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HALLS CREEK AND KIMBERLEY COMMUNITIES - ESTABLISHMENT OF SELECT 
COMMITTEE 

Standing Orders Suspension - Motion 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [3.07 pm]:  I move without notice -  

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the following motion to be 
moved forthwith -  

That this house -  

(a) acknowledges the crisis confronting children in the Kimberley and other parts of the 
state; and  

(b) given the systemic failure of the departments of community development, justice, and 
housing and works to deliver positive outcomes for the indigenous community in 
Halls Creek, establishes a select committee to -  

(i) meet with Halls Creek community leaders on solutions being advocated by 
those leaders; and 

(ii) report to the Assembly by 30 April 2006 on the community’s ideas.   

I have only a short time to establish the need to suspend standing orders.  I start by referring to a picture from 
yesterday’s The West Australian of a young Aboriginal mother and a young Aboriginal child.  Clearly this 
family is in desperate need.  This issue is confronting for everyone in this state; however, it is far more 
confronting for every member of this chamber.  Every member of this chamber is responsible for the families in 
Halls Creek who are living in absolute turmoil.  I have been to Halls Creek only twice - once two weeks ago and 
once last week.  The member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara, whose electorate includes Halls Creek, and the 
member for Kimberley see this sort of thing all the time.  The comments of those two members of Parliament 
reported in the newspaper over the past two days clearly shows their support for immediate action in the Halls 
Creek community and wider afield.  That is not to say that Halls Creek is the beginning and end of this problem, 
as it extends right across the Kimberley and right across the Pilbara.  We have an opportunity today to start the 
process of achieving an outcome.  Stories like this have been written in newspapers for far too long.  We become 
concerned about the matter and ask a few questions in Parliament, but there is no tangible outcome.  I know 
there is no tangible outcome because of answers given to a question asked today.  How many Department for 
Community Development officers are in Halls Creek?  The answer was only five.  The community is in turmoil, 
but there are only five officers. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  The member must address the substantive debate concerning the suspension 
of standing orders rather than canvass the broader issues.  The member should keep that in mind. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker, for that direction.  I would have thought that the 
process we are going through at the moment with The West Australian writing a story a day about Halls Creek 
would clearly focus on the need to make this issue a number one priority.  The first order of the day for today is 
the Pawnbrokers and Second-hand Dealers Amendment Bill 2005.  Obviously, it is a very important bill.  
However, is it more important than the picture in The West Australian?  When it comes to vote on whether to 
suspend standing orders, every member of this Parliament should take the picture from the newspaper and pin it 
in front of their desks.  They should look at the picture for the rest of the week.  This Parliament has the 
opportunity to work in a bipartisan way with the community leaders of Halls Creek and the wider indigenous 
community in the north of the state to deliver an outcome.  The community is calling for more housing.  It is 
calling for a close look at the opportunity to provide food vouchers instead of the dole.  It is calling for 
immediate action.  I sat in a room with 27 leaders of the Halls Creek community last week.  As pointed out by 
the Premier, the National Party may have not been there before, but it was certainly out in numbers for the 
meeting last week calling for help from the government.   

I will not take more time of the house.  It is clear from the questions asked in Parliament today that this issue 
should be an absolute priority.  It is also clear from the fact that the minister is travelling to Halls Creek 
tomorrow that this issue is an absolute priority in Western Australia.  We will see over the rest of the week more 
pictures in The West Australian on this issue.  We have a unique opportunity for the whole of the Parliament to 
give its support to solving the problems in Halls Creek.  Rather than having another round of sensational media 
stories in six months, we have the opportunity to put in place a program now that will allow real and tangible 
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outcomes on the ground in Halls Creek.  The situation is not that difficult.  For example, there is no organised 
sport in the community, which has a very young population.  The Premier spoke about the new houses in the 
community.  One house has 25 people living in it.  The house has three bedrooms and one bathroom and 25 
people.  If that is not a reason to suspend standing orders, I have not come up with a good one in my time in 
Parliament.   

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [3.13 pm]:  The government does not wish to deny the 
house the opportunity to debate this important matter.  However, it points out that there are ample opportunities 
to do so, whether it be in private members’ business tomorrow or as a matter of public interest today.  Members 
opposite did not give notice of the use of an MPI today.  Although the motion is one that the government would 
take issue with because it does not reflect the facts and how things should be done, nonetheless it is an important 
issue that should be debated. 

Amendment to Motion 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I move - 

To insert after “ideas” the following - 

; and 

(c) considers this motion to be, and dealt with as, the matter of public interest for this 
sitting week 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville) [3.14 pm]:  I do not support the government’s amendment.  I support the 
original motion.  I was about to speak on that, perhaps not for reasons that the government might expect.  I know 
how easy it is to bash the government on Aboriginal issues.  When we were on the other side of the house, 
government members bashed us.  On this side of the house, we are doing a bit of the same to them.  I know the 
Aboriginal members of this Parliament could give a much clearer explanation of the huge problems affecting 
Aboriginal people than I could provide.  The matters affecting Halls Creek are urgent.  However, they are not 
affecting just Halls Creek.  Having been the Minister for Indigenous Affairs, the Premier knows that the 
problems in Halls Creek are reflective of issues that are spread across the entire Kimberley region.  I have had 
discussions previously with the Minister for Health about looking at Balgo.  As the Premier knows, Balgo is one 
of the worst Aboriginal communities in Western Australia. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I do not know whether that is true; it was at certain times. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  My understanding is that it is still true, but the problems that affect Balgo are the same as 
those in Halls Creek and many other Aboriginal communities.  When I was in Balgo, for example, all the 
Aboriginal children had gonorrhoeal conjunctivitis, which was spread between the dogs and the children.  The 
dogs would rub up against the children in their prams, and those children would get gonorrhoeal conjunctivitis 
and spread it to other kids.  The issues are huge.  I do not say that it is the government’s problem or ours or the 
commonwealth’s.  It obviously involves a collection of us all.  It is essential that the government focus on the 
need for the commonwealth to become involved, and this is an opportunity to look at this matter in a bipartisan 
way. 

The ministers on the front bench are having a great conversation, but I would like to engage the Premier a little if 
possible, because this is a critical issue.  I do not want to get involved in bashing the government, particularly 
after the Premier’s kind words to me.  After reflecting on his comments about sexual abuse of Aboriginal 
children, he may not be aware but, when we were in government - 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  I know the member’s intentions are admirable, but we are dealing with the 
suspension of standing orders.  The member’s comments need to be made in that context. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  I was wondering how long you would let me go on 
without pulling me up.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  About now. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  It is critical that the issue be discussed now, because in Parliament things can always be put 
off until private members’ time or until what is, in effect, opposition time, but this is not an opposition issue.  
This is not our problem and should not be handled and sorted out by us in our time.  This is a state and an 
Australia-wide issue.  This is an opportunity for us to put aside legislation that is not really important in the total 
context of things and to debate and discuss this issue.  As a former Minister for Indigenous Affairs, the Premier 
should be aware of how important an issue this is.  I do not ignore the fact that the minister is going there 
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tomorrow.  It is good that she is going.  The Premier should understand that we have all done those things in the 
past; we have all flown in and out for the day.  Cedric Wyatt, the father of the new member for Victoria Park, 
was in the chamber earlier today.  As the chief executive responsible for Jigalong, he is aware that the main 
complaint from that community is the flying in and flying out of government members and ministers.  They land 
there one day and leave the next.  I am not showing any disrespect for the minister; I know she is deeply 
concerned about the issues - 

Ms S.M. McHale:  Thank you. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  However, flying in and flying out tomorrow will not do any good.  That may cause the 
minister to come up with other plans and other things that she can do, but the problem is that we have all tried 
that; we have all been there and done that. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  The member will be flying in and out of this debate if he does not bring his 
comments back to the suspension of standing orders. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The point I am trying to make is that it is important to discuss this issue now, today.  The 
minister is going tomorrow, which is why I am talking about that issue.  She is going there tomorrow for a fly in, 
fly out visit and the government wants to put this matter off until tomorrow.  Without reflecting on the Deputy 
Speaker’s suggestion about my change of direction, that is extremely important to the issue of when we debate 
this matter.  We need to debate it now. 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  We will do it now as an MPI. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  We can suspend standing orders and debate it straightaway.  
Dr K.D. HAMES:  I think it would be prudent for me to save my comments until a later stage of this day’s 
sitting.   
MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin - Deputy Leader of the National Party) [3.20 pm]:  I support the motion to 
suspend standing orders and oppose the proposed amendment.  Every member in this place today is concerned 
about the situation in Halls Creek.  The Leader of the House is trying to play political games with this motion.  
The Aboriginal people in Halls Creek do not know what a matter of public interest is.  Not many people outside 
this place know what a matter of public interest is.  Surely today we should be able to forget about playing 
political games.  I am sure that the Premier and the minister are concerned about the Aboriginal community in 
Halls Creek.  Let us suspend standing orders and debate this issue today, in a bipartisan way, so that the people 
of this state will realise that we can be sensible in this place and forget about politics for two minutes.  We can 
then let the MPI run its normal course during the week. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  Why did you not raise it as an MPI?  

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  We are a separate part of the opposition.  We did not have an opportunity to call an 
MPI.  That is why we moved this motion.  That is the truth.  Let us forget about all this political stuff.  We 
should not be playing political games with this issue.  Every person in this state wants something to be done 
about this issue.  We can do something about it right now, without going off on a political sidetrack.  Let us do it. 

