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REPORT OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS

OVERVIEW OF PETITIONS REPORT
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2.1

2.2

2.3

3.1

3.2

INTRODUCTION

This report provides an overview of the petitiorensidered by the Legislative
Council Standing Committee on Environment and RuBlfifairs (Committee) from
31 May 2006 to 29 November 2006. This report isftheth Overview of Petitions
Report to be tabled by the Committee.

HISTORY AND PURPOSE OF THE COMMITTEE

The Committee was appointed by the Legislative €dwom 17 August 2005, during
the first session of the Thirty-Seventh Parliamefiie Committee continues the work
of the previous Standing Committee on Environmeak Rublic Affairs (24 May 2001
- 17 August 2005) with a membership of five.

The functions of the Committee are to inquire iat@ report on public or private
policies, practices, schemes, arrangements or gisoja Western AustraliaWA)
which affect or may affect the environment, as wagdl any bill referred by the
Legislative Council and petitions. The terms oference of the Committee are
published at the front of this report.

The Committee’s terms of reference provide thatenshrelevant, it is to assess the
merit of matters or issues arising from an inquinaccordance with the principles of
ecologically sustainable developmefSO) and the minimisation of harm to the
environment. The concept of ESD was adopted asahlgyoAustralian governments,
including Western Australia, in 1992 following tRsarth Summit in Rio de Janeiro,
Brazil. Ecologically sustainable development ishdlosophy defined by thational
Strategy for Ecologically Sustainable Developmest... development which aims to
meet the needs of Australians today while consgmiur ecosystems for the benefit of
future generations?

PETITIONS

A function of the Committee, as provided by itamiesf reference 1.3(c), is to inquire
into and report on petitions.

A petition is a request for action by the LegislatCouncil from a citizen or resident
or a group of citizens or residents. The Committeesiders petitions that have been

Ecologically Sustainable Development Steering @iftee, National Strategy for Ecologically Sustainable
DevelopmentCanberra: Australian Government Publishing Seni®92.
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Environment and Public Affairs Committee

3.3

3.4

tabled by a Member of the Legislative Council ohdléof a person or groups within
the community.

When reviewing petitions, the Committee seeks tovide a forum for public
discussion on matters of community interest analltov interested persons or groups
to bring their concerns to the attention of theikkive Council.

The Western Australian Legislative Council is thelyoHouse of Parliament in
Australia that refers all petitions to a committeeinquiry and reporf.In many other

jurisdictions petitions are simply recordedHiansardand no further investigation is
undertaken.

Petitions process adopted by the Committee

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

Once tabled in the Legislative Council, all petisostand referred to the Committee.
Upon receipt, the Committee generally writes to tabling Member and to the

principal petitioner inviting a 1-2 page submissimoviding further information on

the matters raised in the petition. The Committee,avhere appropriate, writes to the
relevant Minister(s) seeking comment on the contehtthe petition and any

submissions received. The Committee may also magknpnary investigations to

obtain background information on the issues fronvegoment agencies, private
organisations and individuals.

The Committee considers the submissions and atf@mation received and resolves
to either:

a) finalise the petition, that is, to not inquire het into the petition; or
b) formally inquire into the petition

Where a petition concerns a subject matter thatitisin the terms of reference of
another standing committee of the Legislative Cdutite Committee may refer the
petition to that committee for inquiry and rep@s, provided by the Committee’s term
of reference 1.5.

The Committee may resolve to finalise a petitiothaiit formally inquiring into it in
the following circumstances:

In Queensland, the Clerk of the Parliament sgmdisions to the relevant Minister. The Ministerymaspond
to the Clerk, who then tables the response, forsvardopy of the response to the tabling Membermpaidshes
the response on the Parliament’'s website. See//itypw.parliament.gld.gov.au/view/EPetitions%5FQLD/
(accessed on 2 November 2006). Petitions tablgtia@nSenate are “brought to the notice of the apjatgp
Senate Committee”; however, there is no requirerfigrthose committees to inquire into or reportibarthe
Senate on the petition. See http://www.aph.govensf/pubs/guides/briefno21.htm (accessed on 2rivowe
2006).

G:\DATA\EV\EVrp\ev.all.061123.rpf.001.xx.a.doc



SIXTH REPORT

a) if the Committee considers that the issues raigetie petition have been or
are being adequately dealt with;

b) if the issues raised in the petition will be or &aveen considered and/or
debated by the Legislative Council;

C) if the Committee considers that the issues raisethé petition have been
taken as far as possible at the time; or

d) if the Committee has not received any submissinmssponse to its invitation
to provide further information on the content of thetition

3.9 In many cases where the Committee finalises ai@etitthere has been some

resolution of the matters or issues raised.

3.10 When the Committee resolves to finalise a petitiadvises the tabling Member and
the principal petitioner.

3.11 If the Committee resolves to formally inquire irgtgetition, it may:

arrange hearings at which discussion occurs orvdihieus issues raised in
the petition;

gather additional information; and

prepare a report on the petition for tabling in tegislative Council

Reporting to the Parliament

3.12 The Committee has resolved to report regularlyhto Rarliament on the progress of
petitions that stand referred to the Committee usdanding Orders of the Legislative
Council.

The Parliamentary Commissioner for Administratimedstigations (Ombudsman)

3.13 Certain issues or matters raised in a petition maye under the Ombudsman’s
jurisdiction as set out in thHearliamentary Commissioner Act 1971

3.14 The Committee liaises regularly with the Ombudsmaoffice in recognition of the
fact that a matter raised by a petition may hawenlgreviously considered or could
currently be under consideration by that office.

General

3.15 All transcripts of evidence given in public, and af the Committee’s reports and
relevant Government responses are available onPHriament WA website at

G:\DATA\EV\EVrp\ev.all.061123.rpf.001.xx.a.doc 3
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http://www.parliament.wa.gov.au. Committee repada be purchased from the State
Law Publisher and are also available at the Alegaridbrary and other selected
libraries.

4 PETITIONS CONSIDERED

4.1 At the commencement of the reporting period, then@ittee had nine petitions under
consideration on eight separate issues. Duringgperting period nine petitions were
referred to the Committee. The Committee has fedli seven petitions on six
separate issues, which are discussed below. Them@tee is continuing its
consideration into eleven petitions (see sectibeldw).

5 PETITIONS TO BE REPORTED ON SEPARATELY

Petition No 24 - Regarding a Proposed Marina at Pat Peron

5.1 On 29 November 2005, Hon Giz Watson MLC tabled atipe in the Legislative
Council [TP#1090] containing 2145 signatures opposing the constuaif a Marina
at Point Peron.

