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GAS AND ELECTRICITY SAFETY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2006 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 14 June. 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [2.50 pm]:  While the lead speaker for the opposition is 
getting his file, I indicate that I know absolutely nothing about the bill before the house.   

A member:  What is different? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  It has been suggested that I should be able to speak on this bill with the same 
understanding that I bring to the bills of which I have carriage!  The member for Hillarys has suggested that he 
might be able to assist, and I know he would be far better than I am at spending a great deal of time saying 
nothing.  I can always try to emulate the member for Hillarys! 

We are dealing with the Gas and Electricity Safety Legislation Amendment Bill 2006, which I think we will 
reach agreement on.  We certainly look forward to the response from the opposition. 

DR S.C. THOMAS (Capel) [2.51 pm]:  I am not the lead speaker for the opposition on this bill.  I could not 
continue saying nothing for as long as the minister did in such a forthright manner.  I am sure that he has had 
years of experience of saying nothing, and he does it extremely well.  I do not think any members of the 
opposition could spend as long as the minister making a speech about nothing!  He did a sterling job.   

I indicate general support for the Gas and Electricity Safety Legislation Amendment Bill 2006.  This bill 
obviously links to the energy safety legislation that was passed a couple of months ago.  Why was there such a 
gap between that bill and this bill coming before the house?  There is probably some reason for the delay, but it 
seems to me it would have been appropriate to put both bills through at the same time.  Perhaps this bill had not 
been prepared at that stage.  I ask the minister to comment on the reason for the delay.   

The lead speaker will give members an indication of the opposition’s general support for this bill but I certainly 
support the thrust of it, which is to maximise the safety of the electricity industry.  It is not altogether a safe 
industry.  There are always dangers involved, and there will always be occasional accidents.  We cannot prevent 
that but we can do everything possible to improve the safety provisions.  I am sure the member for Serpentine-
Jarrahdale will talk more about exactly how much power this authority will have and whether that power will be 
used for the betterment of the industry.  We are looking for an indication of a small hammer, rather than a large 
one, being used by EnergySafety.  We would like to see it working with, rather than attacking, the industry.  I 
hope the minister will address these issues.   

There is general support for the bill.  The member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale will go into more detail about 
specific concerns.  However, my two concerns are about the use of the power vested in the body, and why it has 
taken so long for the legislation to reach this particular stage. 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Serpentine-Jarrahdale) [2.54 pm]:  I thank the member for Capel for allowing me time 
to return to the house. 

The Gas and Electricity Safety Legislation Amendment Bill 2006 is part and parcel of the levy that was 
introduced last year to help fund EnergySafety WA.  When the legislation passed through the house there was a 
long debate about establishing a levy to fund EnergySafety WA. 

Anyone involved with the electricity or gas industry knows that the industries are self-regulating.  Anyone 
operating in the industry is either an electrician or a gasfitter and is required to obtain a licence.  The licence 
requires the person to do his jobs properly and sign off on them.  In years gone by, if an electrician had wired a 
house and a fault was subsequently found, EnergySafety WA would become involved.  If it was the tradesman’s 
fault, he would be made to repair it and the tradesman would be allowed to work only on a job-by-job basis.  As 
such, if a tradesman was found to have made a mistake, all his subsequent jobs would be inspected before he 
could move to another job.  That would happen for a certain amount of time and the tradesman’s jobs would later 
be checked randomly.  Gasfitters are in the same situation. 

I have had many years of experience with electricity and gas fitting.  My father was a line foreman.  As I was 
growing up, I did a lot of work with him setting up poles and running cables etc.  As such, I understand the 
basics of electricity.  I understand the flow, ratings and three phases of electricity.  When I did some extensions 
to my house earlier this year I did all the dry wiring for the kitchen and I obtained an electrician only for the wet 
wiring.  The dry wiring is straightforward to do.  It was not illegal because I was not touching any live wires.  
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The electrician signed off on the job.  I climbed through the roof cavity and ran the cables through and chased 
them through the wall.  The electrician wired up one end and put power points at the other end. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli interjected. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I have.  Yesterday I met with some friends who are building a house.  They told me that 
the builder wants to put only one power point and one television connection in each room.  I told them to pay for 
extra power points but only for internal walls because they are the ones that have to be chased.  A power point or 
telephone cable can be installed any time quite easily in an external wall. 

