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Legislative Assembly 

Matter of Public Interest: 

“That this House condemns the Barnett Government for its mishandling of the 

James Price Point development, including 1) Conflicts of interest in relation to the 

EPA Board’s decision making, and 2) Disregard for Indigenous cultural and 

heritage sensitivities.” 

MS A.S. CARLES (Fremantle) [4.09 pm]: I rise to support this matter of public interest 

motion.  I have lodged an appeal with the Appeals Convenor and have a meeting 

scheduled with him next week about it.  The matter of conflict of interest with the 

Environmental Protection Authority was a central plank of my appeal and I table a copy 

of it today.  I have spoken several times in this place about the issue of the 

government’s disregard for Aboriginal cultural issues in the James Price Point process 

and the debacle and insult of the compulsory acquisition process that has been pursued 

by the government. 

The compulsory acquisition process is really quite extraordinary, given that Aboriginal 

people have waited nearly 200 years after European settlement and 10 years after the 

Eddie Mabo case to have their special native title rights actually recognised.  The 

government’s cavalier attempt to remove these rights showed a complete disrespect for 

Aboriginal people.  I support the people in the Kimberley Land Council who do not want 

this draconian process hanging over their heads.  They want the right as equals to 

negotiate around the table.  I visited Broome and met with the traditional owners who 

told me that it was with very heavy hearts that they even agreed to negotiate.  They did 

so because they want the financial benefits for their people.  It is very sad that they 

actually feel compelled to give up their country in return for a promise of prosperity that 

the rest of us take for granted.  I certainly understand their dilemma and I support their 

call for an equal seat at the negotiating table without the threat of this draconian 

compulsory acquisition process.  

I will quickly get onto the conflict of issues with the EPA.  Members of the Western 

Australian community rightfully expect that environmental impact assessment decisions 

made by the EPA result from the detailed consideration of and debate on technical and 

social matters of a given proposal by the five-member board of the EPA.  This case is a 

highly complex and controversial proposal that has gone on for years, as we know, but 

the decision has effectively been made by one individual, the chairman of the EPA Dr 

Paul Vogel.  The Minister for Environment has said that the EPA is an independent 

statutory body.  In this case, it is not.  The EPA is actually one man: it is Dr Paul Vogel. 

The fact that the other board members have been ruled out of this process due to 



conflicts of interest raises serious concerns about our whole EPA process.  One 

wonders why they were even appointed in the first place if they cannot actually rule on 

these important industries that they are trying to regulate.  

I am not questioning the professionalism of the chairman, but I cannot accept the 

proposition that one person operating in total isolation from his peers and devoid of any 

debate or deliberation is an adequate substitute for the duties of the EPA board as 

specified in the Environmental Protection Act 1986.  There has been a strong sense of 

disbelief in the community over this EPA conflict of interest issue, with many people 

very concerned that it has exposed a growing trend for upper levels of public 

administration in this state to overlap with interests from the mining, oil and gas sectors. 

In my view the legitimacy of the EPA assessment of this project has severely 

undermined this whole proposal.  The environment minister had plenty of time to 

reconstitute a new EPA board.  As we have just heard, many of these members were 

disqualified for a conflict of interest many years ago.  

To add insult to this whole wound, we now find out that the government is paying only 

lip service to the actual appeals process at the very end of the process.  Minister 

Marmion has recently announced the appointment of Dr Roy Green as an appeals 

committee.  This is quite bizarre to my mind—“committee” is plural.  It seems quite 

bizarre that an appeals committee of one is deemed an appropriate process when we 

know there is an unprecedented 244 appeals to be heard by this so-called committee.  I 

therefore call on this government to appoint a proper appeals committee of at least two 

or more persons in accordance with section 108(1) of the Environmental Protection Act 

to give the appeals committee at least the perception of legitimacy in the eyes of the 

public at this stage.  I also believe that Dr Green may be too close to the EPA process. 

He has held prior roles as deputy chair of the EPA and chairman of the EPA review 

committee.  

To conclude, I would say that there is a strong sense of disbelief over what has taken 

place—the debacle of this process—and it really beggars belief that the government 

would appoint a one-man band at the very end of the day to tick off on such a 

controversial proposal. 