5.2 The petition stated that:
We the undersigned citizens of Western Australia

Want the area known as Point Peron/Cape Peron, Qty
Rockingham in the State of Western Australia toaiarim Perpetuity
as Parks and Recreation and that an inland Marir@ be built.
Further that any improvements made to the area doserve the
natural environment and provide for continual accey people of all
Socio-economic groups.

We request that the Council ensure:

That studies of the impact on the natural enviromnté a proposed
Marina and any developments not associated with aind, be

assessed preferably as part of any Metropolitan iGtegscheme
amendment, necessary for such a marina or otheeldpments and
that this should include effect on sand erosioagsass, littoral drift,

algal growth and flushing of Cockburn Sound.

That the land now currently zoned Parks and Re@aaand Port
Installations does not become privately owned aséel for 99 years

The TP number [TP#228] refers to the Tabled Papemidér given to the petition upon its tabling in the
Legislative Council.

4 G:\DATA\EV\EVrp\ev.all.061123.rpf.001.xx.a.doc



SIXTH REPORT

for commercial development and that access remf@nshe public
for the purpose of recreation and holiday accomntioda

That a study on the need for such a Marina and d¢heo
developments is completed and made available t@ubéc prior to
any rezoning or developmeht.

5.3 Following its preliminary enquiries, the Committessolved on 30 August 2006 to
report separately on this petition.

5.4 The Committee’s investigations are continuing, védtheport anticipated to be tabled
in December 2007.

Petition No 22 - Utility Consumer Hardship

5.5 On 15 November 2005, Hon Sally Talbot MLC tablegadition in the Legislative
Council [TP#1001] containing 180 signatures regugsthe Legislative Council to
examine and address utility consumer hardship by:

1. Assessing the extent, nature, underlying causescast of
utility hardship in Western Australia, including amwining
situations where consumers are disconnected oricest on
account of being genuinely unable to afford théiity bills.

2. Reviewing recent studies and relevant policies prattices
both in Australia and overseas dealing with utiligbt.

3. Assessing the impact on consumer hardship of tlieigm
and practices of Western Australian Utilities, Gowaent
departments and agencies.

4. Recommending changes to the policies, programs,
regulations and practices of Utilities, the Economi
Regulation Authority, the Energy Ombudsman, and
Government departments and agencies, to mitigatsuoer
utility hardship?

5.6 Following its preliminary enquiries the Committezsolved on 18 October 2006 to
report separately on this petition.

Hon Giz Watson MLC, Western Australia, Legislati@uncil, Parliamentary Debates (Hansard),
29 November 2005, p7789.

Hon Sally Talbot MLC, Western Australia, Legislati Council, Parliamentary Debates (Hansard),
15 November 2005, p7195.
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5.7 The Committee’s investigations are continuing, vdtheport anticipated to be tabled
in the first-half of 2007.

6 PETITIONS FINALISED BY THE COMMITTEE DURING THE REPORTING PERIOD

Petition No 2 - Bluegum and Commercial Forestry Ban Porongurup

6.1 On 6 April 2005, Hon Giz Watson MLC tabled a peiiti[ TP#228] containing 2047
signatures calling for:

. a total ban on any further bluegum or commerciatefbry
plantations being planted within a five kilometrene from the
boundaries of the Porongurup National Park.

6.2 The petitioners further called for:

... a total ban on all aerial spraying, or ground spnag of bluegum
or commercial forestry plantations currently exigfiwithin that five
kilometre zone from the boundaries of the Poronguational Park.

This area, like many others in the Great Southemd &outh West
Regions, has a wonderful diversity of flora, fauaad natural
features of landscage.

6.3 The Committee resolved to consider petitions 2 Baaoncurrently (see paragraphs
6.4 — 6.21 below).

Petition No 15 - Aerial Spraying of Insecticides inthe Great Southern

6.4 On 18 August 2005, Hon Matthew Benson-Lidholm ML&bled a petition in the
Legislative Council [TP#595] containing 2275 sigmras respectfully requesting the
Parliament:

... to urge the Government to take action to ban cotalyi¢he aerial
spraying of insecticides, including Alpha-cypermieth which is
currently being used on monoculture tree farms lre tGreat
Southern.

It is toxic to Invertebrates such as native Beebickvin turn will
affect native mammals and leave residues in neigfiig livestock if
their pastures are sprayed through drift.

Hon Giz Watson MLC, Western Australia, Legislati@uncil, Parliamentary Debates (Hansard),
6 April 2005, p345.

6 G:\DATA\EV\EVrp\ev.all.061123.rpf.001.xx.a.doc



SIXTH REPORT

With the small sizes of farms, streams and watwhoaent areas and
local residents needing to harvest water from theiofs for their
needs, the risk of drift is too greft.

6.5 The Committee received a submission from one ofpttiecipal petitioners which
expanded on their reasons for requesting a ban evial aspraying within five
kilometres of Porongurup National Park. Part ofgshbmission read as follows:

The petition | presented refers to a very small aareround

Porongurup National Park. It is a beautiful distica tourist

destination and the park a haven for various spea@é flora and

fauna yet it now has bluegum plantations going trigih the slopes of
the range to the very boundaries of the NationalkRan three sides
and a large concentration of plantations in thersunding vicinity.

What effect will the plantations and associatedugid and aerial
spraying have on the environment and the commdunithe long

run?

6.6 Another submission outlined the reasons behindptitigioner’'s request for a ‘total’
ban on aerial spraying and raised their main caorscier the following manner.

The reason for the large petition of over 2000 aigres is that a
large number of people in this area just do not teerial spraying.
We even feel it is unnecessary as there are setemlcompanies
that do not spray. People have concerns for theialth and the
health of their families, for the impact on tribtitss, water bodies
and other portable water supplies, and for the idifty in
determining the origin of an accidental spray drift

The truth is that if there was just a 1 kilometngffer zone and we
know from other data that chemicals drift furthdvam that, there
could not be aerial spraying in this area becausmi yare never
further than 1 kilometre away from a home, riveater source, road
or A class reserve. In the original Code of Pragtithere was a 1
kilometre buffer zone included which was soon redowhen the
implication of what it meant was realized. It thé&ecame a 1
kilometre awareness zone, which means what?

Hon Matthew Benson-Lidholm MLC, Western Australi&gislative Council Parliamentary Debates
(Hansard),18 August 2005, p4178.