Mr F.M. Logan:  The member should be careful what he says because the Director of Energy Safety is 
listening.   

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I know.  However, I know the rules very well!  The same thing applies to gas.  In my 
renovations I had to disconnect the old oven and hotplate. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You are a man of many talents. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I am.  The first thing a person must do is a drop test.  Before anything is turned off, a valve 
is plugged into the side of the gas meter.  It has a number on it.  A person does his work and checks the number 
again.  If the number is the same, there are no leaks.  Again, a person has to get a licensed plumber or gasfitter to 
sign off on the job.  It can save a lot of time and money if a person does some of the work himself, because it is 
very hard to get tradesmen.  If I tell an electrician that I want a power point installed next week and that I have 
done all the dry wiring, it will cost me only a couple of beers because he will be able to do the work in about half 
an hour. 

Western Power is changing its name to Verve Energy and Horizon Power.  The arms of the energy agency are 
being separated.  I have a few questions that I hope the minister will take on board and be able to answer.  A few 
years ago a couple of children were electrocuted in Wyndham when they climbed on a roof to retrieve a ball.  
The cable that ran into the house was insulated.  For many years electricity cables have been attached by a device 
called a twister.  The devices twist around the cable and hold it to a house.  On this occasion the twister had cut 
through the wires - probably due to being turned by the wind - and became live.  That was discovered in the 
subsequent report into the deaths of the children.  Western Power was ordered to replace all twisters.  My house 
still has a twister on it to this day.  There are probably millions of them still out in the community.  There is now 
EnergySafety WA as well as Verve and Horizon, which are essentially private companies.  The office is aware 
of the directive to Western Power to replace all twisters.  I presume that the office will direct the companies to 
replace all twisters because they have been found to be dangerous.  The companies will have to start a process.  
However, Verve Energy and Horizon Power are not owned by the government and are not government agencies.  
Therefore, who will pay to replace those twisters?  It will be interesting to see how EnergySafety will deal with 
those kinds of problems.  The biggest problem with the electricity system in this state at the moment is that the 
poles, lines and transformers are very dated.  Even though the government has gone down the path of 
privatisation, the issue of the replacement of that infrastructure will still need to be addressed.   

During my research I spoke to a person who used to do a lot of work for Western Power in remote Aboriginal 
communities in the north west of this state.  The people in those communities can now pay for X amount of 
power up front by buying a smart card from the local store and putting it into a slot in their electricity meter.  I 
understand that is working very well, because it means that if people do not pay their power bill, someone does 
not need to spend a lot of time going to the community to disconnect the power, only to have to go back again 
and reconnect it when the bill is paid.  However, this person pointed out to me also that in many remote 
Aboriginal communities the powerlines are not the standard height, because they are strung through trees, or the 
wires are exposed.  He said that the standard of safety is nothing like what we would get away with in the 
metropolitan area or in country towns and that those communities seem to set their own rules for what they can 
and cannot do.  He said that he had never heard of an officer from EnergySafety going into those communities to 
ensure they are safe.  I would like to know whether officers from EnergySafety will have the power to go to 
those communities, in the same way that health inspectors and rangers have the power to go into communities, 
and say the lines are dangerous and need to be fixed to protect the people in those communities.   

We support the bill.  However, I have some reservations about the powers that will be given to EnergySafety.  
Although EnergySafety, as an independent body, will need to have the power to say, when something has gone 
wrong or is about to go wrong, that certain things need to be done, I believe it is being given a lot more power 
than it needs.   