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands) [3.21 pm]:  The Leader of the House is being too smart by half.  If this 
motion is good enough to debate as a matter of public interest, it should be good enough to debate after the 
suspension of standing orders.  I agree with the member for Wagin.  Why is the Leader of the House playing 
stupid games?  This is the most important issue facing the state at this time, yet the Leader of the House wants to 
play games!  How absurd is that! 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Playing games might be not giving proper notice, and then getting the motion wrong so that 
you have to amend it! 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Standing order 3, “Suspension of orders”, states -  

Any Standing or Temporary Order may be suspended at any time except during questions without 
notice -  

 (a) on motion with notice; or  

 (b) without notice . . .   

All we need is for the Leader of the House to agree.  We can then debate the most important issue that is facing 
this state at this time. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  We have said that we agree. 
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Dr E. CONSTABLE:  No.  It is with a proviso.  The Leader of the House is playing stupid games that are 
completely unnecessary.  It is all right to debate it as an MPI.  It is not all right to debate it if it is not an MPI.  
How stupid is that! 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  An MPI is the accepted device to raise important matters. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  So is the suspension of standing orders.  The question is whether the original motion of 
the member for Merredin will have the concurrence of the house.  The Leader of the House has said that it will 
have the concurrence of the house only if it is an MPI.  How very stupid of the Leader of the House!  What an 
indictment of the Leader of the House and his government!  Do they not want to debate this issue?  Do they not 
want this house to be involved?  This Parliament should debate this issue, and the Leader of the House knows it.  
We should all be involved, because we all want to find solutions.  I do not have a lot of confidence in the 
Minister for Indigenous Affairs, given her record on the issue of child abuse when she was Minister for 
Community Development.  This Parliament needs to be involved in finding solutions to this issue.  Each of us 
has a duty to be involved in that.  However, the Leader of the House is trying to put obstacles in our way.  We 
want to debate this issue.  That is why we have moved for the suspension of standing orders.  Why does the 
Leader of the House not want us to do this?  Why is he trying to put obstacles in our way?  I have no idea.  The 
Leader of the House must have some substantive reasons of his own.  We must find solutions, and find them 
quickly.  All of us should be involved in that.   

This government has an appalling track record in this area.  The WA literacy and numeracy assessment test 
results for the past year have gone down, not up.  The Department for Community Development has been failing 
in its duties for many years.  Aboriginal children are still being abused and contracting sexually transmitted 
diseases.  I am talking about three-year-olds and four-year-olds.  Yet the Leader of the House does not want us to 
debate this!  What is the matter with him?  The member for Kimberley was right when she made the statement 
reported in the newspaper yesterday about the number of Aboriginal children who have contracted chlamydia.  If 
that was happening anywhere else, among white children, we would not be dealing with the matter in this way.  
The Leader of the House should not be putzing around waiting for other people to take the initiative.  He should 
be taking the initiative.  Alcohol, drugs and unemployment are rife in Aboriginal communities.  It is interesting 
that all three of the ministers now sitting on the front bench have been ministers for indigenous affairs.  
Indigenous affairs has gone backwards in the time this government has been in office.  It also went backwards 
during the time of the coalition government before it.  Yet the Leader of the House does not want the house to 
debate this issue when someone has moved for the suspension of standing orders! 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  We can distinguish a stunt from genuine interest! 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  It is not a stunt!  The Leader of the House knows it is not a stunt.  He is just using those 
old words again.  It is not a stunt! 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Then let us get on with the debate. 
Dr E. CONSTABLE:  With the proviso that the Leader of the House has put on it?  How dare the Leader of the 
House decide what the MPI will be!  What cheek!  Let us suspend standing orders without the proviso, and 
debate the issue.  The Leader of the House should not sidetrack the Parliament in this way.  The Leader of the 
House should be ashamed of himself.  This Parliament is one place in which this issue should be debated without 
playing the sorts of games that the Leader of the House is trying to play!  Shame on the Leader of the House, and 
on the other two ministers sitting on the front bench, for their lack of action and results in the five years they 
have been in government! 
MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [3.25 pm]:  Most members of this chamber would agree that there is no issue 
in this state of greater importance than the condition of Aboriginal people, particularly Aboriginal children, in 
not only the remote areas of this state, but also the cities.  Whether the issue be health standards, sexual and 
physical abuse, lack of educational achievement, or any other parameter, conditions for Aboriginal children are 
way below what is acceptable in not only First World Western Australia, but also many developing nations.  
Many indigenous people in Western Australia experience living conditions worse than those in some of the 
poorest developing nations on this planet.  This is to the shame of this Parliament and consecutive governments; 
on that we would probably all agree.  The issue is raised today by the Leader of the National Party.  I was not 
advised that he intended to raise it until moments before he did so.  It would have been preferable if he had 
discussed his intention with the various political parties and Independents in this house.  It is very much the issue 
of the moment.  The circumstances in Halls Creek are not new.  This issue did not break out only in the past 
week or so, and conditions in some Aboriginal communities are a lot worse than those in Halls Creek.  It is not 
the issue of the moment in the sense that it is a new issue, or one that will be resolved in the next day or so.   
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This issue has now, to our collective guilt, hit the consciousness of all of us and has been raised for debate by the 
Leader of the National Party.  What is the response of the government?  A petty stunt.  If the government does 
not want to suspend standing orders to debate the issue, it should give its reasons.  It may be that it wants time to 
consider its position; it may have some valid reasons.  However, it should certainly facilitate a debate on this 
issue in this Parliament.  I imagine that members from all parts of the chamber would want to speak on this issue.  
However, the Leader of the House has moved a motion trying to turn this into a matter of public interest.  Are 
the Aboriginal people worth only an hour of the time of this house?  Is that all the government is prepared to 
give them?  What an absolutely disgraceful approach, and what a stunt!  If the government does not want to 
suspend standing orders now, we will listen to its arguments, and the government will win the vote.  However, 
this Parliament needs to deal with this issue, in all its aspects, however it chooses to do so.  There is probably a 
degree of bipartisanship in the way we might go about it.  It is not an issue that will be resolved in the term of 
any one government.  If Halls Creek is improved, there will probably be another community in absolute disarray.  
We all recognise that.  If the Parliament treated this issue with such disdain as to allocate it only one hour of 
debate, what message would it give to not only Aboriginal people, but also people throughout the state, around 
the country and internationally?  The atrocious Third World - or worse - living conditions of Aboriginal people 
in First World Western Australia will get only one hour of the time of this Parliament.  It is an expedient stunt by 
this government.   

I concur with what the member for Churchlands has said; she has said it all, in a sense.  We have procedures in 
this Parliament.  Standing order 145 lays down clearly how matters of public interest will be dealt with.  It is not 
up to the Leader of the House to whip an amendment into the motion to try to take over the legitimate 
parliamentary vehicle open to all members, and traditionally to opposition members.  Why is he trying to take it 
over? What is the government running from?  If the government is not ready, and does not want to debate the 
issue today, it should do so tomorrow.  The Minister for Indigenous Affairs is going to Halls Creek tomorrow.  Is 
she taking journalists and photographers? 
Ms S.M. McHale:  No; we are going there to work.  
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I would be interested to see what she intends to do.  This Parliament needs to debate this 
issue.  I can accept that members of Parliament might need a bit of time to consider what they would say on this 
important issue.  This government’s approach is to not debate it or, at second best, to suppress the debate to no 
more than one hour.  That more than anything else is the truth of the government’s attitude to this most critical 
issue for young kids in this state. 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Stirling) [3.30 pm]:  I do not intend to speak for very long, but I support the Leader of the 
National Party’s comments.  I concur that this is a huge issue.  When I first came into Parliament just over 
12 months ago, my vision was to play a part in debating the big issues of the state and to push the issues of my 
electorate, which comprises the people who elected me to Parliament.  A lot of parliamentary time is taken up 
debating superficial issues that are neither serious nor big.  This issue is an extremely serious issue.  I put it to all 
members that there are not too many issues in their electorate - I cannot think of too many in mine - that are 
bigger than this issue.  It is a huge matter for this state and members must acknowledge that fact.  As a group, we 
must allocate sufficient time to address the issue and take the necessary action.  This is a complex issue.   

I lived in the Kimberley many years ago and I understand a lot of issues that arise.  I will be going there very 
soon to find out the concerns of the communities in the Kimberley.  I recently visited the communities of 
Warburton and Giles and had a first-hand look at some of the issues there.  We need to do something about this 
issue.  Clearly, old solutions have not worked and we need to look at new solutions.   
The Leader of the National Party mentioned a number of issues that have been raised by local people.  These 
matters need to be debated in this place and should be given the priority they deserve.  Hence, the house should 
suspend standing orders to allow a full debate that will lead to solving the endemic problems in these areas. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [3.31 pm]:  I oppose the amendment and support the suspension of standing 
orders.  I agree with the member for Churchlands and will go one step further; that is, why do we need to debate 
this matter?  This is not the first time in my five years in this Parliament that the subject of sexual abuse of 
Aboriginal children has been raised in this Parliament.  I know that when the Swan Valley issue came to our 
attention, I questioned the then Minister for Community Development and the Premier about why they had not 
got into their chauffer-driven cars and gone to the Swan Valley.   
This government, which has been in office for five years, always quotes the Gordon inquiry.  I go back to the 
Onslow issue: I tried to get the government to move on that matter.  What was the Attorney General’s response 
to the Warburton issue involving petrol sniffing?  Elders were giving children petrol so they could sexually 
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abuse them.  What was the Attorney General’s response?  It was not to send police to Warburton to apprehend 
the perpetrators, but to bring in legislation that would stop people selling petrol to children.  Why are we not 
ready to immediately debate why these children are being sexually abused?  Why do this minister and this 
government keep referring to the rape of little girls and boys - an offence that carries a penalty that this 
Parliament brought down - as a social issue?  It is not a social issue; it is a serious criminal offence.  Why are the 
police not going there with the new Minister for Community Development?  Why is the minister not concerned?  
This issue concerns his portfolio and he will sit in Perth.  Is he going to the area?  I am asking the minister a 
question.  The minister should be going there. 