Letter from Principal Petitioner, 21 July 2008, p
Letter from the Great Southern Group for SmaeeTFarming, 18 September 2005, p2.

G:\DATA\EV\EVrp\ev.all.061123.rpf.001.xx.a.doc 7
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6.7 The Committee sought information about alpha-cymimn, and received a letter
from the Minister for Agriculture, with a forwardeesponse from the Australian
Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines AuthoriyP{VMA ).

6.8 The response from the APVMA stated that they werable to find any instance of
the insecticide alpha-cypermethrin being bannedAirstralia, the United States,
Canada or Europe. In 2004, the European Unionwedethe insecticide’s status and
affirmed its status as an approved chemical forimgirope™

6.9 The Committee also received a response from theufixe Director of Conservation
and Land ManagementTALM ).

6.10 The letter from CALM states that the National Padktains a number of threatened
flora populations, with several being endemic te tRorongurup Range. The
insecticide could be expected to be toxic to irsectd other invertebrates and could
secondarily affect the fauna that feeds on thesepg*

6.11 The letter further states that the magnitude of é¢ffects would depend on the
guantity, frequency and extent of any spray dnitb ithe park.

6.12 The Shire of Plantagenet informed the Committeet th@ administration and
implementation of a five kilometre exclusion zonmeumd the National Park is not
practical. The letter also stated that:

Aerial spraying and chemical application is not lesive to

plantations. If the call for a ban on aerial spragi within 5km of the
Porongurup National Park is to be investigated, vibuld be
inappropriate to single out plantations. Other rumctivities in the
vicinity of the National Park involve chemical aijggkion, in

particular vineyards and aerial spraying of canol&hemical
application is an accepted agricultural practicedaany proposal to
introduce further controls or legislation should tndiscriminate
against one sector of the rural industfy.

6.13 The Committee wrote to one of the forestry indusirpups, ‘Timber 20-20 Inc’,
requesting information on the following:

What initiatives have been undertaken by the ptamaindustry to
reduce chemical spraying in the South West of Westestralia?

10 Letter from Dr RJ Smith, Chief Executive Officerugtralian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines
Authority to the Department of Agriculture, 8 Novieen 2005, p1.

1 Letter from Mr Keiran McNamara, Executive Diregt@onservation and Land Management 6 December
2005, p2.

12 Letter from Mr John Byrne, Acting Chief Executi@dficer, Shire of Plantagenet, 15 September 2006,
p5.

8 G:\DATA\EV\EVrp\ev.all.061123.rpf.001.xx.a.doc



SIXTH REPORT

What initiatives have been undertaken by the ptamaindustry to
reduce chemical spraying in Mount Barker and spedlify in the
vicinity of Porongurup National Park?

6.14 ‘Timber 20-20’ provided the following informatiom irelation to initiatives taken by
the plantation industry to reduce aerial spraying:

i) All Managed Investment Scheme Companies (Mi&)naw
accredited or undertaking accreditation with theorést
Stewardship Council or the Australian Forest Stanod
which specifically request documentation of theitisation
of chemicals and to abide by world best practidde
companies are audited annually and will apply witie
conditions laid down by the audit.

i) All MIS companies have a good neighbour agreen{GNA)
within their annual undertaking of ongoing comnuation
with the wider community. With the application axdrial
spraying, under the GNA guidelines, members of the
community are contacted in advance when aeriabyEpg
may take place.

iii) The MIS companies have an Industry Code ddcBce in
which the Forest management practices and a@witire
documented. This document contains a uniform GNA w
which the forest industry works in association hwitocal
Government.

iv) MIS companies work closely with the relevanbcal
Government Authorities and have responded to cosce
lodged by the community with regards to aerialagjong, as
well as informing them of the activity, chemicaled and
their specific strengths. This has been done agtle at
community meetings.

V) The industry developed an Aerial Spray Protoabich is
strictly adhered to by the companies and pilot® wapply the
chemicalg?

6.15 The following information was provided about inftiees undertaken by the plantation
industry to reduce chemical spraying in the area:

18 Letter from ‘Timber 20-20’, 8 May 2006, pp1-2.

G:\DATA\EV\EVrp\ev.all.061123.rpf.001.xx.a.doc 9
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i) No spraying has occurred in the Porongurup Naél Park
by any company in 2005.

i) No companies have or will aerial spray in MaRer*

6.16 The Committee wrote to ‘Timber 20-20’ seeking faerthclarification about aerial

6.17

6.18

6.19

6.20

6.21

spraying in the vicinity of Porongurup National Pand asked the following:

The Committee would like to know if any spraying teken place
around or near the National Park or Mt Barker.

‘Timber 20-20’ replied:

There has been no aerial spraying within 5km raduofs the
Porongurup National Park in 2005, nor will there bethe future...
As for near Mt Barker, within a radius of 5kms amdre, no aerial
spraying has taken place near the township neithiéirthere be in
the future. In 2005 there was very little aeriakagng in the Blue
Gum region and Timber 20-20 is anticipating thatsttmay be
reduced in subsequent years.

The Committee took account of the initiatives umaleen by the forestry industry on
chemical spraying. These include the process akddation, the establishment of an
Industry Code of Practice and an Aerial Spray Rmltcas well as the good working
relationship between the industry and Local Govemim

The Committee acknowledged the forestry industrgctice of reducing chemical
spraying.

The Committee finalised petitions 2 and 15 on 21 Hie 2006

The Committee acknowledged the petitioners coniobu to the debate and
considered that this issue had been brought toattemtion of Parliament by the
tabling of the petitions in the Legislative Council

Petition No 29 - Sorry Day Public Holiday

6.22

On 23 May 2006, Hon Giz Watson MLC tabled a petitio the Legislative Council
[TP#1538] containing 90 signatures stating that:

We, the undersigned residents of Western Australg, that those
Aboriginal and Torres Straight Islander people reqad from their
families under State and Commonwealth laws andciesli (the

14

15

Ibid.
Electronic mail from ‘Timber 20-20’, 1 June 20Q4.,.

10
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SIXTH REPORT

“Stolen Generations”), and the legacy of their revaf are deserving
of permanent recognition in the Western Austraammunity

... the petitioners request that the Legislative Giluwill legislate to
declare May 28, which has become known as Sorry Day, a public
holiday throughout Western Australfi&.

6.23 The Committee received a submission from the ppadcpetitioner and the tabling
Member.

6.24 The Committee noted the 10 existing Public and Baolldays, which are as follows:
New Year's Day (1st January).

Australia Day (26th January or, when that day falls a Saturday or
Sunday, the first Monday following the 26th Jandiary

Labor Day (Monday on or first Monday following thst March).
Good Friday.