I believe self-regulation is by far the best system for an industry such as this.  The people who work in the 
electricity industry should be required to obtain the appropriate licences so that they can sign off on their own 
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jobs and be held responsible for their work.  One problem that may arise is that a person who sets up an electrical 
business does not need to be a licensed electrician.  However, the people whom he employs in that business must 
be licensed electricians.  It is similar to the situation in the bakery industry in which I used to work.  A person 
who buys a Baker’s Delight store does not need to be a baker.  However, if that person employs three or four 
apprentices, he must employ a baker to train those apprentices.  The problem is that there are some grey areas, 
because EnergySafety could fine the owner of an electrical business for not doing the right thing, but he could 
say that he was not the one who had done the work; it was the licensed electrician who had done the work.  
Therefore, it is important to ensure that there is a system of self-regulation for this industry. 

We support the bill.  I have asked some questions of the minister.  Last year we dealt with the Energy Safety 
Levy Bill.  As we said during the debate on that bill, we do not support the imposition of an energy safety levy, 
because we believe it is a new tax.  We believe the gas and electricity industries should be required to pay for 
their own regulation.  This bill will provide the power for that to be done. 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [3.04 pm]:  I had not intended to speak on the Gas and Electricity Safety Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2006, but I believe I should because of some of my experiences with electricity safety issues.  
Those experiences go back to the time when there was a series of very severe bush and pasture fires in my 
region.  They occurred at about the same time as the well-publicised Kukerin fires.  There were many incidents 
that resulted from transmission equipment breakdowns, for want of a better term.  These involved clashing wires 
and pole-top fires resulting from the very aged, weary and sad transmission network.  In my electorate there are 
more than 3000 kilometres of non-interconnected grid; that is, it is not part of the south west interconnected 
system.  It relies on an independent power source using gas turbines fired by gas from the North West Shelf 
transported through Kalgoorlie.  The power plant is operated by Burns Rowe Worley, a private contractor 
supplying power to Western Power for transmission along its lines.  Many cases in my electorate of fires 
damaging property required investigation.  EnergySafety would send an officer based in Kalgoorlie to 
investigate those incidents. 

Like many members of this house, I am very concerned about safety issues, and I did not want the house to 
interpret the opposition to the energy safety levy on the part of members on this side as opposition to the concept 
of safety.  To us, it was more an issue of how funds were to be raised to address safety issues.  This legislation 
covers gas as well as electricity.  Since December 2005 the need to have these issues pursued and corrected for 
the safety of the community has been very evident.  Like the member who spoke before me, I believe it is very 
important that there be an effective means for addressing these safety issues before they arise, not after incidents 
happen.  The big issue for me was the deficiency in the transmission system.  We can also talk about whether 
this or that kettle or electric bar heater meets standards, but those are technical issues.  I am concerned more 
about the major safety issues that have the potential to cause loss of life, and historically have in fact led to loss 
of life in some cases.   

It is most important that we have a framework.  We obviously now have the means by which to fund 
EnergySafety.  The levy, which we discussed previously in this house, will raise an extra $4 million, which will 
give EnergySafety the wherewithal to do its job more effectively.  The opposition will support the legislation, 
although we might take up some issues point by point later on in the debate.  In the minister’s introductory 
remarks in the second reading speech, he said -  

The bill seeks to amend the Energy Coordination Act 1994, the Gas Standards Act 1972 and the 
Electricity Act 1945, to improve the technical and safety regulation provisions in the existing energy 
industry legislation.  Amendments are required to the legislation to ensure there is an effective technical 
and safety regulatory framework for the now fully privatised and competitive gas supply industry, as 
well as the increasingly competitive electricity supply industry. 

His mention of the competitive electricity supply industry refers to the disaggregation of Western Power into 
four separate corporations.  The next sentence is very important and was very encouraging to me because of the 
experiences I will briefly outline of electricity transmission lines, pastures and bushfires.  The minister said -  

This is necessary for the protection of the community. 

