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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [5.00 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Bob Buegge - Adjournment Debate 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I note briefly the passing of a wheatbelt identity who had been a friend to many of us in 
this Chamber.  I refer to Bob Buegge.  Bob Buegge was a very close personal friend of mine.  We served 
together for many years on the Merredin zone council of the then farmers union.  Bob served also for many years 
on the grains council of the Western Australian Farmers Federation.  More latterly he was a long-serving 
member of the Grain Pool of Western Australia, and I imagine he will be best remembered for the role he played 
there. 

Bob was a great sportsman and a great supporter of sport.  He was a great friend to many of us in the wheatbelt, 
and he will be remembered affectionately by all of us who knew him as a very generous and very kind man who 
always held out his hand to anybody who needed it  

New Sitting Arrangements - Adjournment Debate 

HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Housing and Works) [5.01 pm]:  As I understand 
it, this may be a historic motion for the adjournment of the House, because it might be its last.  The standing 
orders have been changed, and we may never need another motion for the House to adjourn because it will 
happen automatically.  If the trial works, this may be the last adjournment motion ever. 

Hon Kim Chance:  You had to tell One Nation that, didn’t you? 

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  With the speed of change around this place at the moment, I am having difficulties 
keeping up.  Perhaps one must sit in the Chamber for a while to work out what members have been up to.  I am 
absolutely stunned by the way things have developed in the past 20 minutes.  I have never seen anything like it.  
I am not a great stickler for everything we do here.  However, every now and then one sees some benefits in 
working within the framework of the place to try to give us all a chance to operate as functioning members of the 
Legislative Council.   

War in Iraq - Adjournment Debate  

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  That is not to derogate from the fact that today we are faced with urgent and tragic 
circumstances, in my view.  By and large, I have refrained from commenting on this issue as a parliamentarian, 
other than in the forums that have been available to me internally within the Labor Party and privately as a 
citizen in joining the peace rallies that I have been available to attend.  I am a person who embraces what I 
believe to be the seamless garment of the ethic of life.  That ethic of life has led me to passionately oppose war.  
I stridently oppose war because I see it as the taking of life.  As people will understand, in the debates in which I 
have engaged in this place there has been a consistent effort on my part to advocate at all times the embracing of 
life.  In circumstances in which one is faced with the option of war or no war, and other options are available, no 
war is the only option that humans should pursue, particularly when other sets of circumstances can be pursued. 

Having said that, and passionately wishing, praying and hoping for peace, war has now broken out, and 
Australian troops are involved in that process.  The Australian Labor Party is on record as saying that the 
Australian troops have, and will continue to have, its absolute support.  The troops are doing a much more 
difficult job for the Government of the day than they have ever done; that is, there is not bipartisan support for 
the war, but the troops have bipartisan support for their role as people who are now faced with the job upon 
which they must deliver. 

I hope that we will never again see a circumstance such as that which the Australian and international 
communities are facing today; that is, that war has broken out in horrific circumstances.  The justness of its cause 
is seriously questioned and its morality is significantly in doubt.  Other options were available, and they have not 
been pursued.  In my view, that is a great tragedy.   

I believe that Australia and Australians are great friends of America, and that friendship is best expressed by 
calling a spade a spade.  Sometimes America gets things wrong, and on this occasion, in my view, it has.  I 
believe it is the view of the Australian Labor Party that a war such as this should have been pursued only after all 
other methods of achieving peace had been pursued.  In those circumstances I go on record in this place as 
saying that the universal task of mankind is to opt for life in all the circumstances with which we are faced.  
When they are moral decisions of war or no war, pursuing peace is a requirement of the human condition that, 
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unfortunately, a coalition of nations, including our nation, has not pursued on this occasion - in my view, 
tragically. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [5.07 pm]:  On Tuesday of this week, the Prime Minister of 
Australia committed all Australians, without our consent, without parliamentary debate and in the face of 
overwhelming public opposition, to an illegal, unjust, unnecessary and immoral war on the people of Iraq.  
Today the bombing started, and I quote from the BBC News - 

Several explosions rocked Baghdad at dawn on Thursday, signalling the start of the US-led war to 
topple Saddam Hussein. 