Easter Monday.

Anzac Day (25th April).

Foundation Day (Monday on or first Monday followitigg 1st June).

Celebration Day for the Anniversary of the Birthdafythe Reigning
Sovereign (day to be appointed annually by procknapublished
in the Government Gazette at least 3 weeks befoee day so
appointed).

Christmas Day (25th December).
Boxing Day (26th December).

When New Year's Day, Anzac Day, or Christmas Ddlg tn a
Saturday or Sunday the next following Monday iso as public
holiday and bank holiday.

When Boxing Day falls on a Saturday the next faligaMonday is
also a public holiday and bank holiday.

16 Hon Giz Watson MLC, Western Australia, Legislati@uncil, Parliamentary Debates (Hansard),

23 May 2006, p2927.

G:\DATA\EV\EVrp\ev.all.061123.rpf.001.xx.a.doc 11
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6.25

6.26

6.27

6.28

6.29

6.30

When Boxing Day falls on a Sunday or Monday the fabowing
Tuesday is also a public holiday and bank holiday.

At its meeting on 21 June 2006, the Committee wesbto write to the Minister for
Indigenous Affairs requesting comment on the terafisthe petition and the
submission and to enquire about the range of ewehisduled for Reconciliation Day.

The Committee received a response from the Honl&sheiHale MLA, Minister for
Indigenous Affairs.

The Minister acknowledged that the States haveoresbility for determining bank
and public holidays — but not for determining niadtby recognised public holidays
such as ANZAC Day and Australia Day. The Ministentinues:

So while the Western Australian Parliament woulgenthe authority
to legislate Sorry Day as a public holiday it doest have the power
to replace a nationally recognised public holidayck as Australia
Day. This change would require the assent of thedeFsd
Government?

The Minister agreed with the tabling Member thatréhwould be opposition from

business, and employer groups, to the creationnefnapublic holiday. She also made
the point that those groups would also likely ogpthee scrapping of Australia Day in
favour of Sorry Day'given the likely disruption this change would hase work

practices”®

The Minister outlined a number of programs and med@tion and celebratory events
on indigenous issues. These included various ENRI@ibgrams which are based on
the philosophy of promoting reconciliation throulyldigenous heritage and culture.
ENRICH is a program administered by the Departneérindigenous Affairs and it
began as an internal branding initiative in 2003.

The programs included the ENRICH PAiSSchools Reconciliation Awards;
ENRICH Cultural sponsorships and Grants; the ENREtan Foreshore Walk Trail
Indigenous Interpretive Trail and ENRICH Corporate.

17

18

19

20

21

Second Schedul®ublic and Bank Holidays Act 1972
Letter from Hon Sheila McHale MLA, Minister fondigenous Affairs, 14 July 2006, p1l.
Ibid.

The ENRICH symbol is representative of rock arthvitie open hand symbolising harmony, optimism,
well-being and a welcoming and inviting nature floe program. The letter “e” in the palm of the hand
forms a path that leads to the sharing and passingf knowledge and wisdom from one person to
another, and the signature suggests a respectcandveledgement of the past and a journey to a dnite
future enriched by the sharing and appreciatiomdigenous heritage and culture.

PALS is an acronym for Partnership, Acceptancarhieg and Sharing — key tenets for achieving jgtoje
success and reconciliation.

12
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6.31

6.32

6.33

6.34

NAIDOC? celebrations are held around Australia in thet fisl week in July to
celebrate the history, culture and achievementsAlbbriginal and Torres Strait
Islander People.

There are also dedicated Aboriginal celebratorivitiets in the Shire of Bassendean,
the City of Joondalup and the City of Armadale, amdEdith Cowan, Curtin and
Murdoch Universities.

In view of the above, the Committee finalised thipetition on 23 August 2006

The Committee acknowledged the petitioner’s contiim to the debate and
considered that this issue had been brought toattemtion of Parliament by the
tabling of the petition in the Legislative Council.

Petition No 30 - Select Committee into Wait Timesofr Children needing Therapeutic
Services

6.35

6.36

6.37

On 25 May 2006, Hon Barbara Scott MLC tabled atipetin the Legislative Council
[TP#1541] containing 465 signatures stating that:

We, the undersigned residents of Western Australipport the
establishment of a Select Committee of Inquiry thelong waiting
times that children and their families endure befthiey are assessed
and then receive therapeutic treatment.

The petitioners request the Legislative Counciestablish a Select
Committee of Inquiry into wait times for childreaedling therapeutic
services?

On 24 May 2006, Hon Barbara Scott MLC moved a nmiiothe Legislative Council
to establish a Select Committee into waitlists &ildren to access Therapeutic
Interventions.

The motion read as follows:

Q) A committee of three members is appointed tanyof whom
constitute a quorum.

(2) The committee is to enquire into and report on

22

23

NAIDOC originally stood for National Aborigines amslanders Day Observance Committee. The
Committee was responsible for organising nationtiVities during NAIDOC week, and the acronym has
since become the name of the week itself.

Hon Barbara Scott MLC, Western Australia, LegiskatCouncil, Parliamentary Debates (Hansard),
25 May 2006, p3033.

G:\DATA\EV\EVrp\ev.all.061123.rpf.001.xx.a.doc 13



Environment and Public Affairs Committee

@) the long waitlists for children in Western shalia
accessing therapeutic interventions;

(b) the current and long-term impact of the lowgit
times on the children and their families incluglitne
financial cost of these delays;

(c) the financial impact on the community and
government of these delays and the cost of raduci
them;

(d) the ability of child development centres égspond to
children’s needs;

(e) the share of the health budget directed tasacute
care at the expense of world class preventabddtiine
care in the early years of childhood development;

() the adequacy of funding of training and swson
of new speech pathologists, occupational thetapis
physiotherapists, clinical psychologists, spastal
surgeons and other specially trained child thes&p
and

(9) any other matters relating to therapeutic
interventions for children in Western Australia.

3) The committee, and the proceedings of the dthemn are
subject to chapter XXII of standing orders andsitto be
regarded for all purposes as a committee appointader
that chapter.

(4) The committee may present interim reports autha
requirement for leave.

(5) The committee is to report to the house nterlghan 30
June 2006 and if the house do stand adjourned;dhamittee
is to deliver its report to the President, who Itltause the
same to be printed by authority of this ordeér.

