I am glad that the Leader of the House is present at 
this time, together with so many other members, because I want to raise a couple of matters with the 
government.  I hope that I will have some sort of response.  I have not had much response to the relatively few 
matters that I have raised in recent times in speaking to the adjournment debate, which is disappointing, because 
I do not make a habit of frequently addressing the house during the adjournment debate.  However, when I do, it 
is because I think something needs to be brought to attention. 

These matters that I want to raise both relate to the way in which we treat our motorists and other road users.  I 
invite the government to consider what I am about to say and to perhaps query the way in which we are going 
about business.  Maybe there is a better way of doing things.  I believe that both of the examples that I am about 
to raise are good examples of situations in which we are doing things that are not necessarily going to achieve 
the outcome that we are seeking to achieve. 

In the first example, I refer to the question of traffic infringements.  At about noon on 8 November last year, a 
constituent of mine drove past a Multanova on some road near Pinjarra.  He was clocked at 69 kilometres an 
hour in a 60-kilometre-an-hour zone in a rural area.  That was on 8 November.  On 26 March this year, he went 
overseas with his wife for a holiday, returning on 2 June.  On 11 April, while he was away on holidays, an 
infringement notice was issued for that offence in November last year.  When he returned on 2 June, this 
infringement notice was waiting for him.  He immediately filled in the bit on the bottom with his credit card 
details, and sent it off to pay his $50 fine.  That was on 2 June.  It was stamped as received by the infringement 
people on 5 June.  However, on the same day that it was received by the police, my constituent also received 
another document from them called a final demand notice, pointing out that he had not paid in the time required 
his $50 fine, and now he had to pay another $13 in costs.  He then received another letter from the infringement 
payment centre, dated 5 June - it was a more rapid turnaround this time; it was the same day as the centre 
received his payment - sending back his $50 and saying, “Sorry; we’ve already issued you with an infringement 
notice for $63, because you have to pay $13 extra in costs.”  He got on to the payment centre and said, “Look, 
here’s the story.  I was away overseas.  The day I got back I sent you the jolly payment.  Here’s some 
mitigation.”  What does the payment centre want him to do for this $13?  It now wants him to take his passport, 
his tickets, his baggage chits and anything else he has up to East Perth to try to sort this out.  A person would not 
want to be walking on the footpath outside the infringement centre, because commonsense has been drop-kicked 
out the window of that building, and that person might be hit by it as he walks past! 

My constituent will sort that out.  There is a bit of principle involved.  He is quite happy to pay the $50, but he is 
going to go to considerable trouble for himself and the department, mucking around with the extra $13.  
Somewhere along the line someone could have said, “Fair enough, sir; $50 it is.”  Someone somewhere must be 
able to make these sorts of decisions.  However, in particular, without having to get photographic evidence of 
passports and all the rest of it in situations such as this, someone should be able to save the state a lot more 
money than it would cost by wasting everyone’s time and effort chasing up an amount of $13 that does not 
matter, particularly when it took the infringement people how many months to issue the wretched infringement 
notice in the first place.  If it is an 8 November offence, it should not take until 11 April the next year to issue a 
$50 fine for driving at nine kilometres over the speed limit in a 60-kilometre-an-hour zone on a rural road in 
Pinjarra.  Therefore, I make the point that that is too much of a backlog.  Obviously, the infringement people are 
not coping, and they are getting caught up with the minutiae.  Clearly, something is wrong there.  Either they 
will have to catch up or they will just get further behind, and we will have more of these anomalies.  However, it 
is a bit rough when the government can take five months or more to fine a person, but if that person is overseas 
when the fine arrives, it can cause all sorts of problems. 
The other matter I will quickly raise relates to a trucking matter.  This trucking operative - he actually used some 
other language, but I will not go there - was driving a heavy vehicle on the Nullarbor on 4 June, I think it was, or 
whatever day the Foundation Day public holiday was.  Similar to other truckies, he came up to a roadblock near 
Eucla, and his truck and his load were examined minutely.  We do need decent compliance services.  I am not 
complaining about that, and he is not complaining about that either.  According to my trucking constituent, his 
vehicle passed that examination with flying colours.  I was not a fly on the wall, but it was reported to me that 
the policeman then said - some policemen seem to do this - “However, you weren’t wearing a seatbelt, so here’s 
an infringement notice.”  That strikes me as a bit of stick when perhaps a bit of carrot might have been indicated, 
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when the driver had passed the exam and was in the middle of Woop Woop with a truck that was not speeding 
and was not being driven recklessly or carelessly, and the load was properly stowed and all the rest of it.  
However, the policeman had to get him for something so he thought, “Let’s hit him with not wearing a seatbelt.” 
This truckie is very tall, and he has a problem with the old-fashioned-style seatbelt in his truck.  Because he is 
tall - Hon Ken Travers could relate to this - he must have the seat set low, which means that the strap of the 
seatbelt rubs on his face and his neck when he is in the seat.  Also, they are air-operated seats, but he has the old 
seatbelts that are anchored to the floor of the cab.  Therefore, if he goes over a dip, the seat goes down, and when 
it comes up, it triggers the belt, trapping him there.  For those reasons, since 1994 the government had had a bit 
of a moratorium on pinging truckies in that situation for not wearing seatbelts, and reasonably so.  However, in 
2005, the government did away with that moratorium, and now it is pinging them for it.  This truck is the same 
one that this person has been driving for years, and it passed inspections, as I said, on 4 June.  This person was 
hit with an infringement for not wearing a seatbelt.  So what, people might think.  He was fined $500, and 
because it was a public holiday - I asked a question about this earlier in question time - he received eight demerit 
points.  How long will a person last as a long-distance truck driver when he is being pinged eight demerit points 
at a time for not wearing his seatbelt?  If a person grows two cannabis plants, he is pinged for $250, and no 
demerit points.  This seems over the top.  I say to the Leader of the House, with respect, that perhaps it is time 
that we took a long, hard look at what we are really achieving with the double-demerit policy and whether we are 
getting the outcomes that we really want to obtain.   