If members will excuse the expression, I believe that is the guts of it.  I sincerely hope that the legislation will 
deliver.  The member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale touched on this in the last few moments of his speech when 
referring to EnergySafety having teeth, which is my term.  I must share with members some of the concern that 
has been expressed.  After the investigations into the four incidents of fires in my region caused by transmission 
equipment breakdown, I was a little concerned about what measures would be put in place to prevent such 
incidents occurring.  I was also concerned at the repercussions of the power supplier and the transmission 
network being made accountable.  The Myrup and Dalyup fires were caused by clashing wires.  For instance, it 
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was shown that wires at the Dalyup property had clashed and sparked on a very hot December day.  Sparks 
dropped to the ground and started a major pasture fire that burnt out a significant amount of a farmer’s property.  
The investigation of that incident was important.  Part of the investigation concerned the question of the standard 
regulatory requirement for the distance of the span between poles.  As you will understand, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, the further apart the poles, because of the wires’ expansion coefficient, the more likely it is that they 
will sag, clash together, spark and produce a fire.  If, as occurred with this incident, that investigation shows that 
equipment did not comply with the regulation distance between poles for it to be safe, it is very important that 
changes be made.  An incident is investigated and it is found that the poles are too far apart and that a breach of 
compliance has occurred.  The buck must stop somewhere and there must be the capacity not only for that to be 
addressed, but also some repercussions for the non-compliance.  

I am not sure whether in the past an office of energy safety investigated incidents and noted breaches of 
compliance, but nothing happened.  I wonder whether investigations were carried out and Western Power was 
given, at best, a little slap on the wrist that implied, “Naughty, naughty, don’t do that again.”  I suspect that 
Dracula has been in charge of the blood bank.  

The member who spoke before I did also suggested that the industry needed an independent watchdog with 
teeth.  Safety has been considered so important that this house has legislated for a levy.  However, I stood in this 
place, as did many other members during the second reading debate, and suggested that the levy was an 
imposition on consumers.  Regardless of how it is presented, the end result will be a levy on consumers.  That 
was the opposition’s argument against a levy being imposed and in favour of funding coming from consolidated 
revenue.  If the government thought safety was such an important issue, why did it create a levy that falls on 
consumers?  If safety is so important, the government can dig into the consolidated revenue bucket for 
$4 million.  As the Minister for Energy said in the first paragraph of his second reading speech, this is necessary 
legislation for energy safety and the protection of the community.  The opposition was disappointed with that.  
However, the opposition had to concede to a levy because members opposite are the government and, having 
served as opposition Whip for 18 months, I understand that they have the numbers regardless of what we do.  I 
have counted the members opposite and, in 18 months, they have never had the decency to let me win even one 
division!  Next week I will not be in this job and that failure to win a division is one of my disappointments!  It 
would have been nice to say that, as teller for 18 months, I had won at least one division. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli interjected. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I thank the member for Bunbury who is trying to console me by saying that we came close 
sometimes. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Just not close enough! 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Just not close enough.  That is like saying in a lottery that I came very close to the winning 
number but I did not actually win it!  It might as well have been a mile as an inch!  I will return to the debate on 
the bill for the few minutes I have left. 
We all concede that energy safety is very important.  The opposition believes that it is so important that had we 
been in government, we would have found the $4 million for the EnergySafety budget without applying a levy, 
which we maintain will be passed on to consumers.  However, the government has chosen to apply a levy.  I 
request that the money be well spent so that consumers in the community of Western Australia who pay the levy 
will see some results for it.  The government is concerned about energy safety and assures us that the money will 
be well spent; therefore, let us have a body that can pursue energy safety issues.  Let the body pursue safety 
issues diligently and follow up cases when incidents occur.  Let the body have teeth.  Let the body be an 
independent watchdog.  Let the body investigate an incident, come down with a ruling and see that ruling make a 
difference.  I will reflect on my family and children.  My children know the consequences if they do something 
that does not comply with the family rules - I am not suggesting the physical abuse of children.  Let us not make 
the body nebulous and one that will tap people on the wrist when an incident occurs and tell them not to do it 
again.  Let us make the body count and let people know that there will be consequences if they do not comply 
with the rules.  I hope that this legislation will allow the Office of Energy Safety to effectively deliver the 
services for which it is to be established. 

