
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 17 October 2019] 

 p7905b-7907a 
Mr Kevin Michel; Mr Paul Papalia 

 [1] 

BANNED DRINKERS REGISTER TRIAL — PILBARA 
Grievance 

MR K.J.J. MICHEL (Pilbara) [9.51 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Racing and Gaming. As the member 
for Pilbara, I, like many others, have been frustrated by the process and length of time associated with liquor 
restrictions across my community. At arm’s length from government, the director of Liquor Licensing and the 
Commissioner of Police have made decisions on whether restrictions should or should not be implemented. The 
downside has been the delay of a very important project for my electorate—the banned drinkers register trial. My 
constituents know that I have championed this project to the minister and rejected the implementation of 
restrictions. I have noticed that Nationals WA members in the other house, whilst claiming to support the project, 
seem to be treating this matter as a political pointscoring exercise, with fruitless parliamentary questions and no 
real attempt to engage with the government on this matter. Industry has been waiting for this trial for over eight years 
and despite calling on the previous government, the McGowan government is the first government to take up the 
charge. For the benefit of this house, can the minister outline the progress of the banned drinkers register trial and 
his intentions for the project for the remainder of the year? 
MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro — Minister for Racing and Gaming) [9.53 am]: I thank the member for raising 
this matter. At the outset, I would like to thank him for his advocacy on all matters regarding liquor restrictions and 
the challenges associated with the consumption of alcohol across the Pilbara. The member’s advocacy in particular 
for a banned drinkers register as an alternative approach to this challenge is appreciated. His ongoing support of 
that trial is acknowledged and very much appreciated. 
As the member highlighted, some approaches by the National Party in the other place indicate either a lack of 
understanding of the situation or intentional ignorance about this matter. Under the previous government, there 
was no response at all to the numerous and repeated requests across Western Australian industry for an alternative 
response to the patchwork quilt of restrictions that have been implemented over time or at least a trial of a banned 
drinkers register. Only our government has initiated a process to try to get a region-wide trial. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: How far behind are you? 

Mr P. PAPALIA: If the member for Dawesville listens, he might learn! 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I am looking forward to it, because it has been more than a year. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Excuse me, member for Dawesville, it is not really very much the practice of this 
house to interject on grievances. Thank you. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: He is new to the place, Deputy Speaker! I appreciate that he is still learning. He has a long way 
to go. Being young, he may end up being here long enough to learn the appropriate procedures in this place. 

In recent times, a number of questions on notice have been asked by members of the National Party in the upper 
house, as though they suddenly discovered — 

Point of Order 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I understood a grievance process was supposed to be a process, as laid out in standing orders, for 
members to come to the house with an issue. What we have here is a question time–type political attack on members 
of the upper house who have asked legitimate questions in Parliament. I ask the Deputy Speaker to sit the minister 
down and move on to the next grievance. 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: It is quite amazing that a member of the opposition is interjecting on a grievance from 
a government member. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: The minister can respond, as is his or her right, to the grievance from a member. That 
does not mean the member for Moore. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: Further to the point of order, my contention is that this is not a grievance at all. I ask the 
Deputy Speaker for her ruling on it. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, members. I clearly understand the point of order. It is not a point of order. 
Minister, would you like to continue to address the grievance from the member for Pilbara. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Yes, Deputy Speaker. As you will be aware, because you were paying attention — 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I believe the minister used some unparliamentary language towards the member for Moore 
and I ask him to withdraw it. 
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I did not hear that. Who said what to whom? 
Mr P. PAPALIA: Deputy Speaker, I withdraw. 
Mr R.S. Love: Lucky I am deaf; I did not hear it! 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Moore, enough! 

Grievance Resumed 
Mr P. PAPALIA: As members will be aware, the member for Pilbara raised the matter of members in the other 
place posing spurious questions — 
Mr R.S. Love: In what way is that a grievance? What is his grievance? 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Moore, I call you for the first time. I have explained to other members 
this morning that it is not appropriate to interject on a grievance particularly. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: It is really inappropriate. I am not actually being political. Questions have been — 
Mr R.S. Love: How is that not being political when all you are doing is reflecting on members of the upper house? 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I call you for the second time, member for Moore. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: I am not taking interjections. It is a grievance, so I should not be getting them. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Go ahead, minister. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: The National Party has — 
Mr R.S. Love interjected. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: Call him again! 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Moore, I call you for a third time. You are on a very dangerous knife 
edge, as you would be well aware. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: National Party members in the other place and around the Pilbara have engaged in a blatantly 
political and very ignorant campaign to undermine the process that has been undertaken to address alcohol problems 
in a more imaginative and innovative fashion in the Pilbara. In the process of establishing a trial, the department, 
my office and other peak bodies such as the Liquor Stores Association of Western Australia and the Australian Hotels 
Association, and interested parties across the Pilbara, have been confronted with the reality of an independent process 
in the form of liquor restrictions being proposed by an independent authority—the director of Liquor Licensing. 
That was in response to issues raised by police and the Department of Health, as required by legislation. These 
things have to be addressed independently of government. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: I am not taking interjections. I should not be getting them in a grievance. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville, I have spoken to you on two occasions during this grievance. 
I call you for the first time. There is absolutely no rule that what this minister is responding to is incorrect. I am 
sorry if you do not like it, but they are the rules of this house. Continue. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: Thank you. In the process of developing a unique and innovative response requiring collaboration 
and consultation right across the Pilbara with liquor outlets, peak bodies and interested parties such as local 
governments and other community groups, my office, the department and the University of Western Australia, which 
will monitor, analyse and implement the trial, were confronted with changed circumstances in the form of an 
independent process that announced a proposed liquor restriction right across the Pilbara. It was completely unrelated 
to a banned drinkers register trial. That was then challenged to the Liquor Commission, as is the right of liquor 
outlets or licensees across the Pilbara. As a result of that challenge and the time taken by the Liquor Commission’s 
independent process—it is completely independent of government—which took six months to hear the opposition 
and the claims made against the liquor restrictions, there was a further delay. Subsequent to that final decision, 
which found in favour of some proponents who were making a claim against the restrictions, the department, the 
trial peak bodies and other parties developing the trial have been confronted with a different sets of circumstances. 
Instead of one environment right across the Pilbara, there are now multiple environments. There are restrictions in 
Port Hedland and South Hedland, but there are effectively no restrictions across much of the rest of the Pilbara, 
which means that the trial needs to accommodate the fact that there is no standard benchmark across the entire 
Pilbara, and that has required a reassessment and reengagement with all the parties involved to ensure that the trial 
can go ahead.  

Solutions to the problems of alcohol abuse anywhere in the state, and particularly in the Pilbara, are complex and 
difficult. The McGowan government is working hard to combat those issues across a whole range of portfolios. 
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Indeed, Ministers McGurk, Roberts and Cook are working on responses to that challenge, and those responses 
need to be accommodated in the assessment of the banned drinkers register trial. We also need to reflect on the 
fact that there is no standard of restrictions across the entire Pilbara. The Australian Hotels Association and the 
Liquor Stores Association of Western Australia, the peak bodies, are working with independent outlets. We hope 
to implement the trial by the end of the year or in the first quarter of next year. The trial requires funding for 
equipment but it also requires agreement by the parties involved, and that is a complex process, which is not helped 
by the behaviour of Nationals WA members in the Pilbara. I ask that they desist or come and see my office. We 
will tell them what is going on. We are happy to brief them any time. 
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