Death of Lawrence Dix - Adjournment Debate 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan) [10.10 pm]:  I stand tonight because I have been asked to 
make some comments on behalf of Stephen and Annette Dix.  On 1 April 2007, their 19-year-old son Lawrence 
Dix was murdered in his home in front of two of his brothers, Jonathan, who is 14, and Robert, who is 12.  The 
impact that Lawrence’s death has had on his three brothers - Michael being the third - and his parents, Stephen 
and Annette, has been devastating.  Unfortunately, the despair that has consumed the lives of the Dix family 
since Lawrence’s death has been compounded by the complete lack of compassion on the part of the Department 
of Education and Training.  Mr Dix has been an employee of DET for 25 years.  Last week, to his credit, the 
Minister for Education and Training acknowledged that DET has some serious management problems.  The 
response of DET to the death of Lawrence reflects this serious mismanagement.  On 21 May 2007, I received a 
copy of a letter that Stephen Dix sent to the then Acting Director General of DET, Sharyn O’Neill.  It states - 

The Director General 
WA Department of Education and Training 
151 Royal St, 
East Perth WA 6004 

Dear Ms O’Neill, 

I am writing to express my complete disgust with the Department of Education and Training for the 
lack of care, support and compassion that should have been provided to myself and my family. 

My son Lawrence Dix was murdered on the 1st April 2007 in front of his two younger brothers Jonathan 
(Aged 14) and Robert (Aged 12) in our family home in Dalyellup.  Lawrence was aged 19 years and 5 
months. 

My family and I have been utterly devastated by Lawrence’s death and have been struggling to come to 
terms with this senseless act.  We are experiencing incredible difficulty coping with life on a day to day 
basis. 

I am expressing this grievance because I am a departmental employee on Long Service Leave who as 
yet have not been contacted by any DET representative to be offered any support whatsoever.  It has 
been seven weeks since Lawrence’s murder and I feel totally abandoned and ashamed to belong to your 
department which seems to care so little for me as its employee.  I have received a sympathy card from 
the Bunbury District Education Office which is very kind but is cold comfort for me at this time. 

I find this lack of Duty of Care to me - a long standing employee of 25 years - completely outrageous.  I 
have not been in any fit emotional or psychological state to be proactive in this horrible and debilitating 
situation, and would have appreciated some type of support from the many professionals employed by 
your department.  I find it amazing that the Department has excellent strategies to support school 
students in these situations but has not engaged any such process to support me at this time. 
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My family and I would benefit from services such as grief counseling, knowing that these services are 
available.  I would also like to be advised on how I can preserve my Long Service Leave to take sick or 
other more appropriate leave of which I have in excess of 180 days of leave accrued. 