In closing, I say that I support the bill.  Like a lot of legislation that comes through this place, it sounds good.  
We have gone all this way in getting funds for the Office of Energy Safety to pursue issues of safety in energy, 
so let us make it count and let us make it effective.  Let us not make this legislation a platitude.  Let us make it 
effective on the ground in the energy industry.  The opposition, therefore, supports this legislation in principle.  
We may have some issues at the consideration in detail stage.  We are very concerned about safety in the 
community in relation to gas and electricity issues.  We concur with the minister that this is necessary for the 
protection of the community.  I will be watching this legislation progress in an overall sense and in an on-the-
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ground, case-by-case sense.  Hopefully there will not be too many more case-by-case incidents.  However, if 
they do occur, I will be watching to see that they are pursued and that someone is made accountable if there is 
noncompliance with the legislation. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon) [3.24 pm]:  Madam Acting Chair or Madam Acting Person, I can see you are 
laughing as you know what I am talking about.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I also congratulate you on your extra 
sensory perception, because whenever I break the rules of the chamber, you tend to be in the chair.  Given that 
the Clerk Assistant is one of the nicest people on earth, she too will not pick on me.  I will break the rules of the 
house for a few moments because the most important thing that has happened this week has gone unnoticed.  
The Speaker read a statement from the Chair on Tuesday about parliamentary privilege.  Members of this 
chamber - I know that you agree with this, Madam Deputy Speaker - and members of chambers around the 
nation should be appreciative that the Speaker and Clerk of this chamber have pursued the matter of 
parliamentary privilege with vigour.  It is a very important matter about repeating a statement outside the house.  
The problem is that a member can make a statement in this house under privilege that can now be affected by a 
law action, which is what is happening in New Zealand.  If members leave the chamber and say, “I do not resile 
from the statement I made in the chamber”, they can be pinged because the statement has been made outside the 
house.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Of course, in this instance, you are relating your comments to the bill before the 
house.  

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I knew that you would remind me about the bill somewhere along the line, Madam 
Deputy Speaker.  I congratulate the Speaker and the Clerk who have done a considerable amount of work on our 
behalf.   

I will make a small contribution to the debate on the Gas and Electricity Safety Legislation Amendment Bill 
2006.  My electorate and the people of the central wheatbelt have an enormous amount of respect for the 
Director of Energy Safety.  He is one of the few individuals in an agency role who can bask in glory.  We did not 
experience great energy problems last year; however, we experienced problems in the previous years and his 
actions and the actions of the Energy Safety Division was very much appreciated by many of my constituents 
and people in the central wheatbelt.  We support the process of extending his role to cover gas.  It is an important 
process and I believe it is a good move.   

Despite the fact that we do many things collaboratively, I want to have a go at the Minister for Energy before I 
sit down.  I am really annoyed that when I ring people in any of the services that were once Western Power - 
they are now Verve Energy, Western Power and the like - I cannot talk to them about operational matters 
without first ringing the minister.  As a result, it takes two months to get an answer.  I do not mind a matter being 
subjected to the political process if it is of some controversy or has something to do with the future.  However, 
when it comes to trying to help constituents with fundamental and mundane issues, adding the process of the 
minister’s approval to the existing process makes the delay of information intolerable.  For example - I do not 
think the minister will disagree with me; however, I need to make my point - I represent Boddington.  The 
minister and a range of other people have fortunately contributed $71 million to the Bluewaters coal-fired power 
station in Collie and new transmission lines for the Boddington goldmine.  That is fantastic.  However, when I 
ask for some detail about those projects, which are in the budget, I am told that I cannot be given any 
information until the minister gives his approval.  The minister must agree that we need fundamental electorate 
information in a timely manner.  I cannot wait for the minister’s office to give approval before Western Power 
can act.  That is my grievance.  I know that the minister will take it on board.  The Peel Development 
Commission and the Shire of Boddington have fantastic arrangements with Western Power.  However, I cannot 
wait months to get the information I need.  I need to be able to get that information relatively expeditiously 
because meetings will be taking place and because the goldmine starts in September.  I need to be able to have 
the information to do my job as the member for Avon.  I support the bill.   