Mr D.A. Templeman:  If you give me a pair, I will go tomorrow. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I will go with him and sit there.  I have stood in this house previously and talked about this 
issue.  While I admire the member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara, he has been sitting in this house for five years 
and this is the first time I have heard him talk on this issue.  I admire him for it. 
Mr T.G. Stephens:  I have been here for one year. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The member may have been sitting in the Assembly for one year.  I admire him for what 
he said, but what has he done about it?  Why has it taken this long?  This issue has been going on in these 
communities and now it has surfaced in this Parliament.  I would like to know why we need the debate.  I say, 
just send the matter straight to a select committee.  Are the police apprehending the perpetrators of these crimes?  
There is evidence of them, because these children have sexually transmitted diseases.  The rape of a little child 
causes enormous physical damage.  Why is Halls Creek in such a mess?  Why are there, in many cases, 30 
people living in one house? 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Member for Nedlands, I will have to give you the same advice as I have given.  We 
are dealing with a suspension of standing orders, and I am sure you can bring it to a head. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker; I will.  That is what I am trying to outline.  I have 
spoken many times in this Parliament on this sort of issue and still nothing has been done.  The Premier left 
before I could raise the fact that he never drove up to the Swan Valley, in a chauffeur-driven car, when he was 
the relevant minister.  I am saying we should have the debate, but I am asking why it should not go straight to a 
select committee. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon) [3.36 pm]:  There are a couple of important issues I would like to raise.  I 
think the member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara and the member for Kimberley both know that I visited their 
part of the world last year.  I recognise the serious problems up there, and I had a go at trying to fix up the 
Kununurra problem.  I have also been to Derby and places like that with the local member.  I have seen this 
problem.  However, apart from those two members, the government has a serious problem, and I think the 
Premier picked it.  This cabinet is running last in the stakes for the management of this issue.  What it has not 
acknowledged - and what has been acknowledged by the federal Labor Party - is that there has been a sea-change 
in Aboriginal attitudes towards this issue.  The state Labor Party has not moved with that change.  There is an 
opportunity for us in this house to talk about making changes for the good of some very important Western 
Australians, rather than making the issue a political pawn.  I am sure the main issue is that the philosophical 
stance taken by the ALP over the past few years is now secondary in the minds of most Aboriginal people.  Noel 
Pearson and a range of other people - I do not wish to go through the whole debate - have moved this debate 
forward significantly from where it was a year or so ago.  If the leadership of Aboriginal communities, including 
those within my own community, are listened to and spoken to, people will discover that they want to move in a 
new direction.  They want fewer of the paternalistic processes than have been in place for the last 20 years.  

There is a mood out there to move this process on.  That is why it is childish for the Leader of the House to try to 
make this argument a part of the processes of this house, as if this issue is not important.  It is important.  I 
wrote, before the end of December 2005, to the then Premier, Hon Geoff Gallop, who was the member for 
Victoria Park.  I have already congratulated the new member for Victoria Park, who I am sure is someone who, 
like me, acknowledges the sea-change in current Aboriginal views.  I have known his father, who is no longer in 
the public gallery, for many, many years.  

I wrote to the Premier saying that I was in great despair.  Just a few weeks ago I celebrated my twentieth year as 
the member for Avon.  The pride of Aboriginal people in my electorate has not improved.  In fact, in my 
assessment, it has gone slightly backwards.  When I was elected, we had Aboriginal alcohol workers and 
Aboriginal drug workers.  During the last year we have had some Aboriginal domestic workers.  However, we 
do not have in the wheatbelt the direct commitment to the Aboriginal community that we had when Brian Burke 
was Premier.  This is because arguments about discrimination have got in the way.  It is not necessary for me to 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 28 March 2006] 

 p787d-806a 
Mr Brendon Grylls; Deputy Speaker; Mr John Kobelke; Dr Kim Hames; Mr Terry Waldron; Dr Elizabeth 

Constable; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Terry Redman; Ms Sue Walker; Mr Max Trenorden; Mr Grant Woodhams; Mr 
Alan Carpenter; Ms Sheila McHale; Mr Tom Stephens; Acting Speaker; Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Mr David 

Templeman 

 [7] 

say that these arguments get in the way.  It is what Aboriginal people are saying - that anti-discrimination laws 
are getting in their way.   

In my own community, when the wrong families are placed side-by-side, there will be a decent brawl.  However, 
Homeswest is not allowed to go and ask families who can live side-by-side.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Member for Avon, this is a wonderful contribution, but it seems to be more of a 
standard speech than one directed to the question that is before the house.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I was using a bit of licence, Madam Deputy Speaker, which I knew you would give 
to me as the father of the house.  I will be speaking on this issue later in my reply to the Premier’s Statement, 
which I started a couple of weeks ago.  I urge the house, when considering this motion, to consider the point that 
there has been a change of attitude in the Aboriginal community, which wants to see us deal with the issue 
differently.  There will be disappointment in the house if we do not have a debate in which the government of the 
day at least recognises that the Aboriginal community has changed its view in the past two to three years and that 
it needs the government to meet that change of view.  If we do not debate this issue in the house, we will have a 
government putting its head firmly in the sand, like a South African ostrich.   

MR G.A. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [3.41 pm]:  Madam Deputy Speaker, would you grant me the temporary 
licence that you gave to the member for Avon to enable me to travel slightly down a different road? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  There is a brave member! 

Mr G.A. WOODHAMS:  I thank you for the licence, Madam Deputy Speaker.  One of the aspects of being a 
new member in this house is that one observes many different events.  One of the predictions about the debate 
that we might have is that it would be a bipartisan debate covering a range of social issues in which this house 
would like to be more involved.  However, it seems to me that we are being somewhat stifled by the political 
process being invoked by the Leader of the House in his attempt to amend the original motion.  My preference 
would be to speak to the original motion.  Therefore, I urge members of this house to put away any political 
aspirations they might have and any political points of view that are clouding the issue before us and to be quite 
open, honest and palms-up about this issue and to discuss it in a bipartisan way.   

Like the member for Avon, I deal with quite a number of indigenous and Aboriginal issues.  One of the issues I 
deal with, which I have mentioned before, is quite simply the use of the words “indigenous” or “Aboriginal”.  
Different groups do not like being labelled one or the other.  At this point, I also acknowledge one of the 
initiatives that this government, through the Attorney General, is endeavouring to implement.  That initiative is 
to put elders onto various panels of magistrates and to allow them to make decisions on the law on behalf of 
indigenous and Aboriginal communities.  I suggest to the Leader of the House that it might also be worthwhile if 
he borrowed some of the spirit that the Attorney General is showing and gave all members of this house the 
same opportunity to discuss and debate these issues.  In that way, we would all have an equal chance of 
participating in what I and other members of this house - certainly regional members whose electorates contain 
significant Aboriginal communities - believe is the single most important issue that we face.  To turn it into a 
purely political exercise, which would potentially limit debate to an hour and five minutes, would be a 
disgraceful exhibition of behaviour by this government.  I plead with you, Madam Deputy Speaker, and the 
government to return to the original motion and to allow us to debate it in full.  That would give every member 
of this house the opportunity to discuss the original motion in full and enable us, through a bipartisan approach, 
to at least attempt to change some of the circumstances that exist in the state of Western Australia. 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [3.44 pm]:  This is the member for Victoria 
Park’s first experience of a debate about having a debate.  He will get used to it!  The opportunity for all 
members to speak on this issue is very important.  I understand now that the minister responsible has cancelled 
her appointments so that she can be here for the duration of this debate.  It is very clear that members on this side 
of the house, and others, want to be involved in this debate.  As the mover of the motion for this debate, I am 
prepared for it.  I expect that the responsible ministers who will respond to the debate are also prepared for it.  I 
see no reason for supporting the amendment moved by the Leader of the House to limit the debate to an hour and 
five minutes.  I ask the Leader of the House to withdraw that amendment. 

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I refer to standing order 145 and I seek a ruling.  If the 
amendment moved by the Leader of the House is agreed to, how will it effectively suspend standing order 145?  
With respect, you may need to consider that matter.  Are we to vote to change the standing orders for this week?  
As far as I am concerned, standing order 145 applies.  Is this government moving to suspend standing order 145? 
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  This is an amendment to the suspension motion; therefore, it becomes part of the 
substantive motion, which is to suspend standing orders.  It would also replace the matter of public interest for 
the sitting week, as stated.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I do not disagree with your understanding, Madam Deputy Speaker, but if this 
government wishes to suspend standing order 145, it will have to move a separate motion to suspend standing 
order 145 for the duration of this week.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  As the mover of the amendment, I want to clarify the intent and the effect of the 
amendment if it is carried.  A matter of public interest can be raised by any member - government, opposition, 
National Party or Independent - each week.  The motion to be debated must be presented to the Speaker by 
12 noon.  The result of this amendment will be to override that requirement that it be provided by 12 noon. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You can’t do that. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Any part of standing orders can be suspended if we have the numbers to suspend.  The 
motion to be moved by the Leader of the National Party will be the MPI for this week, and we will forgo the 
normal process of having it in by 12 noon to give everyone time to prepare for it.  While genuinely raising a very 
serious issue, the Leader of the National Party clearly has not followed the procedures expected if he wanted it to 
be dealt with in the full seriousness it deserves. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Further to the point of order, Madam Deputy Speaker, one cannot suspend a standing 
order unless one specifically does so.  The Leader of the House would like to suspend the standing order, but he 
cannot do so unless he actually moves to suspend the standing order.  If he wants to bring in another motion to 
suspend standing order 145 for the duration of this week, he can do that, but he cannot say, “I would like it to 
suspend the standing order” because it does not say that.  His amendment reads - 

To insert after “ideas” the following - 

; and 

(c) considers this motion to be, and dealt with as, the matter of public interest for this 
sitting week 

The standing order has to be suspended first.  If that is not done, we are breaching our standing orders and 
procedures in this Parliament. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The Leader of the House is correct, but he does not have the right to move a motion 
until we actually suspend standing orders.  At the moment we are following the normal procedures of the house 
until the vote is carried.  That is where my query arises: it is not that the Leader of the House does not have the 
power of the house, but when does he have that power?  I would like that clarified.  I cannot remember this 
debate happening in recent years with that timing issue.  Are we or are we not going through the normal process 
now of suspending standing orders, when the Leader of the House then has the right to move a motion?  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Members, I wish to seek some advice on this matter, so I will leave the chair and 
return at the ringing of the bells. 