He provides some personal contact details.  The letter concludes - 

Yours utterly disgruntled 

Stephen Dix 
20-May-07 
cc. Mr Mark McGowan (Minister for Education and Training) 
cc. Mr Paul Omodei (Leader State Liberal Party) 

I have spoken with Stephen and Annette Dix.  It is difficult to describe the helplessness I felt when discussing 
the loss of their son with them, suffice to say that nothing that I, nor anyone for that matter, could possibly 
provide to them would even remotely ease their pain.  At that time both Stephen and Annette were legitimately 
angry with DET and urged me to publicly air their situation and accompanying frustration.  After several 
discussions we collectively agreed to wait in anticipation of a response from DET.  None was forthcoming.  
However, on 1 June 2007, they received a letter from the office of the Minister for Education and Training, 
which states - 

Mr Stephen Dix - 

I will not provide the address - 

Dear Mr Dix 

Thank for your correspondence received in this office on 22 May 2007, regarding the lack of Duty of 
Care by the Department after the death of your son Lawrence. 

We would like to express our sympathy and condolences to you and your family during this sad time. 

Your correspondence has been forwarded to the Department of Education and Training for a direct 
response. 

Yours sincerely 
ANNE POLSKI 
EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

It could be safely assumed that after Mr Dix received this letter, DET would act with regard to the request from 
Stephen.  However, that was not the case.  Consequently, 10 days later, after having received no reply, Stephen 
sent another letter to Sharyn O’Neill, which states - 

The Director General 
WA Department of Education and Training 
151 Royal St, 
East Perth WA 6004 

Dear Ms O’Neill, 

It’s been 3 weeks since I sent you my last letter and 10 weeks since the murder of our eldest son 
Lawrence Dix.  I still have not been contacted by a representative from the Department of Education 
and Training, and I’m extremely disappointed by this inaction. 

Despite this, I have sought grief counselling for myself and my family at my own expense.  The 
counselor has drawn a physical analogy to describe our psychological trauma which I would like to 
share:  She equates what we’ve been through as having a 1 full and 3 partial amputations!  The full 
amputation being the murder of our son Lawrence, two partial amputations because our two youngest 
boys witnessed the murder, and one partial amputation because it occurred in our home. 

In addition, my second son Michael has contemplated suicide, my 2 youngest sons (Jonathan and 
Robert) are showing symptoms of Post Traumatic Stress Syndrome and my wife and I are heading for 
nervous breakdowns. 

We have decided to sell our home.  We thought we might be able to adjust to the events that occurred in 
our home but we find living here harder and harder to cope with.  We have to leave our home because 
our family won’t heal if we don’t. 
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I find the lack of Duty of Care towards me completely outrageous and baffling.  I continue to feel 
abandoned by your department and am unable to approach this issue without feeling sick to the stomach 
and ashamed to think I committed 25 years of my life to an employer who does not care.  I am however 
very proud of the support and assistance I have provided to students and the community during this 
time. 

I would appreciate some support from the many professionals employed or contracted by the 
department.  Please do not ask staff from the Bunbury District to make contact as I fear they would get 
an extremely hostile reception from me given they have been aware of my circumstances since 1 April 
2007. 

I have enclosed a doctors certificate for sick/bereavement leave for 6 weeks.  I request that you approve 
this leave and make the necessary arrangements to postpone then re-instate my Long Service Leave 
until after this sick leave (and any subsequent leave) expires. 

He then provides some personal contact details.  It concludes - 

Yours . . .  

Stephen Dix. 
10-June-07 
cc. Mr Mark McGowan (Minister for Education and Training) 
cc. Mr Paul Omodei (Leader State Liberal Party) 

This is obviously a desperate cry for help from a devastated father.  Why on earth can the Department of 
Education and Training not show some semblance of compassion?  Why can it not provide a grain of 
understanding or loyalty to an employee who has given 25 years of service?  Has our education department 
become so dysfunctional that it has no humanitarian substance whatsoever?  This tragic circumstance is a sad 
indictment on the Department of Education and Training.  Having said that, I plead to the government to address 
this as a matter of urgency.  Please show some compassion and support Stephen, Annette, Michael, Jonathan and 
Robert Dix. 

Whitby Falls Residents - Adjournment Debate 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan) [10.16 pm]:  That was very sobering.   

I am quite thrilled to talk about the fact that the Whitby Falls men have finally made it home.  Despite the odds, 
yesterday the remaining five men took possession of the keys to Jacaranda House, which is their $1 million 
home at Mt Nasura.  The acquisition of their six-bedroom home was the culmination of a seven-year struggle by 
the men, their families and the staff who pushed against the indifference of successive governments to provide 
appropriate housing for the men.  It is a great triumph for them because they all have mental and intellectual 
disabilities.  They have triumphed against the most shameful neglect by successive governments and have 
suffered physical, sexual and emotional abuse.  However, none of that abuse was more devastating than that 
dished out to them by the Labor Party and in particular by Mr Martin Whitely, then Minister Bob Kucera and, to 
a lesser degree, the current Minister for Health, Jim McGinty. 