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Minister for Energy) [3.29 pm]:  I thank the members for Roe, Avon, 
Serpentine-Jarrahdale and Capel for speaking in the debate on the Gas and Electricity Safety Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2006 and for providing support for the bill.  To reiterate, the bill seeks to amend the Energy 
Coordination Act 1994, the Gas Standards Act 1972 and the Electricity Act 1945 to improve the technical and 
safety regulation provisions in existing energy industry legislation.  That is basically what the amendments to 
those three acts do. 
This is not a new bill.  It was originally introduced to the house in October 2003.  Similarly, in October 2003 it 
had the support of the opposition parties.  It passed through the house and went to the Legislative Council.  
Unfortunately, because of the delays to the Legislative Council timetable, the bill did not survive.  It certainly 
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did not survive the prorogation of Parliament for the election in 2005.  Consequently, the bill had to be 
reintroduced. 
In the period since then, the penalties to be contained in the extant bill were looked at, and the minister of the 
day decided that those penalties should be increased.  Ostensibly, the bill that we are dealing with today is 
identical to that which was brought before the house in October 2003, with the exception that the fines contained 
in the 2003 bill have been increased substantially.  I will come to the reason that they were increased 
substantially in a minute, because it relates directly to one of the questions that was asked by the member for 
Serpentine-Jarrahdale. 
I will respond to members’ comments in the order in which they spoke.  I thank the member for Capel for the 
sterling job that he did in keeping the debate on this bill going until such time as the primary speaker, the 
member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale, was able to get his notes and come into the house.  He did a remarkable job.  
I think I have explained to the member for Capel why there was a delay in the reintroduction of this bill. 
Dr S.C. Thomas:  You are forgiven. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I thank the member for Capel very much.  I will deal with the issues raised by the second 
speaker, the member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale.  He asked two questions.  One related to the twistie ties, as they 
are called, and the unfortunate deaths in Wyndham.  Two children were electrocuted in Wyndham in March 
2003.  The cause was found to be a faulty electrical connection to the house.  In that case, Western Power was 
prosecuted by EnergySafety.  Western Power pleaded guilty and was fined $15 000.  The maximum fine at that 
time was $20 000.  Following that court case, the minister of the day, Minister Carpenter, announced that he 
believed the penalties were too low and that he would increase the penalties.  Hence, member for Serpentine-
Jarrahdale, that is the reason that the penalties have been increased dramatically in the new bill.  As I pointed 
out, the previous maximum penalty was $20 000 for a corporation.  It is now $250 000.  For an individual, the 
maximum fine is now $50 000.  That is the reason the changes to the fines have been made.  I am sure that the 
member would concur with that decision, given that he asked the question today. 

Mr A.J. Simpson:  When Western Power was the government body, it was fined.  Following the process of 
privatising Western Power, we now have Horizon Power, Verve Energy and Synergy.  Therefore, each company, 
as a corporation, would face that fine.  Is that right? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Sure; that is exactly right.  Each of the four entities that undertake work which falls within 
any of the three acts that this bill amends and which is the responsibility of EnergySafety would face fines 
should they default or breach that legislation.   

The member asked what remedial action is being taken to address the issues of twisties.  I am advised that 
Western Power has inspected all the customer service connections within the south west interconnected system.  
Western Power has remedied the customer connections that required urgent replacement.  Western Power has 
approved an eight-year program to progressively replace all polyvinyl chloride consumer connections with a new 
EXPE supply, of which 80 000 will be done in the next three years.  Several thousand connections have been 
replaced as part of the pilot study to determine the optimum method for the replacement program.   

To date, all of Horizon Power’s overhead connections have been inspected - Horizon is the regional power 
corporation.  In all instances where service installations have found to be compromised in Horizon Power 
networks, they have been replaced.  To the end of June 2006, 3 075 of those twisties have been replaced.  To 
minimise the risk of compromised situations developing over the course of this program, until 2012 every 
Horizon Power OCS will be inspected on a two-year basis, with compromised services being replaced as they 
are discovered.  Members can see that Western Power (Networks), which has responsibility for the south west 
interconnected system, and Horizon Power, which has responsibility for the regional areas, are addressing this 
very issue to ensure that we do not have a situation of the sort that occurred in Wyndham in which two young 
children were electrocuted.  