6.38 The debate on this motion resumed in the Legigtafisuncil on 31 May 2006.

2 Hon Barbara Scott MLC, Western Australia, Legis&tiCouncil, Parliamentary Debates (Hansard),

24 May, p2990.
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6.39

6.40

6.41

The motion was put and Io%t.

Consequently, the Committee finalised this petitiorbecause the matter had been
debated and was determined by a vote in the Legigiae Council.

The Committee acknowledged the petitioner’s contiim to the debate and
considered that the issues had been brought tatteation of Parliament by the
tabling of the petition in the Legislative Council.

Petition No 32 - Australind Rail Service

6.42

6.43

6.44

On 24 August 2006, Hon Barry House MLC tabled ditipet in the Legislative
Council [TP#1780] containing 7252 signatures whigdis couched in the following
terms:

We the undersigned residents of Western Austratiaopposed to the
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, Hon Alaaim MacTiernan’s
proposal to scale back the train service betweenbBuy and Perth.

The Australind train service is valued by the loc@mmunity,
particularly the elderly, who are able to book aasecarry on
luggage, access toilet facilities, as well as ergognore comfortable
standard of transport.

The plan to replace one of the return trips of ttn&n service with
coach transport will result in a significant los$ gervice to residents
to the South West.

Your petitioners therefore respectfully requestltbgislative Council
to oppose the State Government’s proposal to dowdegthe train
service between Bunbury and Pefth.

The Planning and Infrastructure Minister Hon AlamrMacTiernan MLA released a
statement on 7 August 2006 informing the publid tha two daily return services on
the Australind train between Bunbury and Perth waamair?’

The Committee wrote to the principal petitioner ahd tabling Member seeking a
submission on the terms of the petition.

25

26

27

Western Australia, Legislative Counddarliamentary Debates (Hansardd1l May 2006, pp3254—-3270.

Hon Barry House MLC, Western Australia, Legislati@euncil, Parliamentary Debates (Hansard),
24 August 2006, p5142.

Hon Alannah MacTiernan MLA, ‘Australind passengervices to stay as they ardledia Release
7 August 2006.
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6.45

6.46

6.47

The principal petitioner informed the Committee ikl¢hat he would not be sending

in a submission and was satisfied with the outcome.

The Committee finalised this petition on 18 Octobe2006 because this issue had

been resolved

The Committee acknowledged the petitioner's contidn to the debate and
considered that the issue had been brought tattinatian of Parliament by the tabling

of the petition in the Legislative Council.

Petition No 27 - New Primary School in Hillarys

6.48 On 15 March 2006, Hon Peter Collier MLC tabled ditjpm in the Legislative
Council [TP#1329] containing 406 signatures, whiehs couched in the following

terms:

To the President and Members of the Legislative n€Cibuof the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament asbéad.

We the undersigned residents of Western Australippat the
planning and establishment of a new primary schinghe Hillarys
electorate. We note that:

there was no allocation in the 2005-06 State Budgeta new
primary school in Hillarys;

the present school is 32 years old, constructedasifiestos and
requires continuing expensive maintenance;

land previously allocated to a new primary scho@lswsold in late
2002; and

the Hillarys community continues to grow without@responding
increase in government schooling infrastructure aocommodate
primary school aged children.

Your petitioners therefore respectfully requestltbgislative Council
to urge the Government to commit funds to planafod establish a
new primary school in the Hillarys electorate.

And your petitioners as in duty bound, will eveayf®

28

Hon Peter Collier MLC, Western Australia, LegistatiCouncil, Parliamentary Debates (Hansard),

15 March 2006, p499.

16
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6.49 The Committee received a submission from the tgblMlember and from the
principal petitioner. The Committee also receive@@ from the principal petitioner
with a number of photographs, some of which wekernaat the school in February
2006. The photographs show various levels of siratdamage.

6.50 In his submission, the tabling Member Hon Peterli€@olMLC, highlighted his
concern with the following:

With the approval of the Deputy Principal, | redgntonducted a
thorough investigation of Hillarys Primary Schodlmust admit to
being quiet concerned with regard to numerous $tmad
components of the school. Specific areas that cardeme include;
open gaps in the ceiling, poor lighting, leakingves, rusted piping
and dated wiring. In particular, | am concerned hvithe asbestos
roofing throughout the school. In several placesr¢hare holes in the
asbestos, which would definitely lead to safetyceoms for the
children and staff?

6.51 The petitioners stated that the present scho@ igears old, is constructed of asbestos
and requires continuing expensive maintenance. Th@ressed concern with the
ongoing deterioration of the school, and partidylahe asbestos problem. They
maintained that:

The construction of Hillarys Primary is flat roofgand the water
sitting on the asbestos will continue to break éwd and cause
continuing deterioratiori

6.52 The Committee noted the following questions askgthke Hon Barry House MLC in
the Legislative Council on 8 November 2005:

Q) When and for how much did the government kit
previously allocated for a new school at Hillarys?

2 Were any of the proceeds of the sale set asaie
maintenance of the present Hillarys Primary ScRool

3) If not why not?

4) What are the maintenance priorities for théaea and how
much has been allocated to address these prob&ntke
school in 2005, 2006 and 20077

% Letter from Hon Peter Collier MLC, 3 April 2006, p1
% Letter from Principal Petitioner, 11 April 20Q&2.
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6.53

6.54

6.55

6.56

The Minister for Education and Training, Hon Laitjna Ravlich MLC replied:
1) On 7 January 2003 for $4.78 million.
(2)-(3) No. Maintenance is funded separately.
(4) The maintenance priorities are:

Repairs to roof plumbing $1 500

Rectification of displaced and broken paving $1 000
Replacement of some floor coverings $4 500
Repairs to bitumen car park $3 000

Investigation and rectification of stormwater issue
$2 500

Rectification of rusted veranda $2 000

Internal and external painting $30 000

It is not possible to provide information relagito
specific budget allocations for maintenance, as
district offices will determine priorities andlatate
funding accordingly*

The Committee received a response to the petitiom fthe Minister for Education
and Training, who provided the following information relation to the petitioners
requests for a new primary school at Hillarys:

Student enrolments at Hillarys Primary School haeelined from
660 students in 1988 to 477 students in 2006. Aghosome
fluctuations in enrolments in forthcoming years &kely, the school
has a surplus number of permanent classrooms aedfscted to be
able to accommodate future enrolments from thelityoaf Hillarys.*

The Minister stated that the allocation of fundsamdress maintenance issues at
schools is made by each district education offffee also stated that an amount of
$46, 136 was allocated in 2005/06 to address owdstg maintenance matters at
Hillarys Primary School.

