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KAILIS MOORING NEAR REMARK ISLAND 
Statement 

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [5.31 pm]:  It is sadly necessary for me to stand again tonight after 
asking a further series of questions today on the Kailis mooring near Remark Island in the Recherche 
Archipelago off Esperance.  I suppose that I do not find it difficult to believe what has happened, but in normal 
circumstances if a member of the Opposition had been misled so often on what should have been simple requests 
and questions, there would have been a baying for the minister’s head and resignation.  Some consider it to be 
unimportant whether a company can manage to find a mooring site and follow the law and what is meant to be 
done in relation to getting a licensed mooring site.  They also consider it to be unimportant whether the 
department responsible should know how to follow its own legislation and regulations on how to license or 
change a mooring site.  Instead of calls for the minister’s resignation, there has been silence.  I have received 
clarification from the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, through the parliamentary secretary, which 
amounted to an apology of sorts to the House.  The response stated -   

I advise the House that the approval granted for a mooring in this instance was for an area, not the 
location specified in the application.  The Department for Planning and Infrastructure has advised that 
the mooring application was checked on 7 December 2003 and that the sea cage was found to be within 
the approved area as per the application, albeit 600 metres east of the specified location. 

Today I asked a further question of clarification.  I asked the minister whether any licence or written 
correspondence was provided to the applicant - that is, M.G. Kailis - relating to the original mooring application 
or any amended application and, if so, whether the minister could table copies of the documentation.  I was after 
a copy of the licence, any notification or anything at all on the licence that indicated that it was not for the 
location specified in the licence.  I initially asked for all correspondence.  This was the second time I asked for 
correspondence, and I received this piece of correspondence.  Having asked a second time, I got a one-sentence 
letter to Mr Stephen Hood, which states -  

Dear Stephen 
Re: Mooring license application  
I confirm that the Department has no objection to MG Kailis’s proposed mooring site north of Remark 
Island as per application.    

The application did not specify a general area; the application specified a specific latitude and longitude - 34 
degrees 03.42 south, 121 degrees 59.255 east, Geocentric Datum of Australia 94.  The application also specified, 
as a descriptor, 0.3 nautical miles north of Remark Island.  Anyone who looked at the licence survey would note 
that the area that Kailis ended up putting its sea cage in was not even 0.3 nautical miles north of Remark Island.  
We have been fed a load of codswallop again and again from the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  We 
were, first of all, provided with incorrect information from the Department for Planning and Infrastructure 
officers in Esperance, for whatever reason I do not know.  Then, having given the minister the ability again and 
again to check the information, we received a sort of apology, which itself included codswallop.  There is no 
written documentation at all - zip, zilch - that indicates that this is not the normal legal application for a mooring 
site.  Magically, it is for a general area somewhere in the vicinity of an island!  Yet, apparently, the actual 
location of the mooring site was being used to stop the existing users from having moorings in the only safe 
mooring location within the area.  
Hon Ken Travers:  It is not a safe mooring location if it is outside the surveyed area, and the safe mooring 
locations are in the surveyed area, which are further to the east, if I recall correctly, as marked on the maps.   
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  It was certainly a safe enough mooring location for the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure to have no problems at all with approving an application for the mooring of a cage, which then 
ended up being in a spot that had not been approved.  The mooring application is for an unsurveyed area, but, 
according to the answers to the questions I have asked, it is the only safe mooring area within the vicinity for 
existing users, and there are a number of existing users.  We still do not have the truth from the minister.  It may 
seem unimportant to the parliamentary secretary - 
Hon Ken Travers:  You are getting very close to breaching standing orders.   
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I beg the parliamentary secretary’s pardon!   
The PRESIDENT:  Order!  
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  There is no licence for the current location of the M.G. Kailis cage.  It is not illegal to 
have a mooring, but it is an unlicensed mooring.  In fact, as it is a sea cage with a pontoon, it probably does not 
fit within the categories under the law anyway.  It is extremely poor that not only has the minister allowed this 
kind of incompetence from her own department, but also she has provided this kind of incorrect information to 
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the Parliament yet again.  There is no paper trail.  Licensed mooring sites and amendments to licensed mooring 
sites cannot be issued by way of a telephone call.  According to the law, local offices cannot issue licences 
without approval from the director general.  What is happening appears to be ultra vires.  It is incumbent on the 
minister to come into this Chamber and apologise.  If that does not happen, I guess that, in spite of our busy 
timetable, I will have to move a motion of no confidence in the minister.  Although this matter may seem small 
and trivial to the parliamentary secretary, the actions are against all codes of conduct for ministers in this place.   
Hon Ken Travers:  I do not think that it is small and trivial.  I have spent a lot of time working on this matter. 
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  The parliamentary secretary should then realise that the minister and her department 
are wrong.  There is no licence for this mooring.  Because it is an unlicensed mooring, I expect that, potentially, 
anyone could moor at the sea cage in its current position, because it would not be illegal. 

Hon Paddy Embry:  You mean that the minister does not only have problems with the railway. 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  That is true.  I find it incredible.  At the very well attended public meeting held last 
Monday, I asked a question of the representatives of M.G. Kailis.  Given the nature of the minister’s apology to 
the Parliament, and given the location of the sea cage - not the general area - I asked whether the current location 
of the sea cage was a licensed site.  The representatives were embarrassed for a while and then they mumbled 
yes.  That was clearly incorrect.  The people of Esperance and the Parliament deserve an apology from the 
minister through the parliamentary secretary, because there is no paper trail.  It is about time we had an 
explanation for why the Department for Planning and Infrastructure is acting in this way. 
 