. . . the first blasts occurred at 0530 local time . . .  

After the first strike, a large pall of black smoke was seen in the south of Baghdad and the city fell 
silent.  

. . .  

The BBC’s Paul Wood in the Iraqi capital says that Baghdad residents are hiding in fortified rooms in 
their houses or in public shelters beneath large buildings. 

The majority of the city’s five million residents remain, unable to afford the $1,000 being charged on 
Wednesday for a seat in a taxi to flee to safer areas. 

With their stockpiles of food around them they sit and wait with their families . . .  

Forget the rhetoric and the language of the war makers about smart bombs and surgical strikes.  
Overwhelmingly, the victims of this short and bloody war will be the conscripts, the old, the infirm, the women 
and the children, like the retreating, surrendering conscripts that allied troops buried alive in the last Gulf War.  
Let us not forget that over 50 per cent of Iraq’s population is under 15 years old.  Perhaps this explains why 
thousands of Perth schoolchildren ignored the pompous, self-righteous outpourings in the letters to the editor in 
The West Australian to protest on the streets.  They know that a war is an abomination and their future is at 
stake.  They see a future of increased uncertainty, fear and hate, and the discrediting and dismissal of the only 
body that could oversee global unity - the United Nations.  They, like me, are afraid and angry.  

On Tuesday, I went home from this place and could not sleep.  I cried with the anger and shame I felt for the 
illegitimate actions of the Prime Minister and federal Cabinet.  I felt shame that only one voice in opposition has 
been raised in government ranks - I acknowledge the member for Pearce, Hon Judi Moylan.  The Labor Party’s 
response has been too little, too late.  It has shown no leadership and did not take a moral position in opposition 
to the war until the very last moment. 

I abhor war.  I do not condemn service personnel, who often through a lack of economic alternatives - remember, 
it is those with the fewest alternatives who are sacrificed - are members of the armed forces.  I condemn the 
Prime Minister for committing our fellow Australians to an illegal, unjust and unsupported war.  Australians and 
history will judge John Howard for his slavish obsession to follow every move of the illegitimate President of 
the United States - the President who stole his election by fraud.  John Howard and his Liberal cronies 
unquestioningly support war and unquestioningly support the interests of US corporate powers.  For what, I am 
still unclear.  It might be for some obscene notions: “Might is right”, “We have the mother of all bombs - you 
haven’t” or “We know that Saddam Hussein has weapons of mass destruction because we kept the receipts.”  
Somewhere in this process, Australia seems to have signed in blood an agreement that it supports the US being 
the world’s policeman, free to install or remove despots when it suits foreign policy, and damn public opinion.  
This is utter madness.   

If these men in suits - I say men deliberately as I have yet to speak to a single woman who supports this war - 
cannot see this, they will all be judged by their lack of judgment, lack of compassion and lack of foresight.  The 
world will erupt in a massive global conflict, and I do not mean the pathetic sideshow of the “coalition of the 
killing” annihilating the Iraqis; I mean the main game: the destabilisation of the entire Middle East in a spark to 
ignite the fuse for massive ongoing resistance - or terrorism, if you will - in every Islamic state in the world to 
every nation that bloodies its hands in Iraq. 

Bullies come in all shapes and sizes.  Some of them are from Texas.  I do not support Islamic fundamentalism or 
dictators, and George Bush, Tony Blair and John Howard do not speak for me or for the majority of Australians.  
I also do not support a new empire led by corporate America, and nor do the majority of people of the world. 
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This attack is a wake-up call to all who support peace, democracy and the rule of international law.  These 
concepts that many of us take for granted are now under threat.  Restoring the authority of the United Nations is 
the only course for global peace and democracy.  In a statement this morning, the Dalai Lama said -  

. . . “The Iraq issue is becoming very critical . . . Now think of this.  If there is any bloodshed, people in 
positions of power, those who are responsible, will find safe places and escape the consequent hardship.  
They will find safety for themselves, one way or the other.  But what about the poor people, the 
defenceless, the children, the old and infirm?  They are the ones who will have to bear the brunt of 
devastation. 