The Committee noted the following questions whickravasked by the Hon Peter
Collier MLC in the Legislative Council on 31 May @&:

31

32

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich MLC, Minister for Educatioand Training, Western Australia, Legislative
Council,Parliamentary Debates (Hansard),November 2005, p6953.

Letter from Hon Ljiljianna Ravlich MLC, Minister fdducation and Training, 4 July 2006, p1.
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Q) Has WorkSafe received complaints regarding sisiseroofs,
ceilings and walls in government schools?

(2) If yes to (1), which schools?

3) If yes to (1), have inspectors attended thseskools to
investigate these complaints; and, if not, why?not

4) If yes to (1) and (3), what schools were fbuon have
asbestos, which constitutes a potential healtk, risxd what
strategies were introduced to overcome the prob®m

6.57 Hon Jon Ford MLC, Minister for Fisheries represegtihe Minister for Employment
Protection replied:

| thank the member for some notice of this questibime Minister for
Employment Protection has supplied the followingveer -

Q) Yes, in 2006 the WorkSafe database identifiecke
complaints involving asbestos and specifically nidging
government schools.

(2) Carine Senior High School, Hillarys Primary 8ol and
Lynwood Primary School.

3) Carine Senior High School, yes. Hillarys mary School,
yes. Lynwood Primary School, no.

WorkSafe received a copy of a letter complainiagthe
Department of Education and Training. WorkSafeséd
with the department and, based on the contentheofetter,
WorkSafe determined that the issues were withia th
Department of Education and Training’s respondiil

(4) Asbestos cement products in sound conditiod, deft
undisturbed, present little risk to the generalnmrounity.
However, WorkSafe took the following actions. @arine
Senior High School an improvement notice wssued
requiring the Department of Education andaifimg to
identify and assess all asbestos-containingterads at
the Carine Senior High School and provide an site
register. This notice has been complied with.

3 Hon Peter Collier MLC, Western Australia, LegistatiCouncil, Parliamentary Debates (Hansard),
31 May 2006, p3275.
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At Hillarys Primary School three improvemenbtices
were issued requiring the Department of Edioca and
Training to identify and assess and provide on-site
asbestos-containing  materials register at the ldtyis
Primary School - the notice has now been compiligtth;
identify and assess asbestos-containing matesiadsprovide
on site registers at all schools - this noticetidl current; and
train all principals in their role and responsikliies in
asbestos management - this notice is still curtent

6.58 In relation to the asbestos issue the MinisteEducation and Training provided the
following information:

An inspection of the school was recently condubtertepresentatives
from the Department of Education and Training, epartment of
Housing and Works, the School Principal and the dngs and
Citizens’ Association in regard to the asbestostaiming materials
(ACMs) at the school. It was revealed that the AOM=e not
sufficiently deteriorated to warrant immediate rarab

Where damage to ACMs occurs, a management reginses €x
effectively deal with the matter. A priority 1 cadidged with the
Department of Housing and Works call centre wils@m® remedial
action to make safe any damaged ACMs within 24dour

The Department of Education and Training sharestthienate goal
expressed in the National Occupational Health andfety
Commission Code of Practice — for all workplace®é¢ofree of ACM.
However, this must be considered in light of coingetiemands for
limited resources. Notwithstanding this, the Depwiht remains
committed to providing a safe and healthy envirammfor all

students and staff.

6.59 The Committee wrote to the Minister for Educatiord a'raining with the following

questions:
a) Where in the list of priorities does Hillarysifary school sit
in terms of having its asbestos roof and ceilingngis
replaced?

3 Hon Jon Ford MLC, Minister for Fisheries represanthe Minister for Employment Protection, Western

Australia, Legislative CounciRarliamentary Debates (Hansard1l May 2006, p3276.

% Letter from Hon Ljiljianna Ravlich MLC, Minister fdducation and Training, 4 July 2006, pp1-2.
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b) In which year is it anticipated to replace thsbestos roof
and ceiling panels at Hillarys Primary school?

C) Have all the Worksafe notices for Hillarys Pam school
been fully complied witi?

6.60 The Minister for Education and Training replied:

6.61

6.62

6.63

€)) No priority list of schools for the removal @fsbestos
containing materials has been established.

(b) The roof of Hillarys Priamary School is cladth aluminium
sheeting and not asbestos containing material. él@w, it is
understood that the eaves beneath the roof arestngted
with asbestos cement sheeting. Where building ezltsm
constructed with asbestos containing material hdeen
damaged or found to have become badly deterioyates
defective material is either repaired or replacedth non-
asbestos material as part of the school's normailding
maintenance activity.

(c) | am advised that there are no outstandingrR@afe WA
notices applicable to Hillarys Primary Schddl.

The Committee noted with interest the followingpogted’ comments by Mr Howard
Milne, the former Principal of Hillarys Primary Smbi, who said:

... he was not taking sides in the matter but heshetl the school
was functioning well, its grounds were attractivedaits structural
needs were no different to those of lots of otoboels®®

The Committee acknowledged the above comments fhenMinister for Education
and Training that the roof of Hillarys Primary Sohaloes not contain asbestos
material and that there are no outstanding WorkBafiees applicable to the school.

In view of the fact that there are no outstanding VérkSafe notices for Hillarys
Primary School, the Committee finalised this petiton on 25 October 2006

36

37

38

Letter to Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich MLC, Minister fordtication and Training, 28 August 2006, p1.
Letter from Hon Ljiljianna Ravlich MLC, Minister fd&ducation and Training, 22 September 2006, p1l.
John Murphy, ‘Old school a dange®t/anneroo Time28 March 2006, p1.
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6.64

6.65

The Committee noted that the Standing CommitteePahlic Administration was

conducting inquiries during October 2006 into asiigsontaining materials in WA
schools®®

The Committee acknowledged the concerns of thetigedrs and the hazards
associated with asbestos. The Committee considire@dthe issues raised in the
petition had been brought to the attention of Barént by the tabling of the petition
in the Legislative Council.

Petition No 28 - Infill Deep Sewerage for SpearwogdHamilton Hill and Munster

6.66

6.67

6.68

6.69

On 2 May 2006, Hon Barbara Scott MLC tabled a etitn the Legislative Council
[TP#1475] containing 20 signatures which was coddhehe following terms:

We the undersigned residents of Western Australippart the
prioritisation of infill deep sewerage to all regidtial properties in
Spearwood, Hamilton Hill and Munster as the curreeptic tank
systems are collapsing one by one as a result wiptete saturation

and there is a danger of possible leakage into gneundwater
system.

