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  Submission by Reno Marchesi – Nanny State Laws  

Attention Lauren Wells  
Parliamentary Officer (Committees) 
Select Committee on Personal Choice and Community Safety 
Legislative Council 
Parliament House 4 Harvest Terrace 
WEST PERTH WA 6000  
Email – pccs@parliament.wa.gov.au 
 
After having more than 39 years’ experience with the WA Department of Transports Technical 
Section, I believe I am able to offer recommendations that can improve the way business is currently 
conducted by the Departments Technical Services Welshpool. 

1. With the volume of enquires, both telephonic and written being directed at the Technical 
Services section it is understandable, with the limited staff available, that it is taking up to 9 
weeks  to process a written reply to industry and members of the public.    
As an example a person may lodge an application to modify his or her vehicle. 
Which is now done on line.  
The application then progresses in a queue until it reaches the top. Where it is then assessed 
by a technical services staff member. After which a reply is then sent out to the enquirer (Up 
to a 9 week period) 
The reply letter is sent to the enquirer/owner, commonly known as an approval in principle 
to proceed with the proposed modifications. 
At this point the enquirer/owner then seeks the services of a DoT approved signatory 
(Mechanical engineer or an Automotive Engineer) 
Once engaged by the enquirer/owner, the DoT signatory proceeds to inspect the vehicle 
that has approval in principle from DoT Technical Services Welshpool. 
A report is completed by the signatory and then lodged with the DoT Technical Services 
Welshpool. There the report joins another queue and a further 9 week wait occurs. (Start to 
finish takes 18 weeks) 
Eventually the enquirer/owner receives a letter of approval from DoT Technical Services, 
Welshpool advising the owner to take a copy of the letter of approval together with the 
vehicle to a DoT Authorised inspection facility for examination. 
Providing it passes an inspection by the authorised examiner, the vehicle is then issued a 
modification permit for the modified components. 
However prior to receiving a modification permit the authorised inspection facility officer 
faxes details of his assessment of the modified vehicle to DoT Welshpool audit section. 
This process depending on the day and the volume of audits required to be vetted may take 
from 15 minutes to a full day or even days for the owner-customer to receive the 
modification permit. 
This means that the owner must in most cases leave the AIS inspection facility and return at 
a later time when advised telephonically that the documents are ready for retrieval. A real 
waste of time particularly if the person has to take time off work. 
Where the vehicle is unlicensed a temporary permit receipt is required. (About $31.00) 
A modification permit fee receipt of $68.90 is required. 

               Both of the above items to purchase are time consuming. To obtain either of the above,  
               Namely, temporary permit and modification permit fee receipt.  

(a) Attend a DoT Licensing Branch and wait in a queue for about 30 minutes before being 
served. Or 

(b) Go on line and wait around the same time before being able to purchase a receipt. 
              It is clearly evident from the above process how people become frustrated in dealing with            
              the WA DoT Licensing system that is currently in place. 
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Recommendation     

 There needs to be more research into how a faster method can be employed to obtain 
temporary permit and modification permits and other time consuming transactions.   

 There is currently a DoT Approved Simple Modifications list, whereby a vehicle can be taken 
directly to an AIS Inspection Facility. However I believe it needs to be expanded to include  a 
vehicle that is covered by an authorised  DoT signatory (Mechanical Engineer or Automotive 
Engineer)                

 Where only 1 item of modification is carried out on a vehicle and a report has been provided 
by an authorised signatory for that item there should be a process in place that enables the 
vehicle to be taken directly to an authorised Inspection facility. To have to join the queue 
and wait 9 weeks would appear to be unreasonable. 

 Employ more staff in both the Technical Services and audit sections to reduce the 9 weeks 
now taken to about 10 days maximum turnaround time. 
 
Range of Vehicle Modifications permitted 
The normally accepted language spoken in Australia is English and as a Commonwealth of 
Australia (States and Territories) we unfortunately are not united on many issues. 
One being our laws relating to vehicles. Each State and Territory wants to be king of their 
castle, hence differing Regulations for each jurisdiction.  
 

Vehicle Modifications Guide Lines within WA.    
Prior to the introduction of the National Code of Practice for Light Vehicle Construction and 
Modification (VSB 14 NCOP) it was agreed that Nationally State and Territory Committee 
representatives would look at formulating a set of uniform guide lines for dealing with vehicle 
modifications for registered vehicles Australia wide. 

, the then manager Vehicle Safety WA Dot, who was on the national committee 
agreed to undertake the job of preparing the above document along with support from other 
members of the committee. 
So in 2006 VSB 14 was introduced. What should have been a uniform set of guide lines unfortunately 
did not eventuate. 
However WA did use the NCOP in its entirety along with the Road Traffic (Vehicles) Regulations 
2014. 
A change of senior staff about 3 years ago at DoT Vehicle Safety and Standards Welshpool 
introduced a maximum output power of 180 kw per tonne for an engine being fitted to a vehicle 
that was being modified. Refer letter from DoT at attachments. 
To change an existing arrangement that had been acceptable far back as my commencement date 
March 1971 without justification does not appear sound judgement. 
If through research it can be established that statistics show that an early model vehicle, that is 
modified and fitted with an engine with a capacity in excess of 180 kw per tonne is more 
represented in accidents than one with less than 180 kw per tonne then yes I would agree to the 
change. 
 In 2017 an XA Ford Falcon Coupe was extensively modified. All the modifications carried out were 
engineered appropriately including brake tests and reports. Refer report for XA Falcon at 
attachments. 
Once the vehicle was duly licensed the owner contacted Shannon’s Insurance and advised that he 
wanted his vehicle insured for $120000.00 and could they give him a cost. $500.00 was the figure. 
The owner said that’s great my wife’s Toyota Kluger cost $750.00. Shannon’s answer muscle cars are 
not represented in accidents.     
It is my view that the intent of Regulation 235 of the Road Traffic (Vehicles) Regulations 2014 was 
never intended to be applied as it has been recently. 
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Looking at Regulation 235 of the Road Traffic (Vehicles) Regulations, namely Regulation 235 (2) 
Table of Alteration item 1. 
Item 1. “Fitting an engine of greater displacement volume than an engine that was available as an 
option for the vehicle with the same brakes” 
This clause mentions a greater displacement volume than an engine that was available as an option 
with the same brakes. 
No mention is made for a larger displacement volume engine with upgraded brakes. 
If an owner seeks to install a lager capacity engine greater than 180 kw per tonne and engages the 
services of a brake specialist for advice on what brake system, including master cylinder brake 
booster, front and rear brakes would be suitable, from an engineering point of view I could not 
envisage a problem with this modification. 
The whole issue revolves around common sense and logic and sound engineering principles. 
I was in Castlemaine Victoria a few years ago where a 21 litre merlin spitfire engine was fitted into a 
1955 Chevrolet sedan. This type of modification is somewhat crazy, but it was registered, with 
restrictions applying. 
 
There many other issues that I would like to cover, however It would be my pleasure to attend in 
person to discuss them if the Committee feels it necessary 
 
Attachments: letter from DoT Welshpool re 180 kw per tonne and a report on XA Falcon (modified) 

        




