In April 2000, these men, along with a number of other residents, had just completed a 15-month comprehensive 
futures planning process for each of the residents at the 100-year-old asylum.  They commenced the transitional 
rehabilitation program with their families’ support to equip them to move into the new homes that were planned 
to be built.  The Labor Party, in the form of Martin Whitely, who was an ALP candidate at that time, turned up to 
the meetings.  He did not disclose who he was at a number of the sessions that were being run by the staff, 
including me at the time.  He suggested that he was a member of the Seamen’s Union of Australasia.  He may 
well have been a member of that union, but he did not disclose that he was a Labor candidate at the time.  He 
secretly attended the meetings and completely destabilised the process that was taking place at the time.  He 
made up stories about the need to get the men off the Whitby Falls land so that mineral sands mining could take 
place there.  As I said, he completely destabilised the process that was taking place at that time. 

Subsequently, with the Labor Party’s assistance, he got the then leader of the Labor Party to vow to keep the 
men at the hostel and promised a $500 000 revamp of the building if the Labor Party won the upcoming election.  
It is known that the 2001 election was won by Labor, and immediately these men were abandoned.  In the three 
years from 2001 until 2004, I believe that no minister, Premier or local member of Parliament visited the Whitby 
Falls hostel.  Some sort of a token committee was set up, which made some recommendations, but nothing else 
happened after that.  Martin Whitely, their local member of Parliament at that stage, completely lost interest in 
these men and their plight.  The then Minister for Health, Bob Kucera, was clearly out of his depth, and the new 
Minister for Health who took over part way through this process was just plain tardy and had no real 
appreciation of what these men had lost.  The families have made claims that they were lied to, that residents 
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were moved against their will and that their relatives were mistreated.  Luckily for them, and an absolute saving 
grace to them, the promises that were made to them were actually captured on videotape.  It was as a result of the 
capture of that information on video that the situation for these men started to turn around; however, basically 
they were out of sight and out of mind.  The disgust and dismay at the way in which the government was treating 
these men was the galvanising force for my entry to Parliament.  When I worked with these men they were 
riding high with hopes and dreams for a better life.  My involvement with these men has been for more than 10 
years.  I went back to visit the men at Whitby Falls in 2005 shortly after I became a member of Parliament.  I 
have asked a series of questions in this place, about 13 in total, put notices of urgency motions on the notice 
paper and made a statement condemning the government’s inaction.  The men had severely regressed. 
Hon Kim Chance:  Did you not say that they have just been rehoused? 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  Please let me go to the end. 
Hon Kim Chance:  Did the state government rehouse them? 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  Ask me at the end, because I will not get through this in time. 
The men had severely regressed, staff had been stood down amid allegations of physical abuse against these 
men, and I am personally aware of at least two allegations of sexual abuse against them.  These men have 
endured some horrible experiences that could have been prevented if Labor had not disrupted the process in 
2000.  Others died waiting for their homes. 
This new home, lovingly overseen by those who shared the men’s hopes for seven years, is an ideal size; it will 
house five people; it is in a fantastic location; it is upmarket; it is normal; and it is in a normal street.  It offers the 
Whitby Falls men the best chance of integration with and acceptance by the local community; the minister 
knows this.  Surely now he can see that a small, home-like facility in a normal street is the best way to go.  The 
government was shamed into providing this facility.  However, now that it is there, the government should use it 
as a benchmark for the other 200 community-supported residential units around Western Australia.  The Whitby 
men deserve to have their expectations of happiness fulfilled in their new homes, but so too do the other 200 
already on the planning books and the 250 people seeking accommodation in community-supported facilities.   

What did the Leader of the House want to ask me? 

Hon Kim Chance:  Have they been rehoused and did the state government rehouse them, as we promised we 
would? 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  The government has rehoused them. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Thank you. 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  However, let me tell the Leader of the House that they have been rehoused because 
the government was shamed by their videotape. 

Hon Kim Chance:  That is utter nonsense; you know it. 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  It was only after the videotape - 

Hon Kim Chance:  And you know that Martin Whitely worked his sole case out to get those people rehoused. 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  It was also because the number of questions and visits that I have taken - 

Hon Kim Chance:  What you have said here is an absolute fabrication; again. 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  It is not so; it is absolutely the truth, and the Leader of the House knows it.  I am 
thrilled for these gentlemen, because it is an amazing triumph against amazing odds.  However, the biggest 
difficulty that they had in getting moving from 2000 until 2007 - a seven-year struggle - was the apathy of this 
government to actually do something when it said it would do something.  It was an absolute shame.  The 
government has been brought into this - 

Hon Kim Chance:  It is really hard to do anything right in your eyes, isn’t it? 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  Pardon? 