He also stated - 

. . . wars produce temporary victors and temporary losers and . . . the result of this kind of victory . . . 
will not endure. 

Finally, in considering debate in this House on Australia’s involvement in the war in Iraq and the overwhelming 
public opposition to it, I remind members that every day we listen to the following prayer before we start the 
business of the House - 

. . . bless this Legislative Council now assembled to deliberate upon affairs affecting the well-being and 
good order of society in Western Australia . . .  

I cannot think of an issue that has stirred Western Australians to their core in recent times to the extent of public 
concern about the illegal, unjust and ill-advised war on Iraq. 

Amity House, Albany - Adjournment Debate 

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [5.15 pm]:  I asked a question in the House yesterday about the 
government high school hostel in Albany, Amity House.  I was very concerned about the minister’s answer to 
the question concerning the time frame for a proposal to redevelop the accommodation; he replied - 

The time frame is subject to the budget process. 

Parents of children at Amity have probably made a mistake in not getting very active about conditions at that 
hostel.  They have been told for seven years plus that a new facility is about to be built.  The previous Minister 
for Education, Hon Colin Barnett, stated on 24 September 1999 that a new hostel facility would be built within 
three to five years at a cost of around $5 million, and that it was envisaged to cater for 130 to 150 students.  
Parents in Albany have heard this sort of comment over many years.  The five years referred to by the previous 
Minister for Education is way beyond the expiry date for the existing hostel.  The parliamentary secretary in his 
reply yesterday indicated that the department was looking to provide accommodation for 120 students, which 
would be too small a facility.  Amity is expected to cater for more than 130 students next year. 

I now refer to its history.  Amity House was built in 1973 as a single-sex boarding facility for 72 boys.  The 
Priory Hostel in Albany catered for girls.  Amity housed 111 students of mixed sex last week, and it houses 110 
students today; that is, 67 girls and 43 boys.  It has more than 40 applicants beyond that number, 36 of whom 
either have siblings at the college or have had siblings there in the past.  These facts, along with a lack of finance 
for maintenance, make the building unsuitable as a government-sponsored hostel.  The Government decries the 
fact that people choose to send their children to private schools, but the facts, figures and photographs I have 
with me indicate good reason for this trend. 

Dining facilities are a very important feature for hostels.  The Amity does not have a room large enough to seat 
the students.  Year 12 students eat their meals on a verandah.  This may appear modern and desirable in Perth as 
we move into an era in which coffee shops encourage patrons to sit on the sidewalks, but it is cold in Albany in 
the winter and there is no space indoors for the students.  The space problem extends to the servery, which is not 
large enough to serve that number of children.  To try to alleviate the crush at meal times, beverage servers and 
the like are crammed against the door that should provide access to the dining area.  In all weather, students must 
walk around the building to enter the dining room through the main reception area.  Having done that, they still 
do not reach the dining room; they must cross the recreation area before gaining entry to the dining room.  This 
movement of children is not the best if meetings are taking place in office areas. 

Also, the recreation room measures 8.35 by 8.35 metres.  There are only 48 seats.  This area does not provide 
even standing room for the 110 students should they all want to be there at the same time.  Again, to try to 
alleviate an impossible situation, the computer area in which students are supposed to be studying is also used 
for recreation.  The ceiling in that room is mouldy and damp affected to the degree that a hole has already 
appeared.  The staff are aware of the dangers associated with living in mould-infested conditions, but the 
Government will not provide the funds to remedy the matter.  
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I recently attended a parents and friends meeting at which the matter of fundraising for more computers was 
raised, but it was decided that it was not a good idea as there would be no space for them.  The photographs that 
I provide show a whole area and a number of the rooms.  One dormitory area had to be renovated because of 
damp creeping through the brickwork of the wall.  It is not merely a problem related to ceilings.  There is no 
outdoor area where children can sit, talk and play.  Their bedrooms are the only space.  A school bus shed can be 
emptied by arrangement should students want to organise an activity in an indoor area, but this is not the same as 
having one available all the time.   