The member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale also asked about access by EnergySafety to infrastructure on Aboriginal 
communities.  I am advised that EnergySafety has wide powers of inspection for safety purposes, including 
statutory rights to enter property.  This extends to Aboriginal communities, provided other legislation does not 
override the powers of EnergySafety, and I am not aware of any legislation that does.  EnergySafety will deal 
with safety matters in Aboriginal communities as from today.  EnergySafety always follows protocols with 
respect to cultural issues and other requirements when entering property.  Normally it would obtain permission, 
but it does have a legal right to enter properties to deal with safety issues relating to gas and electricity.  I hope 
that answers the member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale’s two questions.   

This bill is a replica of the 2003 bill, and I will summarise what the bill does for the purpose of winding up the 
debate.  I advise the member for Roe that since 2005 this government has embarked on a $1.8 billion capital 
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works replacement and upgrade program for transmission lines and transformers in rural and metropolitan 
regions.  I hope that the example the member gave will be addressed as part of that program.  Certainly, 
EnergySafety has responsibility for any fires that occur as a result of clashing of wires or problems with and 
damage caused by pole-top fires.  EnergySafety does investigate those issues as they arise.  If, following those 
investigations, Western Power is found to be guilty, it will be fined.  That has been the case in the past.  I point 
out, however, that there are certain standards for crossbeams and the spans of those crossbeams.  Those 
standards have been in place for over 30 years.  In all cases, Western Power networks comply with those 
standards.  Those standards have changed over time.   

From my own experience in dealing with the Gingin fire - the member for Moore knows what I am talking 
about - there was the issue of whether the width of the crossbeam complied with the standard that was stated at 
the time.  It did.  That standard was of a particular date and is still in force.  However, as time progressed, the 
standards have changed and the crossbeams have been made wider.  As Western Power upgrades its transmission 
lines, it upgrades those crossbeams and broadens the spans to ensure they comply with the current standard.  
Those old standards are still in place.  There is nothing illegal in what it is doing.  In the past it has led to a 
clashing of wires and, as a result, there have been problems associated with bushfires and, in the Gingin case, 
significant destruction of property. 

Mr G. Snook:  It is still not finalised.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Yes, it is still not finalised.  As the member knows, I am still on the case and pushing hard. 

Mr G. Snook:  I appreciate that.  I was going to see you about that before the weekend. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  As the member knows, EnergySafety has been made aware of that.   

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  Did you say that the standards for spans had been changed?  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The standards are upgraded. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  What about the situation of very long spans between poles that are still in existence today?  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I think you are talking about the long loops between the poles as opposed to the spans, 
which is the actual crossbeam of the poles themselves.  They still have to comply with the standards, regardless 
of which standard they comply with based on the age of the pole.  If they do not comply with that and they are 
inspected, EnergySafety will take action against the organisation, Western Power networks.  They still have to 
comply.  If they do not and the loop becomes so long that it leads to clashing and is in breach of the standard, 
EnergySafety will take action against Western Power networks and tell it to fix it.   

The member for Avon indicates that he cannot talk to any of the four entities that have replaced Western Power.  
It depends on what he is talking about.  If it goes to constituent issues about connections, reconnections, 
problems with power supply and stuff like that, the normal day-to-day issues, I am sure he can deal with the 
parliamentary liaison officer at any one of the four entities.  I am sure he will get the answer that he is seeking.  
If he cannot, he can deal with the parliamentary liaison person in my ministerial office who liaises with the four 
entities as well.  If he is starting to dig down into the budgetary items of a particular organisation, for example, 
the way in which the Western Power networks have identified in the budget the cost for the power transmission 
line between Collie and Boddington, that is completely different. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  I am seeking this information so that I can talk to the Boddington Shire Council and the 
Boddington Gold Mine about what is coming.  I cannot get them to talk to me. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  It depends on what the member is talking about.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  The answer from Western Power is that any inquiry must go through the minister.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will talk to the four entities about the normal day-to-day inquiries, customer responses and 
constituent issues. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  I do not disagree with that.  As a member, I need to be able to operate as the member for 
Avon.  As the minister knows, there is a lot of activity in that area.  I need to be able to talk to them.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Yes, that is right, as members before the member for Avon have done, and as members on 
this side have done when they have been in opposition as well.  As the member knows, there is a process that we 
must go through, and there is also the Public Sector Management Act, which governs members as well as it 
governs me.  That means that a member must go through the minister’s office, particular when it relates to 
operational matters.  The member for Avon, more than anyone else, knows that.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  But you also know that you can push that to make backbenchers like me ineffective.  I 
will not stand for that. 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Member for Avon, that is my advice.  I will speak to the member independently of this 
debate, and we will get to the bottom of what the member is talking about.  When it comes to operational 
matters, I would certainly encourage the member to understand that he must, under the Public Sector 
Management Act, come through my office. 