Your petitioners therefore respectfully requestltbgislative Council
to recommend that reticulated deep sewerage sysbamisistalled
immediately to all remaining residential propertiesthe suburbs of
Spearwood, Hamilton Hill and Munster in order toeava possible
health and environmental disaster in the futtfre.

The Committee wrote to the tabling Member and thiecgpal petitioner, inviting a

written submission, and to the Minister for Wate&sBurces for comment on the terms
of the petition.

A submission was received from the tabling Memb&mas a response from the
Minister for Water Resources.

Hon Barbara Scott MLC made the following pointhér submission:

That the suburbs of Spearwood, Hamilton Hill andnister are
between forty and fifty years old and all housesehaeptic tank
systems. These systems are now collapsing, déispiteest efforts of
the residents, many of whom have either installeseeond septic
tank, or have to have the original tank pumpedaut regular basis

39

40

Mr Peter McCaffrey, Chief Finance OfficeDepartment of Education and Trainingranscript of
Evidence 18 October 2006.

Hon Helen Morton MLC, Western Australia, LegiskatiCouncil, Parliamentary Debates (Hansard),
2 May 2006, p1760.
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6.70

6.71

at a cost of $600. The ground is predominantly $toee and of a
hilly nature, and drainage is now only working tbiose residents on
raised ground, with those in the valleys havingctme with septic
waste on a daily basis.

Infill sewerage in these areas was originally salled for completion
in 2004. However, in response to a Parliamentargggion on 4 April
2006, the Minister for Water Resources advised tihare were
several projects scheduled for Spearwood and HamiHill in the

infill sewerage program. The first of these progeatill commence in
2006-07 and all projects for these areas will benpteted by 2013.
Under current funding levels, Ross Court Spearwisatheduled for
construction in 2012. There is no infill seweragejgct in Munster.

| have been approached by concerned residentsatsudthe City of
Cockburn expressing their deep concern over tligasand seeking
my assistance to get the Government to fast tlaekrtfill sewerage
program in the area of “Spearwood 28a”.

A recent public meeting was attended by over onediad
residents... Some residents reported that they arg ymiblic toilet
facilities at Phoenix Park to save overflow on th@bperties?

Hon Barbara Scott MLC also stated that some retsdgrent around $1000 dollars on
rebuilding their leach tanks, some of which havkapsed again.

The Minister for Water Resources, Hon John KobéMeA, provided the following
information:

All un-sewered developed residential areas throughioe State were
prioritised in consultation with the Department ¢fealth, the
Department of Environment and local governmentse Tdrgeted
areas and priority ranking established for infilewerage projects
have remained substantially unchanged.

The Infill Sewerage Program has twice been exterideghable the
Water Corporation to fund urgent projects requirgge to the drying
climate. This has consequently deferred many ptejicoughout the
State.

There have been a number of issues raised witlextension of the
program, and | recently announced a health and remwvhental
review would be undertaken of the Infill SewerageogPam

41

Letter from Hon Barbara Scott MLC, 19 May 2006, {201
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priorities. It is anticipated that this review witle completed in June
2006. The ranking and timing of projects, includitigose in
Spearwood and Hamilton Hill, may alter as a resdlthis review.

In Spearwood, $38 million has been spent on thél Béwerage
Program since 1994, with 4,321 properties completédat’'s 75% of
the targeted properties — and 1,594 properties fi@eing at an
estimated cost of $12.6 million.

403 of the remaining properties will be seweredarrtie Spearwood
2E project in 2006/07, and a further 591 properte® currently
scheduled to be sewered under Spearwood 28A in/@®0&nd
2009/10%

6.72 On 27 January 2006, the Department of Health (D&ddight the City’s assistance in
determining Infill Sewerage Priority Areas withimet City of Cockburn. The
following extract is taken from the City of CocklbuCouncil minutes of 13 April
2006.

The City responded to the DOH on 6 February 20@hiidying two
large areas within Spearwood as being a priorihgde being:-

(@) the area bordered by Spearwood Ave, RockingRarad,
Phoenix Road and Hamilton Road (Spearwood 28A & 3N
and

(b) the area bordered by Stock Road, Rockinghaad Reéreeth
Road and the railway reserve (Spearwood 27A & 4E)

The unsewered area of Coogee (Spearwood 12P & 1@6RB)also
identified as an area to be considered. Attachedh wihe
correspondence was Mrs Fedeles petition, 3 letfesm residents
requesting connection to sewer and an article ftbenlocal media.

After this original letter was forwarded to the DQthe City's Health
Service received a number of letters from residdaggprox 15)
requesting that sewer be provided to the Spearvared as a matter
of urgency. This response was mainly due to sevemrts in the
local media and a lack of understanding as to wiacihority was
responsible for the provision of sewfér.

42 Letter from Hon John Kobelke MLA, Minister for W Resources, 6 June 2006, ppl-2.
4 City of CockburnCouncil Minutes13 April 2006, p50.
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6.73 The Committee received a submission from the puadcpetitioner which raised
health and safety issues and was most criticah®fidng delays to provide essential
infrastructure to residents in Spearwood and HamiHill. The petitioner stated that:

Our State representatives have failed to delivee thecessary
infrastructure for safe and healthy living in thebsirbs of Perth.
Some residents in Spearwood and Hamilton Hill avend in third

world conditions.

With only 16% of homes still waiting for deep seager the funding
required to complete the job is being stretchedr di2 years or
probably longer. Each time householders receiveotica from the
Water Authority the date is further away. We deapsdy need it
within the next three years. We cannot wait ur@iil2 or even later.

Why, when there is a surplus, does the State Gowarh neglect
funding this essential infill service? Why not maké&\ safe and
complete the job the Court Government began maze 0 years
ago. The then Court Government believed deep sgeeveas a
necessary public health and environmental priofdy all homes in
Perth. Brisbane completed their deep sewerage &@eyears ago.
Does this mean that the present Government refpetsmmediate
necessity for deep sewerage in some subtftbs?

6.74 The principal petitioner referred to collapses thave already happened and claimed
that many residents live in fear of children faglidown holes. The principal petitioner
continued:

Many other residents have been pumping grey watdao dheir

gardens for years, it stinks. Many carry washingtexaonto the

garden, and use a bucket in the shower. This hesrbe very difficult
for elderly people. What else can we do? We caiffiré $700+ to

have it pumped every few weeks? It is also gettioge difficult to

find someone to do this sort of work. It cost em®re to have the
sewerage tank emptied and this has to be done freqaently now!