Sitting suspended from 3.49 to 3.59 pm 

Ruling by Deputy Speaker 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Members, thank you for graciously reconvening.  I advise that on the point of order 
raised by the member for Cottesloe during debate on the suspension motion on whether the amendment moved 
under standing order 145(2) is allowable, my ruling is that it is allowable.  Under the rules for suspension of 
standing orders, the Leader of the National Party moved - 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the following motion to be 
moved forthwith - 

The substantive motion, therefore, relates to the issues in paragraphs (1) and (2) of the motion moved by the 
Leader of the National Party.  The proposed amendment deals with adding another element to the motion before 
the house, which is covered by the suspension motion, and it is up to the house to decide whether to agree to it.  
The substantive motion is clear, as is the intention on how we deal with it in the house, and is covered by the 
suspension motion. 

Amendment to Motion Resumed 
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Amendment put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (28) 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr R.C. Kucera Mr N.R. Marlborough Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr F.M. Logan Mrs C.A. Martin Mr T.G. Stephens 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr M.P. Murray Mr D.A. Templeman 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr J.A. McGinty Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr P.B. Watson 
Mrs J. Hughes Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Ms J.A. Radisich Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr E.S. Ripper Mr S.R. Hill (Teller) 

Noes (23) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr D.T. Redman Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr B.J. Grylls Mr A.J. Simpson Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr G. Snook Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr T.R. Sprigg Dr J.M. Woollard 
Dr E. Constable Mr J.E. McGrath Dr S.C. Thomas Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr P.D. Omodei Mr M.W. Trenorden  

            

Pair 

 Mr J.R. Quigley  Mr R.F. Johnson 

Amendment thus passed. 

Motion, as Amended 

Motion (suspension of standing orders), as amended, put and passed with an absolute majority.   

Point of Order 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN:  I understand that a matter of public interest is before the house.  Does the house 
now proceed to the usual process for an MPI, which means the Leader of the National Party cannot move the 
motion?  What are the procedures of the house now?   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The times in which members can speak will be the same as those usually allocated 
for an MPI. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The normal process in an MPI is for the Chair to announce the process and to 
announce notice given of the motion.  We are in unknown waters in this situation.  In the 20 years I have been a 
member of this place, I cannot remember the house being in this position.  I suggest, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
that an indication from you is needed if we are to go through the MPI process.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The house has called on this motion for a select committee to be dealt with as an 
MPI.  I therefore call on the member to move the motion. 

Matter of Public Interest - Motion 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [4.05 pm]:  I move -  

That this house -  

(a) acknowledges the crisis confronting children in the Kimberley and other parts of the state; and  

(b) given the systemic failure of the departments of community development, justice, and housing 
and works to deliver positive outcomes for the indigenous community in Halls Creek, 
establishes a select committee to -  

(i) meet with Halls Creek community leaders on solutions being advocated by those 
leaders; and 

(ii) report to the Assembly by 30 April 2006 on the community’s ideas.   

We are now faced with vastly reduced time for debate and with an MPI debate, neither of which was my 
intention.  The Leader of the House must understand that the suspension of standing orders procedure is 
available to the opposition for the rest of the week by which to raise the opposition’s issues of concern.  The 
shenanigans that have prevailed for the past hour and a bit do not add anything to the process, nor will they save 
the Parliament’s time because the opposition will pursue alternative methods by which it can raise issues.   
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The motion seeks to establish a select committee to investigate, with the Halls Creek community leaders, 
solutions to problems in Halls Creek being advocated by those leaders.  This is very important.  The Minister for 
Indigenous Affairs will travel with her departmental heads to Halls Creek tomorrow to discuss with the 
community its concerns.  The community’s question for the delegation is: where have those departmental heads 
been since they have been in the job?  They are accused of being asleep at the wheel of their departments.  If The 
West Australian had not reported Steve Pennells’ article on Halls Creek, illustrated with coloured pictures, this 
issue would not be receiving the prominent attention it has attracted.  What have those departmental heads been 
doing?  If the arsonist returned to the fire on the fire truck, we would be appalled.  The bureaucratic heads who 
preside over these departments that have delivered virtually nothing to this community will not be welcomed 
into it.  In fact, last week when the community met to discuss justice issues, community leaders walked out of 
the meeting in protest at another talkfest.  They did not want to listen to yet another talkfest from the bureaucrats 
because the bureaucrats do not have the power to make the changes that the community leaders are seeking. 

Another very important part of the motion is for the select committee to look only at the proposals being 
advocated by the community leaders.  The Halls Creek community leaders do not need to hear either Brendon 
Grylls’ version or the Minister for Indigenous Affairs’ version of events.  They need their concerns listened to 
and acted upon.  I congratulate and welcome the contribution to this debate of Judy Butters, the CEO of the local 
Aboriginal health service.  She was the first person to talk to The West Australian and put forward her ideas on 
what could be done.  She sees this problem first-hand, unlike the bureaucratic heads, the minister or me, as 
Leader of the National Party.  We go into a town, talk to people and leave again, but Judy Butters spends all day, 
every day confronting these horrific issues.  Dennis Eggington quickly supported Judy Butters.  The solutions 
being put forward by the community include removing the youth from dysfunctional families and putting them 
into the care of the hostel or the boarding school.  It is a controversial solution to the problem, but it is no more 
controversial than doing nothing.  Doing nothing is what leaves children in situations like the one depicted in a 
photograph in The West Australian on Monday, 27 March, which shows a child who is obviously in the care of a 
severely drunk mother.  Is that the type of care we desire for these children?  Is that what Parliament thinks is 
acceptable?  It certainly is not acceptable to me, and I do not believe it is acceptable to any other member of this 
chamber. 

We must take a very big step away from the current policies, which clearly are not working, and take a step 
towards supporting the local communities to find solutions to these issues.  In today’s The West Australian, 
David Skeahan, who is reported as being a senior elder, Halls Creek shire councillor and chair of the Tjurabalan 
Native Title Land Aboriginal Corporation, has called for extreme action to be taken.  Unfortunately people have 
referred to this matter as another stolen generation issue.  The current situation is very different from previous 
situations because senior Aboriginal community leaders are now calling for drastic action to be taken.  
Parliament must fall in behind those Aboriginal leaders and give them the support they need to help them 
implement some new programs. 

I have travelled through Halls Creek twice in the past month, and last week I was very lucky to meet with 
27 community leaders.  The meeting was a call for help.  They said that they had been abandoned by the same 
departments that will send representatives to Halls Creek with the minister tomorrow.  The 27 community 
leaders said they had been abandoned by the departments, and I will tell members why.  Today the Premier told 
me that five Department for Community Development workers are employed in Halls Creek.  They are under 
extreme pressure to perform their roles.  We have heard allegations of sexual abuse of very young children; we 
have seen incidences of alcohol abuse; we have seen systemic failure to properly house members of the 
community; and we have seen reports in the paper about the “dinner camp”, which is just across the road from 
the recently refurbished Kimberley Hotel.  I will describe the “dinner camp” for members who have not seen it.  
It is basically a paddock where Aboriginals from outside Halls Creek stay when they come into town.  It has no 
shelter apart from what the Aboriginals hitch up to the trees.  There are no ablutions; it is nothing more than a 
bare paddock.  That is where a vast majority of members of Aboriginal communities spend their time when they 
arrive at Halls Creek.  The “dinner camp” has led to a severe breakdown in social values, which we have read 
about in the press. 

I would like the select committee to put in place mechanisms for action, rather than just words, because words do 
not work.  Previous conservative governments are to blame for this, and the current government can shoulder the 
blame for it also.  We have not advanced the argument.  There has been no discernable increase in social 
outcomes for either the Aboriginal community of Halls Creek or the wider Aboriginal community.  If we can put 
in place a program in Halls Creek that will deliver tangible outcomes, we will have in place a model that can be 
rolled out into the wider Aboriginal community.  I keep coming back to the fact that senior Aboriginal leaders 
have called for these changes to take place.   
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Once again I commend Steve Pennells of The West Australian for not just flying into Halls Creek, doing a story 
and leaving, but spending the time to get in-depth information on these issues.  Steve Pennells is in Halls Creek 
this week.  He got there just after I left last Thursday.  As I said, I believe it is incumbent on all members of this 
Parliament to take the time to travel to the Kimberley.  We often talk about our V8 economy.  No-one can deny 
the unprecedented growth in the economy, the mining boom that is taking place or the property price explosion 
in, more than likely, all the houses in which we live.  We deal with that on a daily basis.  However, it became 
very confronting when three senior Aboriginal female elders hopped into a car with me in Halls Creek last week 
and took me to their homes.  We parked in front of one of their homes, and children were running around 
playing.  However, clearly, they were children who needed extra care.  I was taken into one of the new homes 
that the Premier talked about, which is one of the newer designs.  It is a design in Mardiwah Loop that is 
supported by the community.  However, it is a home that is designed for, I suggest, six, seven or eight people.  It 
has three bedrooms and enclosed verandas, with a kitchen and a bathroom in the middle of the house.  If 20 or 
30 people were put into the house of any member in this chamber, that member would have an extremely messy 
house.  There would also be fighting and disagreements.  There certainly would not be a strong and cohesive 
environment in which to raise young Aboriginal children.   