Bedrooms are in short supply.  Because there are 67 girls and fewer boys, various modifications have had to be 
made.  Basically, years 8 and 9 students share four to a room, years 10 and 11 students share two to a room and, 
where possible, year 12 students have separate rooms.  Life is not ideal.  Overcrowding has forced two girls to 
sleep in a room off the kitchen.  They must walk through the kitchen to get to their bedroom.  As members might 
guess, the building is like a rabbit warren.  The distance from nearly every bedroom window to the brick wall 
opposite is less than from where I am to the wooden wall near me.  It is an absolute disgrace.   

Desk space is minimal.  There is no Internet point even for year 12 students in their study area.  Everybody 
knows that students need such facilities for accessing library and all sorts of information.  That is not available.  
All these shortcomings do not assist children who are sent away from home to further their education.  This is a 
far cry from many private school facilities where every student has private information technology facilities. 

A laundress is employed five hours per day for four days a week, but there are only six washing machines and 
two dryers, with no space to put in more.  Albany is not a great area for drying clothes in the winter.  There are 
two very small washing lines, a Hills hoist and a rectangular arrangement.  It is absolutely hopeless. 

Health and safety of the children is compromised should there be a fire.  The oval land by the high school is 
available as a congregating point, but to get to it the students must climb down a stormwater drain.  If the 
students were to leave the dormitories in another direction and use the public road, they would be using the 
access road that fire trucks and volunteers would be using to tend the fire.  The area is not lit and has very rough, 
stony terrain.  It is a ridiculous situation.   

The Catholic Education Office has already helped by providing a transportable building for some students, but it 
is not enough.  The whole set-up at the Albany hostel is a disgrace to our State and our Government.  This 
Government might well declare that it happened during the reign of the previous Government, but that does not 
change the fact that the place should be bulldozed and replaced with a building to which parents would be happy 
to send their children.  People are supporting the government hostel system, as is shown by the 40 new 
applicants, but how long will this continue when private schools have better facilities as well as better sporting 
and academic results?  The Government continually pays lip service to supporting rural communities but does 
not run true when money for basic maintenance is refused for a boarding facility for our country children. 

Very few city parents would tolerate such disgraceful conditions for their children.  Were it not for sound 
management and a dedicated staff, I believe the children would be removed.  I previously stated that this 
Government could blame the previous Government.  Let us not worry about blaming people; let us fix the 
facility for the future.  The minister’s statement was that it is a timeframe subject for the budget process.  The 
hostel is built on very expensive, prime real estate.  The previous Government had planned to build a new 
facility near a different high school at North Albany where the price of land would be considerably lower.  I have 
spoken to the minister.  As a result, I believe that the Government could get around the budget problem in that 
way.   

Support for Australian Service Men and Women  - Adjournment Debate 

HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [5.25 pm]:  There has been a lot of comment of late about the 
situation which currently is developing in the Middle East.  It has attracted a lot of comment in this place, not 
from me, but I wish to make a brief comment.   

The views expressed in this place have in some cases been extremely strident and emotional and have reflected a 
variety of views.  I respect the capacity and the right of various people to hold their respective views and to hold 
them strongly.  Of course, these events are out of our immediate control, but nonetheless it is clearly a matter of 
concern to all of us that such situations exist and that one is developing even as I speak.   