So much for living in Perth suburbs.

Another suggestion from Jim McGinty Minister forallk is for
pensioners to approach Centrelink for a home maimtee loan. It
took me a frustrating 20 minutes to discover tlmat limit is $500 to
be repaid out of the pension. This makes it diffitar pensioners to

44 Letter from Principal Petitioner, 3 August 2008,
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6.75

6.76

6.77

6.78

6.79

6.80

save for deep sewerage and $500 is little help agyitvwould not
cover a septic servic®

The Committee wrote to the City of Cockburn requgstomment on the terms of the
petition and the submission.

The City of Cockburn stated that it is supportifet® general sentiments outlined in
the petition, but that they did not agree withadlthe statements made in the petition,
or with some of the comments made by the tablingnkter. In its letter the City
stated:

There is a clear need for infill sewerage workd&brought forward
in the area. As the Honourable Member outlines én letter, infill
works were originally due to be completed by 20 the City of
Cockburn believes that the money allocated forehasrks should
not have been diverted from the programme, and rii@ties should
be placed back into the system to accelerate thiksvahich are
currently being propoself.

In response to the call by the Minister for WateysBurces for more evidence, the
City conducted a survey of Spearwood residents tatheir septic systems. The City
stated that the responses gave them cause forrogeel the City sent a copy of its
report to the Minister for Water Resources.

The City’s letter to the Committee concluded wtik following:

... while the City of Cockburn does not believe gadence exists to
support all of the claims made by some local redisién support of
the acceleration of the infill sewerage programriteis the City's
view that a significant problem does exist in tiheaawith regards to
ageing systems, and this does give rise to heightbealth concerns
as a resulf’

The Committee wrote to the Minister for Water Rases to outline its concerns and
to urge him to intervene to resolve this matte$pearwood.

In his response, the Minister stated that the D@Hdacted an investigation into
communities at risk of failing septic tank systeimaNestern Australia. That review
covered the entire State and included assessmént®nomunities not currently
represented by projects in the approved Infill Sesye Program.

45

46

47

Ibid, p2.
Letter from City of Cockburn, 31 August 2006, p1.
Ibid, p2.
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6.81

6.82

6.83

6.84

6.85

6.86

6.87

The Minister also stated that:

This review was to ensure that the prioritisatidrpoojects already in
the Infill Sewerage Program was sound and that riare urgent
projects would be undertaken as early as fundimgnieed, and that
the practicalities of doing so were achievable.

This review has been completed, but a revisedl I&fdwerage
Program is not yet ready for publication. Howewtie Department of
Health did advise that Spearwood remains the onlyugsb in the

metropolitan area with a high priority, but not hfgh a priority as a

number of regional towns. A revised Infill Sewer&gegram is being
developed. When these reviews have been completéidadvise you

of the results and the impact, if any, on the tgnir the Spearwood
projects in the Infill Sewerage Prografh.

The Minister concludes his letter with his assueatiat the needs of the residents in
Spearwood, Hamilton Hill and Munster are recognised

However, in its letter to the Minister, the Committexpressed its concern about the
planned timeframe for completion of works extendimgnd past 2009/10.

The Committee was concerned about the lack of respfrom the Minister regarding
the 600 properties in Spearwood that have no pthoompletion date.

The Committee wished to highlight the following paraph from the Minister’s letter
to raise the question whether the outstanding ptiegen Spearwood are being given
a high priority or not:

Your letter stated that there are a number of progpewners that
own and operate sub-standard systems. It is uraledsble that the
responsible property owners are reluctant to rertese systems at
their own cost when deep sewerage appears to bénenin but they
do need to maintain these systems until such timth@ sewerage
service is availablé’

The Committee noted with interest that the provisaf sewerage services in the
Australian Capital Territory is legislated for umdiee Utilities Act 2000(ACT).*°

The Committee acknowledged that the programmenfiil sewerage commenced in
1994 under the Government of the day.

48

49

50

Letter from Hon John Kobelke MLA, Minister for \Wa Resources, 29 September 2006, p1.
Ibid.
Section 13.
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6.88 The Committee expressed its concern that therédas a reduction in funding to that
Infill Sewerage Programme in recent years. Thisdaased significant delays with the
provision of this essential service to both rurad anetropolitan properties.

Recommendation 1: The Committee recommends that ¢hremaining 600 properties in
Spearwood be given a scheduled date for completias part of the Infill Sewerage
programme.

6.89 The Committee finalised this petition on 25 Octobe006.

6.90 The Committee acknowledged the petitioner’s contidn to the debate and
considered that the issue had been brought tattinetian of Parliament by the tabling
of the petition in the Legislative Council.

7 PETITIONS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE UP TO 29NOVEMBER 2006
7.1 The following petitions are the subject of ongoinquiries by the Committee:

a) Mr Neil Winzer. Petition tabled by Hon Giz WatsorLll on 22 September 2005
[TP#775];

b) Utility Consumer Hardship. Petition tabled by Hoall$ Talbot MLC on 15
November 2005 [TP#1001];

C) A Proposed Marina at Point Peron. Petition tableddbn Giz Watson MLC on
29 November 2005 [TP#1090];

d) Family Birth Centre for the South West Region. treti tabled by Hon Adele
Farina MLC on 21 June 2006 [TP#1601];

e) Royal Perth Hospital. Petition tabled by Hon Helarton MLC on 29 August
2006 [TP#1810];

f) Protection of Mature Trees on Public Land in Urb¥ereas. Petition tabled by
Hon Giz Watson MLC on 20 September 2006 [TP#1894];

Q) Proposal to Clear South Coast Highway Roadside maek Petition tabled by
Hon Giz Watson MLC on 20 September 2006 [TP#1895];

h) South Cardup Landfill. Petition tabled by Hon Giaidbn MLC on 17 October
2006 [TP#2085];

i) Water Rights on Freehold Land. Petition tabled oy Anthony Fels MLC on 18
October 2006 [TP#2131].

)] Persecution of Falun Gong Practitioners. Petitaiied by Hon Sally Talbot
MLC on 15 November 2006 [TP#2228].
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k) Supported Accommodation Services. Petition tablgdHbon Barbara Scott
MLC on 16 November 2006 [TP#2236].

8 REPORT RECOMMENDATION

Recommendation 2: The Committee recommends that ¢hReport be noted.

R

Hon Louise Pratt MLC
Chair

6 December 2006
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