Hon Kim Chance:  I mean, Martin Whitely went out on a limb for those people - 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  After he was shamed into it. 

Hon Kim Chance:  He went out on a limb, he’s got them rehoused and you come in here and just heap abuse on 
the man. 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  No; I am heaping abuse on your government -  
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Hon Kim Chance:  I think you are the most incredible person on earth. 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  - because these gentlemen deserved better than they had, and as a result of the 
government’s delaying and interrupting the process, these men had been subjected to years of abuse that they did 
not need to be subjected to.  They have finally made it, it is fantastic, and I am absolutely thrilled for them. 

Death of Lawrence Dix - Adjournment Debate 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [10.25 pm]:  I want to make some comments, not necessarily in 
response but related to the matters raised by Hon Peter Collier.  I suspect, like most members of this house, that 
it was a very sobering experience, as somebody said.  It was interesting for me personally to hear the comments 
of Hon Peter Collier.  Realising that Stephen Dix was a teacher, I am fairly sure that I have in the past met the 
Dixes through a mutual friend in Bunbury.  I am now fairly confident I have met them, although I suspected it in 
the past.  Now that this debate is on the public record, I want to say to Hon Peter Collier that I am more than 
happy to assist in trying to get the support that the Dixes should have received from the Department of Education 
and Training.  If Hon Peter Collier has contact numbers and the like, I would be more than happy to sit down 
with him outside the house, but as the matter is in the public realm it is appropriate to make this response in 
public.  Normally I would do it behind the Chair.  However, I did want to make the offer, as sometimes 
bureaucracies either do not respond appropriately or they do so too slowly.  It is one of those things that should 
remind all of us in this place that with issues such as these we should try to save the situation for the Dixes and 
others in future in those circumstances by working together, as I believe we as members of Parliament can 
behind the Chair.  I am more than happy to talk to the member about the discussions he has already had with the 
minister’s office or the department and whether he has had any responses from them.  The member did not go 
into that, but I am sure he has had responses.  I also make the offer that when members get those sorts of issues 
in future, they should feel free to talk to some of us on this side of the chamber, as we will be also more than 
happy to assist.  It was quite a heart-rending moment to realise that I had probably met them at a party of a friend 
some time ago, and it was even more emotional to realise the difficulties that they must be going through.  I 
therefore do make that offer on the public record to Hon Peter Collier and I will talk to him outside the chamber. 

Death of Lawrence Dix - Adjournment Debate 

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [10.27 pm]:  I was very pleased to hear Hon Ken Travers say that 
he would take up the cause of Annette and Steve Dix.  Steve taught my children when they went to Manjimup 
Senior High School.  He is indeed a very caring teacher, a very good teacher and one that I was proud that the 
children had.  Hon Barry House and Hon Nigel Hallett and I know Annette and Steve Dix.  Annette ran on our 
ticket for the upper house.  She was a very good community person when she was in Manjimup.  I think she was 
the community development officer down that way.  When a child dies, such as Lawrence did, sometimes people 
do not know how to react to the parents.  Perhaps they are feeling a little bit like that.  Teachers are human 
beings; principals of schools are human beings; and sometimes they do not know how to react to people who are 
grieving.  I would like to think that people would approach Annette and Steve and say that they knew Lawrence 
and remember him for the happy child that I remember him for when he was little.  I certainly did not know him 
as an older child, but by all accounts he was a happy person.  Lawrence grew up in a loving family.  His death is 
such a terrible tragedy.  As a parent of a child who is nearly the same age as was Lawrence, I cannot imagine 
what his parents are going through, let alone his two brothers, who found their older brother.  That is such a 
horrible and tragic event.  The family should be offered counselling.  Stephen gave his life to teaching; he is a 
very good teacher.  The Department of Education and Training should pay him back in kind.  Sometimes the 
department can be faceless, nameless, cold and bureaucratic.  However, it should be set up to assist its staff when 
they or their children experience a tragedy.   

Hon Ken Travers:  Any organisation like that should have an employee assistance program.  Such a program 
should have been put in place.  It is horrific that that has not occurred.  That is the key issue on which we must 
work together.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Hon Ken Travers is right.  Maybe Lawrence’s death would mean something if 
the Department of Education and Training put some sort of assistance program is put in place.  That would be a 
good thing.  We will certainly be watching the government with interest to see whether the Department of 
Education and Training does something about this issue.  I am sure Hon Peter Collier will watch this matter with 
interest.  We are all human beings, and we feel for Annette and Stephen Dix.   

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.31 pm 

__________ 
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