We would be less than human if we were not concerned even though these events are not taking place on our 
doorstep.  They are matters for all of humanity to view with grave concern.  I make that observation simply as a 
human being and not to introduce any bipartisan nature about the particular avenues of foreign policy that are 
being explored by different nations, including our own, at this time.   
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However, I offer this observation: everyone seems to agree that we should support our service men and women 
who have been deployed by the Government to do the tasks that have been allocated to them.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Hear, hear! 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  I thank the Leader of the House for his encouragement.  I think we all share that view.  
However, I want to place on the record that I think there is a need for people to understand what that means.  It is 
a case of not just talking the talk but of walking the walk.  It worries me when I hear people say, “I support our 
service men and women but I totally disagree with their being where they are and I totally disagree with what 
they are seeking to do.”  That sort of qualified support is not support.  I now express support for our service men 
and women without qualification.   

We either support our service men and women or we do not.  If we do, that means sustaining them in their task 
and looking after them to the extent that a nation should look after its returned service personnel or, in the case 
that some do not return, their dependants, in a manner that is in keeping with the great Australian spirit, which is 
one of generosity of spirit and love for our fellow Australians and, in particular, for those who have had 
difficulty or have lost loved ones in difficult circumstances.  I hope that we do not see so-called support - 
qualified support - also being followed up with further protests when it is over.  I do not want to see service men 
and women being the subject of derision when they return to Australia and having things thrown at them and so 
forth while being told, “We support you, but I will throw this egg at you or this tin of red paint because I am 
exercising free speech.”   

There are times when the nation must pull together.  That means supporting the service men and women of our 
country who are acting on their nation’s call to duty.  That means supporting them without regard to other 
considerations or positions which I do not wish to explore here.  It means looking after our service men and 
women both now and in the future.  I hope that people do not get so carried away as to lose track of what all this 
is about, regardless of their point of view; that is, preserving what is decent and valuable in this great nation of 
ours - its people. 

War in Iraq - Adjournment Debate 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.29 pm]:  Hon Simon O’Brien 
mentioned that today is a very significant day - it certainly is for me - because of the events that have occurred in 
Iraq.  A number of us want to place our positions on the record.  I felt incredibly uncomfortable throughout the 
day once I heard that bombs had been dropped on Iraq.  It has really affected me.  I place on the record my 
personal view.  I do not believe that the actions that have been taken today by any of the Governments involved 
in the aggressive activity in Iraq are correct.  I think the United Nations was operating appropriately.  People like 
Hans Blix said that the UN inspectors were making progress and were seeking more time to carry out their 
duties.  While those people were carrying out their duties, there was absolutely no justification for what has 
occurred today.  It is a very sad day for Australia and the world.   

I emphasise that I do not concur with Hon Simon O’Brien.  I do believe that people can oppose Australia’s 
involvement in this war and still stand firmly behind those service men and women who have taken an oath, who 
are doing as they are required to do as service men and women and who have gone to fight in Iraq because that is 
what the Government of Australia has instructed them to do.  They have my absolute support in that.  However, I 
do not think they should have been directed to do so.  That is the position that has been taken on this issue by the 
Australian Labor Party from day one.   

Hon Kim Chance:  And, incidentally, one which is supported by the Prime Minister when he said, “Take up your 
beef with me, not with the soldiers.”  You actually share his view.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Yes, and it is appropriate.  It was very tragic that in the 1960s, people turned on the 
service men and women who returned from the Vietnam War.  I hope that never happens again.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  It is being politicised, as was the Vietnam War.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  As someone who is strongly opposed to this war, I appeal to everybody not to in any 
way take action against the service men and women who are just doing their job and fulfilling the oath they took.  
Our beef is with the Government of Australia, which has made this decision outside of the United Nations 
process.   

Although I enjoyed Hon Giz Watson’s comments earlier, I take umbrage at her comment that the Australian 
Labor Party did too little too late.  We have opposed this war in this manner from day one.  We have never 
supported it.  We called for the troops to be brought home.  It is a great shame that we have political division in 
Australia along party lines over this war.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  It should never be.   
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Hon KEN TRAVERS:  It should never be, but we will always have an argument about whose fault that is.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  It ends up reflecting on the troops.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I am certainly doing my part to ensure that it does not reflect on the troops.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  Because nobody likes war.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Nobody likes war, and that is why it was incumbent on the Prime Minister and others to 
ensure that they carried through on the UN process.  If the United Nations had completed its activities and they 
were still of the view that the UN had not been successful, there may have been a reason for the actions taken 
today.   