Between 20 and 30 people were living in each of the three houses I visited, which were the homes of the women 
who travelled in the car with me,.  Quite clearly, the Department of Housing and Works has completely 
abrogated its responsibility to keep pace with the need for accommodation in that community.  I am talking 
about Mardiwah Loop, which is one of the better areas of the community; it is just out of town.  That is the level 
of dysfunction in Mardiwah Loop.  In the Homeswest area that is called the garden, I saw further examples of 
dysfunction.  Tiny McCale, a senior elder, is in her 90s.  She lives in a Homeswest house that has a set of steps 
for her to get into the house.  She finds it extremely difficult to get up those steps and into her home.  The day on 
which I travelled around the garden, which has housing that none of us in this chamber would regard as 
acceptable, the Homeswest manager, who lives in Kununurra, was in town for the day.  She was walking around, 
reminding tenants about keeping up with their rent.  If I were a tenant in one of those homes, I would not be 
overly happy to be paying any rent at all.  They are homes that, certainly in any part of my electorate, would be 
condemned by the local council.  Senior elders of the Halls Creek community are living in extremely 
substandard accommodation, and it is very clear that the housing is completely inadequate.  That is the housing 
that exists; that is not dealing with the dinner camp issue that currently exists.   

Everyone can remember that in 1996 the situation in Halls Creek broke down completely, and it ended with the 
dreadful riots that occurred there.  What I saw in Halls Creek are certainly circumstances and situations that 
could lead to an uprising of that community and may well lead to an outbreak similar to that of 1996.  Certainly, 
no-one in the community wants that to happen. 

It was also put to me that when the spotlight is shone on Aboriginal communities such as Halls Creek, what 
arrives in town is what those communities term the social SES.  It is not the SES that we associate ourselves 
with; that is, when a person’s roof is blown off, the team turns up to tarp and sandbag the roof.  They call it the 
social SES, and it is the bureaucrats that the minister is taking with her tomorrow.  Those communities are 
extremely angry with these bureaucrats and their departments.  They say that the only time they see them with 
any real will to make change is when an issue is highlighted, just as it has been in the newspapers.  Tomorrow 
the minister will find that it will be a great challenge to engage with the community when it holds those 
departmental people responsible.  Where were these departmental people in raising the issues that the Western 
Australian public has seen reported in The West Australian?  Where is the general knowledge in the community 
about the dinner camp, the standard of housing in the Homeswest area of the garden and the chronic 
overcrowding in Mardiwah Loop?  The community has a general understanding only when The West Australian 
takes the time to highlight the issue, and we must welcome that.   

What are we going to do about it?  Will we do exactly what we have accused successive governments of doing; 
that is, not delivering a real outcome?  Will we do what was spoken about this morning; that is, if we cannot get 
100 per cent community consensus, we will not do anything at all?  Surely that will be a role for the minister 
tomorrow in talking to Judy Butters, Dennis Eggington and David Skeahan.  We need to talk to the community 
leaders.  There will not be 100 per cent community support for any project that is put forward.  However, the 
minister will have an opportunity to talk to the community leaders and back their proposals.   

We need to establish a select committee to inquire into this issue and take a bipartisan view of what can be done.  
Issues such as providing food vouchers instead of dole money and the no school, no dole program are 
contentious.  How do we limit alcohol consumption in the community, how do we ensure that new houses are 
built as a priority and how do we ensure that the houses that do exist are upgraded?  We need to establish a 
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bipartisan select committee, with a very short time frame in which to report, to support the minister by coming 
up with community solutions that can be followed through in this Parliament.  I have asked you, Mr Acting 
Speaker (Dr S.C. Thomas), as the Liberal Party spokesperson on indigenous affairs, whether you would be 
interested in being a member of the select committee, and you have said that you would.  I have spoken to the 
Independent member for Churchlands, Dr Constable, and she has indicated a willingness to be a member of the 
select committee.  As the Leader of the National Party, I would certainly be willing to be a member of the select 
committee.  I am sure that the government also would be willing to put forward a member to be on the select 
committee.  The select committee would have a very short time frame in which to report to the Parliament on the 
issues that the community has raised.  I have already outlined those issues in my contribution today.  We need to 
determine what we need to do within a legislative framework to allow changes to take place, and we must work 
out what needs to be done under the federal jurisdiction.  We all know that the no school, no dole program was 
ruled to be unconstitutional by the federal government.  Parliaments are in place to change legislation, as the 
then Premier did, with the support of the National Party, when an issue arose with the Swan Valley Nyungah 
Community camp.  The government identified a problem and very quickly sorted it out.  The National Party 
supported the Premier in making that decision.  The issues of the Halls Creek community and the wider 
Aboriginal community in the Kimberley must very closely resemble what was taking place in the Swan Valley 
Nyungah camp, and the Premier was very decisive.  The standing orders of this house were suspended to enable 
that legislation to be introduced and debated and a solution to be offered.   

I turn now to the call from the community for a hostel or boarding school-type arrangement.  I went to boarding 
school, and it offered me a very clear regimented program to assist me in my education.  As was pointed out, a 
hostel was closed in the 1980s.  When we see the level of dysfunction in the community and the dysfunctional 
environment that those young children and teenagers have to live in, what hope do they have when they go to 
school?  I look forward to talking to the members for Central Kimberley-Pilbara and Kimberley about this issue.  
All the young children speak Kriol, which is a language between English and the indigenous dialects.  Halls 
Creek schoolteachers are not taught Kriol.  Young children who speak Kriol at home find it very difficult to 
understand the way they are being taught when they enter their first year of school.  That is why they fall behind 
and that is why Halls Creek is experiencing the sort of educational outcomes seen in that community.  A select 
committee could investigate whether teachers at Halls Creek schools need to have a broad understanding of 
Kriol.  When I attended the community meeting last week, half the people at that meeting spoke only fluent 
Kriol and I needed an interpreter to understand what they were saying so that I could converse with them.  If 
indigenous elders speak Kriol and are using that language to speak to their children and their grandchildren, 
surely the school environment must recognise that situation.  I am sure that the teachers -  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  There is actually quite a lot of debate about whether that is the way to give those 
students the best chance. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I was told by the community leaders that they did not want their children taught in Kriol 
because if they were, they would have no hope when they enter mainstream society.  My point is that there must 
be a crossover at a young age.  Aboriginal children cannot enter mainstream education if they are speaking Kriol 
because that will not deliver an outcome.  It became apparent to me quite quickly that as a Parliament we can 
deliver tangible outcomes in a short period.  The Treasurer has told us that Western Australia’s V8 economy is 
supercharged.  Surely there is money in the budget to immediately commence a housing program.  Indeed, the 
government can easily undertake a program to build houses.  I noticed strongly that the previous government 
built the new administration centre with the collocation of all its offices.  It was opened by the previous member 
for Merredin, Hendy Cowan.  It was a wonderful project that is well supported.  Indeed, the Halls Creek 
telecentre is the best-utilised telecentre in Western Australia.  The indigenous leaders told me that they use it like 
a hostel because it offers a good and safe environment.  The government’s program to upgrade the recreational 
complex and swimming pool is fantastic.  However, the real problems in the community are alcohol, substance 
and child sexual abuse and a complete lack of housing.  Building a new administration complex, swimming pool 
and recreational centre will not address those problems.  Those valid projects, which were commenced by this 
and the previous government, are great monuments to what government can deliver for the community.  
However, when I see the pictures that appeared in yesterday’s The West Australian, I have to ask what those 
projects actually deliver.  This is a very important issue.  I commend this motion to the house so that we can get 
on with the job of achieving an outcome. 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee - Premier) [4.28 pm]:  I fully understand and concur with most of what the 
Leader of the National Party said.  However, to put the matter into some context, as the member for Cottesloe 
said, the problems at Halls Creek are not new and have not emerged only in the past two weeks.  Members are 
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reacting to the recent publicity surrounding this issue.  This is an ongoing issue and challenge for us in Western 
Australia.  We must not react to this issue as though we have suddenly landed from another planet.  We must not 
react with shock and horror to learn that some people in Western Australia are living in terrible circumstances.  
This issue has confronted us for a long time and different governments have tried various ways to address it.  
This government will take the responsibility that is ours to address these issues, just as it did under Dr Gallop, 
who made some very difficult decisions and put a lot of effort into addressing these issues.  Surely we can learn 
a lesson from all this.  These issues are not and will not be resolved overnight or in an instant.  It is not a simple 
matter of fixing something that has snapped and is broken.  There is a deep, complex intertwining of issues that 
manifest themselves in the sorts of images that The West Australian has decided, for its own reasons, to capture.  
Good on Steve Pennells.  He has ventured out of the metropolitan area; he has been to the Third World, Africa 
and parts of Asia, and seen that sort of degradation.  He has now shone a light on it in this state.  Good on him.  
Let us not stand around wringing our hands and beating ourselves on the chest and say that we have never done 
anything.  Huge effort has been put into addressing these very complex issues.  I will use one example.  The 
member for Dawesville put in place the swimming pools program when he was a minister.  I opposed the 
program, although not publicly, because I thought it was the wrong thing to do.  The plan was no school, no 
pool.  The program also had the effect of cleaning up health problems, such as otitis media and so on.  It was a 
small but very good program.  I applaud that.  We have put in a lot of effort.  The swimming pool program gives 
us the opportunity of extending it to Halls Creek.  However, when any community in the world has no economic 
base, no employment, and no capacity for people to engage, and when those issues are compounded by cultural 
divide and separation, these are the sorts of outcomes that will arise.  It is not an easy matter to address.  It is not 
the circumstance that this government has done nothing.  Nobody honestly believes that.  Everybody in this 
Parliament wants these issues to be addressed.  We will take the responsibility for addressing these issues.  For 
example, the member for Merredin mentioned the no school, no dole program.  I agree with that.  I like that idea.  
We have to be prepared to think outside the box.  I would like a system put in place in which, in certain 
circumstances, people who are drunk are not served alcohol.  People who walk across the street and give alcohol 
to vulnerable people should not be served alcohol.  The authorities in a place like Halls Creek should be able to 
tell a person that he will not be able to buy alcohol from certain premises because he is destroying the local 
community.  I would like to see that.  I would like different approaches to be taken.  The crux of the matter 
underlining the issue is the dislocation and alienation of the people from mainstream economic activities.  It 
manifests itself in all sorts of ways.  People must understand that.   