I will finalise the debate on this bill by indicating that the principal purpose of the bill is to improve the 
enforcement powers of EnergySafety, particularly with regard to the powers of gas and electrical inspectors, and 
the upgrading of the scale of fines.  As members have heard, the reason that we have upgraded the scale of fines 
is to deter organisations in either the gas or electrical industry from acting inappropriately or letting things go 
when they should be taking action.  

I thank all the members of the opposition who have spoken on this bill.  I commend the bill to the house. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Minister for Energy) [3.46 pm]:  I move - 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Serpentine-Jarrahdale) [3.46 pm]:  I thank the minister for answering the questions that 
I raised during the second reading debate.  This bill will strengthen the powers of EnergySafety.  We hope also 
that the additional funding that will be provided to that office will give it more teeth to do the work it is required 
to do.  

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  Let us hope the levy does not go up. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  Yes; as the member for Bunbury has said, let us hope the levy does not go up.  The 
electricity infrastructure in this state is very aged.  Now that the electricity utilities in this state have been 
privatised, this bill will give EnergySafety the power to direct that the problems with that infrastructure be fixed.  
I think the taxpayers of this state would be happy to fund that, so long as they get some rewards.  Both the 
member for Roe and the member for Moore have pointed out the problems that have been experienced with fires.  
We would like the problems with the electricity infrastructure to be fixed before they cause a fire or some other 
tragedy.  The establishment of this office will make the electricity and gas industries safer for consumers.  I 
thank the minister for his time.  I also thank his staff for the briefing.  

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [3.48 pm]:  I also want to thank the minister for his time on this bill.  I also thank the 
minister for providing us with some reassurances with regard to this bill.  Under this legislation, orders can be 
made concerning unsafe work practices in the electricity and gas industries.  Incidents have occurred in which 
inspectors have expressed some concerns about the infrastructure.  A lot of work still needs to be done in the 
area of repair and maintenance.  This bill gives inspectors the power to order that this work be done.  I have 
received some reassurance that those issues will be corrected.  As I have said, there are still many deficiencies in 
the network.  I am talking about poles that are very far apart and do not come near to meeting the regulations that 
we were told about by Western Power, when it was suggested that these lines did not comply and had led to the 
potential for these incidents to occur.  I stand here moderately reassured, but there is still a lot of repair and 
maintenance work to be done.   

There are also some replacement issues.  Unless these are dealt with, there will be a lot of work for EnergySafety 
when these incidents keep on recurring.  I am reassured by the increased teeth that have been given to the office 
as a result of the increase in the fines, so that they are no longer just little slaps on the wrist.  The fine of $15 000 
for the incident involving the two children on the roof is $7 500 per life.  That is inappropriately low and sends 
the wrong message.  If we are really serious about energy safety, the penalties need to be beefed up.  I thank the 
minister for his reassurance. 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Minister for Energy) [3.52 pm]:  I thank members for their contributions to 
the third reading debate, and I once again reassure the member for Roe about the issue of what is called long 
bays; that is, long distances between power poles.  They are being progressively replaced on a priority basis, 
particularly where there have been previous incidents of fire, such as Tenterden.  I reassure the member that that 
is a priority for Western Power, and it is replacing those long bays.  With that I thank all members for their 
support. 
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Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 
 