I do not like war at all and generally take the pacifist position.  I do not in any way support the regime in Iraq, 
and that would have been the reason the United States received support.  However, I disagree with Hon Giz 
Watson that the Australian Labor Party has done too little too late.  Our constant position on this issue has been 
that action should have been taken with the support of the United Nations, and we belittle the civilisation of our 
society if we do not take such a position.  If people genuinely believed that the United Nations was failing, they 
should have sought to correct its processes.  However, I do not think that can be done by taking the lives of 
innocent people.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  Don’t you find it objectionable that members used language like “faggot” when referring to 
the Leader of the Opposition?   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Faggot?   

Hon Paddy Embry:  Faggot.  Don’t you find that term objectionable?   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Who used that word?   

Hon Paddy Embry:  It came from that side of the Chamber.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I heard people refer to him as a fascist.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  I heard the word “faggot”.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Other members are accountable for the words they use.  To the best of my knowledge, I 
have never referred to the Leader of the Opposition by that term.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  However, you are supporting them, so indirectly you are supporting their language.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  One of the reasons that I am not a member of the Greens (WA) is that I do not agree with 
everything they say and do.  However, there are a lot of things with which I agree.  I just had a conversation with 
Hon Paddy Embry about the Amity hostel and he explained to me the issues and showed me some pictures.  I 
think we agreed that obviously something needs to be done.  However, there may be a difference of opinion 
about how we would go about doing that.  I will never be a member of One Nation.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  We are not asking you to be.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I should hope not, because I would be worried if he were.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  You continually interjected in support of the Greens when they used terms such as “faggot” 
when referring to the Leader of the Opposition.  I think that is very unfortunate support.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The point is that one needs to be very clear on this issue.  Even though others may take 
different actions, it does not necessarily mean that we may not have the same view that the war that was started 
today by the United States, with the concurrence of the Australian Government, is an unjust war.  It makes me 
feel very sad to be a part of the society that is involved in these events.  That does not mean that I support 
everything that the Greens members do.  For that matter, I do not know that I always agree with everything my 
Labor colleagues do.  I always think we get it right when we vote as a collective.  However, I do not seek to be 
accountable for the Greens in that regard, nor do I think they want me to be.   

This afternoon’s debate made me feel quite emotional.  I feel very passionate about this issue.  It is a huge shame 
on Australia, unfortunately.  I hope that the war is resolved quickly and that the Australian service men and 
women are brought back to our shores.  I certainly feel no ill will towards them.  We need to continue to support 
them.  However, I believe that the actions that were taken today without the support of the United Nations were 
absolutely wrong and abhorrent, and we will all live to regret them.   

HON CHRISTINE SHARP (South West) [5.37 pm]:  On this sad day for Australia, I put on the record of this 
House the recent words of the Dalai Lama.  According to a web site report of his statement, he said -  
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. . . differences in opinion must be resolved through dialogue and discussion rather than settling them by 
waging wars . . . wars produce temporary victors and temporary losers and that the result of this kind of 
victory or defeat will not endure.   

The Dalai Lama was speaking at a special prayer session held in view of the threat of imminent war in Iraq.  He 
continued -  

. . . “The Iraq issue is becoming very critical . . . Now think of this.  If there is any bloodshed, people in 
positions of power, those who are responsible, will find safe places and escape the consequent hardship.  
They will find safety for themselves, one way or the other.  But what about the poor people, the 
defenceless, the children, the old and infirm?  They are the ones who will have to bear the brunt of 
devastation.”   

He finished by saying -  

. . . the concept and the practice of war has become an anachronism and must be consigned to the 
dustbin of history.   

Question put and passed  

House adjourned at 5.38 pm 

__________ 
 