When I was the Minister for Education and Training, we strove very hard to provide better educational 
outcomes.  It is true that last year, I think, the literacy and numeracy outcomes dipped.  People will find that the 
general trend in the past four to five years - maybe even longer - has been an improvement.  We changed the 
education and training system so that we could better engage students.  We put in place all sorts of motivational 
programs - sports and cultural.  We did what the member has just suggested concerning Aboriginal English.  We 
have legitimised the use of Aboriginal English, but the parents of the students say that they want the students to 
be proficient in standard English so that they can get employment.  The other issue - I have made great play of 
this - is that I would like Aboriginal languages to be taught in schools in which Aboriginal languages are spoken.  
I believe such programs were put in place by the previous government.  It is not a simple matter because we 
cannot find the people to teach them.  These are very complex issues.  Let us not stand around wringing our 
hands and pointing the finger of blame at everybody.  We will do what is necessary.  From my minister’s visit 
tomorrow, I want there to be an engagement with the local community.  We will not get 100 per cent unanimous 
approval because no community operates like that.  We should not think that the Aboriginal community speaks 
with one voice.  We do not.  We are here arguing away.  There are diverse opinions about what should be done.  
Some people in that community may well want, for example, the school hostel opened.  If there is enough 
consensus for me to believe that that will work, I will do it.  We will put the money into opening the hostel if it is 
going to work.  If it is not going to work, we should not do that.  We should not repeat the failures of the past.  
We need to react to the local community in ways that will bring us some positive results.  Alcohol and drug 
abuse in the community - alcohol in particular - is totally disruptive.  One question that crossed my mind was 
why do we not buy the pub and shut the damn thing!  I could not care less about the publican.  If that is the issue, 
why does the government not buy the pub and run bulldozers backwards and forwards over it?  Is that fair to the 
rest of the community?  Is that the way to manage this problem?  If we have a problem between two government 
departments about the distribution or lease of land, let us nail that problem.  If we can release land, let us release 
it.  If we can put into place homemaker programs, which have been in and out of vogue for some time but which 
have now reached the point at which we think they may work, let us do it; however, they will not work if the 
community will not use them.  Therefore, we must do the things that will bring about a result, and we can only 
do that if we have engagement. 
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I now want to use a term that, say, 10 or 15 years ago I never thought I would use, and that is the concept of 
mutual responsibility.  It is the responsibility of individual members of that community, as well as the 
government - local, state and federal - to step forward and say they will play their part. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  That is expecting too much of them. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  On an individual basis the member might be right, because some of the people are so 
degraded - if that is the right word - that they are unable to make those sort of decisions for themselves, but in a 
general sense if there is enough will and if a leadership comes forward and says, “Take us to the federal 
government; do not pay us dole money, give us food vouchers”, we can do that.  We will advocate for them, but 
as a state government we cannot implement that program.  That must be their will.  The history of governments, 
though, is to say that they know the answers and to try, after a couple of days’ thought - I have been guilty of it 
as well - to impose a solution on a community that has incredibly complex problems and think it will work.  
Strangely enough, all the effort, goodwill and great intent brings us nothing.  Groups in that community - the 
community at large rather than every single individual - must say that they are prepared to do things differently.  
We will partner them in that.  Of course we will.  It is not about party politics; this is not about that at all. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You just made it so by the stunt you pulled before. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It is not.  The member knows it is not.  He knows what I am saying.  These Aboriginal 
people in Western Australia are citizens of our community.  Ask me why it is that state governments historically 
have not provided services to these communities.  I am damned if I know.  Why is it that state governments have 
never provided half the communities - not Halls Creek because it is a town and not just an Aboriginal 
community - with water, electricity and that sort of stuff.  It is historical; these things go back generations. 

However, I will give the house this commitment: there will be no shirking of responsibility by our government.  I 
do not intend to be pulled around by the nose by The West Australian, which uses this for its purposes - let us 
face it, they have said it themselves; it uses this only to sell newspapers, in general terms.   
Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  Order, members! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes, they were from issue to issue.  We as members of Parliament must have 
confidence that we can put in place initiatives that broadly benefit the community, otherwise we will be in a 
situation that the member for Cottesloe spoke about.  We will roll from one town or one community to the next.  
We must take into account the history of these issues - the failed and successful efforts. 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  As a journalist, you would have done exactly the same as The West Australian.  

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am not criticising it.  If the member knew about this, and he did - the member for 
Cottesloe certainly knew about it - why are we suddenly talking about it today? 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Because public consciousness has been - 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Because they are under pressure to do it.  That does not mean we should not do it.  
Okay, but let us not get into a long period of wringing our hands and weeping and wailing about what we have 
not done in the past.  Let us not talk about reorganising the way government departments interact and so on.  Let 
us look for some pragmatic moves that we can make.  That is what I urge the minister to do tomorrow. 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Do you support the idea of reducing welfare benefits? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes.  Absolutely, I do. 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville) [4.40 pm]:  I want to engage the Premier directly.  I tried to talk to the Premier 
earlier, but everyone was trying to get his ear.  I have only four minutes in which to speak.  I do not intend to 
beat my chest and tell the Premier how bad his government has been on this issue, because he knows that is not a 
view that I hold.  He knows that both his government and our government have tried to improve the lot of 
Aboriginal communities.  I was Minister for Housing as well as Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, so I had an 
opportunity to do things in both those areas.  However, although I have been given some credit for the things I 
have done for Aboriginal communities, I regard myself as a failure in that area, because the situation in most 
Aboriginal communities today is not very different from what it was when I was a minister.   

I hope the Premier is feeling a little uncomfortable about the Leader of the House’s decision that we deal with 
this matter as a matter of public interest.  That means I am restricted to four minutes, as are other members on 
this side.  It means that members on the government side have only half an hour.  The Premier has already taken 
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10 minutes of that time.  I would have liked to hear from two other members on that side - the member for 
Central Kimberley-Pilbara and the member for Kimberley.  Those members should have been given sufficient 
time to speak on this issue in detail.  However, the Leader of the House has given his side only half an hour.  I 
think the Premier knows in his heart that was not the right thing to do. 

I know the government will vote against this motion.  However, I would like the Premier to give this issue some 
more thought - privately, in his own time.  I am not talking specifically about a select committee for Halls Creek.  
We all know that the problems in Halls Creek are merely a pimple on a pumpkin.  The problems are occurring 
not just in the Kimberley, and not just in Western Australia, but in Aboriginal communities throughout Australia.  
Our government did its damnedest to improve the lot of the Aboriginal people in those communities.  This 
government has tried very hard.  The government before that tried very hard.  However, none of us has 
succeeded.  I agree with most of the things the Premier has said.  However, what can we do that is different?  
What can we do that is not just me as a former Minister for Aboriginal Affairs working my guts out to try to fix 
the problem, or that is not just the new Minister for Indigenous Affairs working her guts out to try to fix the 
problem?  No-one is getting anywhere.  We are just coming up with little solutions here and there.  Therefore, I 
urge the Premier to think about having a select committee that has on it people like me and the member for 
Central Kimberley-Pilbara.  

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I once said to you that the Aboriginal people in Western Australia are the most studied 
group of people in the world.  We do not need another report. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  If the Premier looked at my background, he would know that I have seldom done just 
studies.  We need a select committee that can explore all the issues and find practical solutions on the ground.  
We need to liaise with commonwealth and state government departments.  We need to bring in the federal 
government and look at the issue of welfare payments.  We need to look at what the community itself can do.  
We need to look at where the funding is coming from and how it is being spent.  We need to drag all those things 
together.  One state, one minister, one local member or one local government cannot do it on its own.  The issue 
is too big.  The only thing that no government has tried is a bipartisan select committee that can try to find 
solutions.  I know this government has been opposed to having select committees.  However, it is an excellent 
way of getting together people who have a special interest and focus so that they can try to find solutions.  No 
matter how much goodwill the minister might have in going to the Halls Creek community, and no matter how 
much money the government is prepared to pour into that community, what about Warmun, Bidyadanga, 
Oombulgurri, Kalumburu, Looma or One Arm Point?  What about all those Aboriginal communities that are not 
in the minister’s focus group?  What about trying to address the issues in those communities?  We need to take a 
wider view.   

MS S.M. McHALE (Kenwick - Minister for Indigenous Affairs) [4.44 pm]:  When I took over the Indigenous 
Affairs portfolio, I was struck by the commitment and willingness of Aboriginal leaders to work with this 
government.  For many years we have been trying to find solutions to problems that we know have been with us 
for decades.  I believe that commitment and willingness is the hallmark of how we might now be able to bring 
about some change.  Now that the political heat has been taken out of the debate around the suspension of 
standing orders and the matter of public interest, we find we have many views in common.  These problems have 
not emerged overnight; they have been there for decades.  The roots of these problems lie deep in the history of 
Western Australia; the history not only of black against white, but also of differences of opinion between 
Aboriginal people.  We must work with those Aboriginal communities and their leaders to understand why the 
efforts of the previous government and those of the present government under Dr Gallop and then Premier 
Carpenter either do not appear to be working, or have not had enough time to work.  Admittedly, I am only 
going to Halls Creek for one day, but the message I am taking is that, as the new Minister for Indigenous Affairs, 
I am there primarily to talk to the community leaders and the shire, because that is what they have asked me to 
do.  They do not want a knee-jerk reaction to something that has appeared in The West Australian.  When we are 
honest with ourselves and with each other, all of us show a better understanding of these issues than is reflected 
in The West Australian.  I will be going back to Halls Creek in a few weeks, and I will continue to go back there 
to get feedback.  This is not a knee-jerk reaction.  If that is what we intend, we may as well not even bother.  We 
need to understand that this takes consideration and effort.  We will be frustrated along the way, but it will take 
the painstaking effort I am prepared to put into this portfolio over the next few years, so that we can feel, 
together, that we might have made a difference.  

My colleagues will talk a bit about what has happened in such areas as community development, housing and 
works, and planning and infrastructure.  All those portfolios need to come together to work towards solutions.  
That is why I am taking with me the directors general of at least three agencies.  After a day of listening to the 
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ideas and the possible solutions, I will then take in those ideas.  Having worked with these communities, I know 
that there is a divergence of views.  Some people say they want a dry community; others say that is ridiculous.  
Some people want the hostel; others do not - they say they have tried it in the past and it has not worked.  We 
need to take all those ideas into account, look at how we can action them, and then go back to the community 
and ask if that is what they want us to do.  That is what I will be doing tomorrow.   

Amendment to Motion 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I move - 

To delete all words after “house” and insert the following - 

(a) acknowledges that indigenous children in the Kimberley and other parts of the state 
all too often face deprivation and unacceptable risks and harm; and 

(b) recognises that state, federal and local governments have been seeking to address 
these problems and, even with the significant additional resources committed by the 
Carpenter government, there remains much more to be done.  

MR T.G. STEPHENS (Central Kimberley-Pilbara) [4.49 pm]:  I support the amendment.  When members get 
the chance to read it, they will find that it does part of the job.  It does not deliver the select committee, but it 
creates opportunities for us to describe what we share in common.  

Dr K.D. Hames:  It sounds a bit self-serving, does it not? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  No, it does not.  The heat is on, and I am pleased that the heat is on.  The heat needs to 
stay on all of us, and hopefully it will stay on for a period sufficient to produce some outcomes.  There are 
people in this house who have displayed in both their contributions to this debate and in other work they do as 
members of Parliament their complete bona fides on these issues.  Some of those members are on this 
Parliament’s Education and Health Standing Committee, which has been doing some related work.  I hope we 
can continue to do more work.  If, in this instance, the motion for a select committee is defeated, we have an 
opportunity, through the standing committee, to focus on some of these accurately described and fundamentally 
important issues to the state of Western Australia.   

I go back to Halls Creek, and this is important to members, particularly my colleagues.  Halls Creek is a thriving 
economy.  It is not a community where there is no strength of economic activity.  Members should think about 
this: often times one could say that the problem facing the Aboriginal people in the remote communities is that 
there are no economic prospects in that location.  In Halls Creek one cannot get a room in the pub.  The place is 
chockers.  Halls Creek is the centre of economic activity associated with the resources, tourism and service 
sectors.  It is a bustling economy from which very significant numbers of the Aboriginal community are 
disengaged.  This is not a new problem; it is an accelerating and compounding problem.  It has reached a point of 
crisis in that it has absolutely compounded over a series of neglect by governments. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  You had the Gordon inquiry and you did nothing about it. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  I agree with the member that, at the moment, our government is at a point in history at 
which, unlike its predecessors, it has the complete matrix of information available to it. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  You are not acting on it. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  The member should not be petty or political about this.  I am trying to agree with her. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  You have known this for four or five years.  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  Pearls before swine it is in this case.  I was trying to agree with part of the member for 
Nedlands’ comment; that is, at this point in our history this government has the reports and the information as 
well as the money to be able to respond.  It puts the government at a particularly morally culpable stage if it does 
not advance it.  Governments - not just this government but a combination of national, state and local 
governments - have a responsibility to work with the community. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Can I ask a question? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  Preferably not; let me finish my speech.  If the member has to ask me a question, I will 
try to deal with it. 
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Mr R.F. Johnson:  You may have a differing view from some members of the government.  Can you explain 
why the government is so opposed to those children in the Kimberley and other areas of this state who are at risk 
of sexual abuse being put into boarding schools where they can be properly looked after?  Is it because of this 
inherent government philosophy of the Aboriginal child placement principle, which the government enshrined in 
law?  It is a big problem. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  The answer is that the question is based on a false premise and nothing more needs to be 
said. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Explain why. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  That is not the government’s position. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  The government said that. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  The member for Hillarys should not distract me.  The premise of his question is wrong. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  It is in legislation.   

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  We have very limited time available, and I am not inclined to 
see time wasted.  The member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara has the call. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  I welcome the visit tomorrow by the minister, on behalf of her cabinet colleagues, to 
Halls Creek.  It will be a productive day.  It will not be without its difficulties in a community that is feeling 
neglected by governments.  Another issue is that the legacy of the questions we are faced with in Halls Creek 
and more widely is a huge cash value.  Do not think for a moment that as a state we can get a build-up of all 
these issues and that it does not now have a huge price tag.  It does.  However, the bigger price tag is on doing 
nothing.  The option of doing nothing is much more costly than the price of doing something.  The option of 
doing nothing will lead us inextricably into the huge costs associated with the rollout of the health and justice 
response and other levels of intervention that are needed.  That level of intervention is a contingent liability 
building up for Treasury and the Treasurer.  I have tried to argue that it will mean the cost of doing nothing will 
be absolutely astronomic.  The backlog of housing has built up over generations of governments and ministers, 
of which I am one - 

Ms S.E. Walker:  You were the minister.  What did you do? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  This is what I did.  In my portfolio area -  

Ms S.E. Walker:  You did not have any houses built there. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  I will ignore the member for this reason: she has asked me a question and she wants to 
interrupt.  Whatever my portfolios, I gave priority to people in need, and I gave greater priority to people who 
were in greater need.  Aboriginal people were at the top of my priority list in my portfolios.  In the housing and 
works portfolio, I endeavoured to secure land for the community of Halls Creek for the rollout of the public 
housing stock that would meet the needs of that community.  I was unsuccessful in getting that necessary land 
release.  I hope that land release will happen pronto because that land release is critical to success.  We must 
recognise that people cannot take up the jobs that are on offer to them if they have not got homes from which 
they can emerge rested, healthy, fed and clothed to take up work and to move themselves through schooling, 
other education, training and employment.  If people do not have that basic housing prerequisite, they have 
Buckley’s chance of getting onto that pathway.   

The issues are both simple and complex.  They are complex because of this matrix of issues that are overlaid 
upon one another, such as history, culture and a whole range of other issues, and they are simple because it will 
cost a lot of money to respond to the challenges of Aboriginal communities.  Late last century, a previous 
Minister for Energy, Hon Colin Barnett, the member for Cottesloe, committed himself to a program to try to 
normalise power provision in these communities.  Despite the rollout of that program, it has not delivered a 
single resolution of that policy commitment.  This fundamental commitment is necessary to free up the flow of 
funds in order to focus on disadvantage rather than upon the delivery of essential, basic services.  At the moment 
no allocation of effort, in my view, is going towards responding to disadvantage; it is still caught up in the 
provision of essential services.   

When I became Minister for Local Government, I was tipped off by the Liberal Party about a little slush fund 
that was operating in my department.  It was for what the Liberals used to call the National Party candidate 
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training program.  The Liberals said that I should find the program and pull it out.  Sure enough, I looked and 
found a little leadership program that toyed with training regional people to become candidates for the National 
Party in various parts of the state.  I grabbed it and shifted its focus to target the needs of leadership programs for 
Aboriginal people.  Such programs are vital for places like Halls Creek.  More of them are needed.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  Order, member for Avon! 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  They do not need to be subverted by anybody for any political strategies, including 
those of members opposite. 

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands) [4.59 pm]:  When the Premier was speaking on this motion, he made the 
statement that he thought that the Western Australian literacy and numeracy assessment results were trending up.  
I just want to set the record straight.  I have in front of me the WALNA results for the Kimberley district 
between 2001 and 2005 for years 3, 5 and 7.  For year 3, the results have trended dismally down over those five 
years.  For year 5, they have also trended dismally down.  The only two areas in year 7 where those results have 
stood still are in reading and writing, starting from a very low base anyway, but in spelling and numeracy those 
results have trended down.  It is important that the Premier of this state understands what is happening in those 
schools.  These kids are not learning. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  He was the education minister. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Yes, he was the education minister and the Minister for Indigenous Affairs for four of 
those years, and this is what was happening.  Let us get it right.  The results we have show that the numeracy and 
literacy levels of Aboriginal children in years 3, 5 and 7 are getting worse.  I am talking specifically about 
children in the Kimberley, nowhere else.  It is time it was looked at and it is time something radical happened.  
The record has now been set straight.  The Premier does not know what is going on in those schools.   

I have looked carefully at the amendment moved by the Minister for Indigenous Affairs.  No-one could disagree 
with the first paragraph, but the second paragraph raises a number of questions, especially the last part, which 
states - 

. . . and even with the significant additional resources committed by the Carpenter government there 
remains much more to be done. 

I would like to know what those significant resources are.  I have found no media statement from the past two 
months that tells us about that.  Where is the announcement about this great influx of resources for Aboriginal 
people?  I do not believe there has been one.  What are these additional resources? 

Ms S.M. McHale:  Are you looking for an answer? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Yes, I am. 

Ms S.M. McHale:  I am happy to provide that. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  The minister should know what the resources are because they have not been announced.  
Nothing has been announced by the Carpenter government - not the Gallop government - in the last two months.   

The second paragraph of this motion says that state, federal and local governments have been seeking to address 
these problems.  The original motion moved by the member for Merredin stated that this Parliament must play a 
role and be involved in these issues.  All of us must play a role.  It is the responsibility of every member of this 
Parliament, not just bureaucrats or a few ministers, to be involved in these issues - to raise the issues, to debate 
the issues and to have committees that go out and help solve these issues.  Grand things have been said by the 
minister and the Premier.  They have said that this issue is for all of us to solve, yet the government will not set 
up a select committee.  It will not let this Parliament get involved to help find the solutions.  The government 
thinks it can find them.  I do not have that much faith in the government.  I do not have that much faith in the 
Minister for Indigenous Affairs, in particular, to find the solutions to the problems.  We will have more reports, 
more pilot studies and more talkfests, but I do not think anything will happen quickly.  We will go over old 
ground again.   

The motion quite properly recognises that every member of this house has a role to play in searching for 
solutions.  It is everyone’s problem, not just that of the minister and the Premier, who does not even know what 
is happening in schools in the Kimberley.  The motion is not only about raising issues; it is also about 
recognising the responsibilities that everyone has and it is about taking initiatives.  If the communities in Halls 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 28 March 2006] 

 p787d-806a 
Mr Brendon Grylls; Deputy Speaker; Mr John Kobelke; Dr Kim Hames; Mr Terry Waldron; Dr Elizabeth 

Constable; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Terry Redman; Ms Sue Walker; Mr Max Trenorden; Mr Grant Woodhams; Mr 
Alan Carpenter; Ms Sheila McHale; Mr Tom Stephens; Acting Speaker; Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Mr David 

Templeman 

 [19] 

Creek had the capacity to decide what they needed, they would not be in the mess they are in now.  The minister 
is going to talk to them about what they want.  They do not know what they want.  They want the minister to 
lead.  They want her to come up with some initiatives.  I do not think she is capable of doing that because if she 
were, we would not be in the mess we are in now.   

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [5.04 pm]:  I have visited 
Halls Creek many times since I became a minister.  On many occasions I have accompanied the member for 
Central Kimberley-Pilbara, who has certainly been a very powerful advocate for this area.  One of the first things 
that we did was address a sense of great historic wrong that was felt by the Aboriginal community in Halls 
Creek.  That wrong centred on their removal in the 1950s from the Moola Bulla station.  Moola Bulla was set up 
in 1911 as a feeding station and as a centre for Aboriginal people.  In the mid-1950s, in really quite appalling 
circumstances, these people were taken from that station and dumped variously in Fitzroy Crossing and Halls 
Creek.  We were able to address a sense of wrong by working with that community to identify an area of land 
within the Moola Bulla station and excise 1 000 acres of land for that community, which they were very pleased 
to receive.  Since that time we have been working very constructively with Fred Chaney of the National Native 
Title Tribunal and Peter McConnell, the chief executive officer of the Shire of Halls Creek, to work out the best 
use for that land.  I have been in constant contact with Fred, who is doing a fantastic job providing leadership for 
that group.  We have also been identifying land that will be available for development.  As Hon Tom Stephens 
says, we need land.  We have this week signed off on town planning scheme amendments to free up new land, 
and we are confident significant land supply will become available.   

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah - Minister for Community Development) [5.06 pm]:  I would like to 
highlight some key points, and I want to focus on two important elements.  I refer firstly to children at risk.  I 
have instructed the Director General of the Department for Community Development - who will be travelling 
with the Minister for Indigenous Affairs tomorrow - that I want to be satisfied that those children who are 
identified as being at risk are removed and are made totally safe from their present circumstances.  I have asked 
the director general to report back to me, and I will be talking to her about this issue on Thursday morning.  The 
other issue that has been raised is that of sexually transmitted diseases among children.  Members will be aware 
that a mandatory reporting process for sexually transmitted diseases is in place.  The process that is followed by 
health officers includes notification of the department and the police, because these are criminal offences. 

In the short time I have, I would also like to highlight some of the issues that I will be challenging my 
department to respond to.  It is important that I challenge my department to respond to the initiatives that are in 
place in Halls Creek, and for it to look at how those processes and programs that are being delivered in Halls 
Creek can be, if necessary, improved upon and expanded.  Some important programs are under way in Halls 
Creek, and I would like to focus on three of them. 

The first is the Early Years strategy.  Halls Creek is an Early Years site, and the department has been engaged 
with local women, in particular, with regard to the initiation and set-up of local playgroups.  I will be asking the 
director general about the effectiveness of that strategy in that locality.  I will also be asking about the outcomes 
of the number of grant programs that have been provided to Halls Creek through DCD.  I will not go through 
them now, but I will be asking about the effectiveness or otherwise of those.  I will also be asking the Office for 
Children and Youth - which comes under my portfolio - to report on the need for it to be involved with young 
people in Halls Creek.  I understand there are many young people in Halls Creek who simply have nothing to do, 
and I believe that there is a role there for the Office for Children and Youth.  Finally, the Helping Young People 
Engage program has also been initiated in Halls Creek, and that is a program which I hope the local community 
will embrace, and which will have some positive outcomes.   
I wish the minister very well on her task tomorrow. 
MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [5.09 pm]:  This government’s commitment to this issue can be summed up in 
two ways.  Firstly, the Minister for Community Development was given three minutes to speak on this issue.  
The Minister for Indigenous Affairs, along with her lefto, wacko socialist friends, seems to want to take control 
of the area of child protection in this state, as she has done for many years.  This is the portfolio of the Minister 
for Community Development.  Responsibility for the Gordon inquiry recommendations comes under the 
Department for Community Development, yet the Minister for Indigenous Affairs and DCD Director General 
Jane Brazier are again going up to Halls Creek to take control of, and put their stamp and keep their hold firmly 
on, this area.  It is disgusting that these ministers have been given only three minutes to speak on such an 
important topic.  This is this government’s commitment to this area.  The Minister for Indigenous Affairs did not 
mention the Gordon inquiry.  Last year Sue Gordon was disgusted with this government for the way in which it 
had not tackled the problems identified by the Gordon inquiry.  This minister raises the Halls Creek situation, but 
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what about the Onslow issue that I brought into the Parliament?  It is fabulous that The West Australian has 
given so much time to this story.  I brought on the issue of Onslow children being sexually abused, despite the 
Gordon inquiry in 2003, when the police in Onslow rang to ask me whether I could please help them.  They said 
that they needed child protection workers in Onslow because they knew of children who were showing outward 
signs of sexual abuse.  They knew that these children needed help, but they just could not get it.  The West 
Australian ran that small regional story; I could not get it to run more.  However, The Australian on the same day 
had enormous coverage on page 2 of sexual abuse in Papua New Guinea.  It is a great thing that The West 
Australian is running this story.  What could be worse for children who are being sexually abused than to know 
that this Parliament is ignoring a 20-year penalty for the sexual abuse of children?  I am staggered at the Premier; 
he has gone right down in my estimation.  He has now shown himself in the position of Premier to be impotent 
to deal with this issue.  He is leaving it to his Minister for Indigenous Affairs who says that the department is 
taking a paternalistic attitude.  I hear the mantra that it is a simple but complex issue; no, it is simple but 
political.  I know that because I lived there 30 years ago.  I can tell the minister now that the problems are still 
the same.  Both federal and state governments are just throwing money at the issue and not dealing with it.  I 
know that this Minister for Indigenous Affairs is scared to make decisions.  The government is scared to make 
the appropriate decisions to protect these children because it believes it is a political issue.  Throughout her time 
as the Minister for Community Development, the Minister for Indigenous Affairs has politicised child abuse and 
child protection in this state.  She did that during the Hollingworth crisis, when she announced legislation for a 
child card; then we never heard of it again. 
Ms S.M. McHale:  We’ve got the legislation, for God’s sake! 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The minister took a long time to bring that into the Parliament.  She set up the child 
protection council, which has no teeth; some of the members of that council have full-time jobs.  The minister 
has been a disgrace on child abuse issues.  The government in this state is awash with money.  It has the report of 
the Gordon inquiry, and it did not even mention it today because it knows that it has not followed through on it.  
The Minister for Indigenous Affairs, the Premier and the Minister for Community Development should be 
visiting Halls Creek and sorting out this issue on the ground; but they are not.  They are taking the same tack that 
the Minister for Indigenous Affairs has taken in the five years I have been a member of this Parliament.  She 
brought in a daft bill, and did not even have the initiative to bring in a new bill.  She dusted off an old bill 
introduced by the previous government.  She has never properly addressed the issue of child abuse in this state, 
and that is an indictment on her.  It is no wonder that the Premier has left his seat. 
Mr C.J. Barnett:  I think you are unfair, because he is going to challenge the department - that should be 
exciting - but I don’t know what to. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Lately I have been reading a book by Martyn Webb on WA Inc and the Constitution.  He 
said that because of the way in which Western Australia is set up, the executive controls what happens in this 
Parliament.  The member for Churchlands is absolutely right: we, as parliamentarians, should all be contributing 
to the debate on this issue.  However, with the government politicising this issue today, we will not be allowed to 
debate this issue properly.  I have been given five minutes in which to speak, the shadow Minister for Health has 
been given five minutes, and the two ministers responsible have been given six minutes each.  That is what we, 
in this state, think of child abuse.  I have stood before in this place, as has the member for Churchlands, when the 
legislation on the child card was debated.  We still cannot get anything done for those children.  They are still 
being sexually abused.  The Minister for Indigenous Affairs calls it a social issue.  It is a serious criminal offence 
to have sexual relations with children.  The minister sweeps it under the carpet and calls it something else.  I 
stand, Mr Acting Speaker, to support the motion. 
Amendment put and passed. 

Motion, as Amended 
Question put and passed.   
 


