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FEDERAL GOVERNMENT’S RE-ELECTION 
Urgency Motion 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon J.A. Cowdell):  I received the following letter this morning - 

Dear Mr President, 

It is my intention to move at this day’s sitting that, pursuant to Standing Order 72, that the House at its 
rising adjourn until 9.00 am on 25th December 2001, for the purpose of congratulating John Howard’s 
government on its re-election last Saturday. 

Yours sincerely, 

Hon Peter Foss 

Member for East Metropolitan Region 

Before I ask members to stand in their places if they wish to discuss this matter, I will comment on Standing 
Order No 72.  Members will be aware that Standing Order No 72 states - 

A motion without notice, that the Council at its rising adjourn to any day or hour other than that fixed 
for the next ordinary meeting of the Council for the purpose of debating some matter of urgency, may 
only be made after those items referred to in SO. 125 -  

That standing order refers to debating a matter of urgency.  It appears that this motion is not within a literal 
interpretation, or any interpretation, of Standing Order No 72.  Be that as it may, it does appear that the custom 
and practice of the House has been to allow any motion to be debated under Standing Order No 72, without 
meeting any particular criteria of urgency.  On that basis, I will ask the House to indicate if it wants to proceed 
with the discussion of this motion.  Before I do that, I indicate that I propose to refer the matter to the Procedure 
and Privileges Committee with a request that it consider a proposal to remove the term “urgency” or to define it 
with a view to enforcing some definition for certain classes of motion. 

Having said that, the member will require the support of four members in order to move the motion. 

[At least four members rose in their places.] 

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan) [3.56 pm]:  I move - 

That the House at its rising adjourn until 9.00 am on 25 December. 

Mr President, I note with some regret that 33 members did not rise in their places to support this congratulation.  
The reason it is important that we deal with this motion today is that any form of congratulation is to a large 
extent commensurate with the politeness and speed with which it is conveyed.  Rather than deal with that point, I 
will deal with the motion in hand. 

I am sure I share with every member of this House the feeling of humility when they are elected, by the votes of 
their fellow citizens, to be members of the Parliament.  On the first occasion that members walk into this 
Chamber and realise the enormous responsibility that has been given to them, it is an extremely humbling 
experience and a great privilege. I am convinced that people seriously consider how they will vote, and they 
place their faith and hope in their members of Parliament, by asking them to be responsible for legislation and, in 
some cases, to be responsible for government. 

Hon Kim Chance:  On the first day and every day thereafter. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  It is.  As the Leader of the House has said, it is a humbling experience, not only on that first 
occasion but on every day thereafter.  It is a very important responsibility and one that we should be very 
conscientious in carrying out. 

We can only guess how even more humbling it must be for John Howard to be re-elected as Prime Minister of 
this country for a third occasion, and in circumstances in which it is quite clear that the vote of the Australian 
people is a ringing endorsement of his leadership as Prime Minister of this country in past years.  Although some 
of us may regret the presidential style that has come about in Australian politics, there is no doubt that at times 
such as this - and I think for quite some time - Australian people have been looking for a leader whom they feel 
they can trust and who they know will show them exactly where they are going and what he is proposing for 
them. 

The important thing about John Howard is that he has actually spoken out for the majority of the Australian 
people.  Many of the complaints in our society now are that Governments and Parliaments pay far too much 
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attention to minority groups who speak loudly.  We often hear of the silent majority - and it is a trite term - but 
the reality is that although people may criticise John Howard for what they see as his solid, straightforward way 
of dealing with things, that is exactly what the majority of people want from us.  They are tired of Governments 
spending their whole time chasing after minor issues, doing things for pure publicity, and doing things that are 
seen as merely chasing the minority vote.  They want a Government that governs for the whole of Australia and 
that pays attention to the needs of the Australian people as a whole.  John Howard has managed to deliver in his 
previous two terms as Prime Minister, as I hope he will in his third term.  I am sure everybody believes he will 
form for the people of Australia as a whole an honest and clear Government, and a Government that people feel 
they can trust. 

We had some criticism of the goods and services tax.  There was some supposition that John Howard could not 
really say he had a mandate for the GST.  I think now we can say he definitely does have a mandate for the GST.  
There are not too many times when the Labor Party can be given its worst defeat in 60 years and its vote can be 
reduced to its smallest level in 60 years, despite the fact that the last time John Howard was elected it was on the 
basis that he said he would introduce that tax.  He has now been re-elected on the basis that he will stick by that 
tax.  Why do people vote for a Government and a man like that?  They do so because they know exactly what 
they are getting; they know that the person they are dealing with is a person with skill and with long-term, 
statesmanlike qualities that they feel they can trust.   

I have heard some demeaning things said by people, such as, “He was very lucky with the Tampa.”  That is not 
luck.  He has been successful because there are people out there who know the principles that he abides by; they 
know what he believes in.  They know that when things occur he does not flip-flop and change his mind.  They 
know what his views are.  They know that he has guiding principles to go by, and a strategic view.  It may seem 
a small example, but I can remember when I was at university.  People there thought it amazing that some people 
were lucky at billiards and other people were not.  The people who were skilful at billiards were always called 
lucky.  We cannot be lucky unless we have the skills, the ability and a long-term view.  We must make our luck.  
The people of Australia voted for John Howard because they knew that whatever the situation, he had a clear 
base of principle and knowledge and would follow a clear course of action.  

The Tampa situation was not a lucky event for him.  It was always going to occur and he was ready for it.  The 
way he handled the situation appealed to the people of Australia.  They do not necessarily want to have his 
vision.  However, they need a leader in whom they have confidence, who can see into the distance and decide 
what must be done.  People may not always like what he decides to do.  It is clear that the goods and services tax 
has been unpopular.  Nobody has ever denied that.  The Liberal Party has not tried to say that the GST is the 
most popular tax ever introduced.  However, we have said that we believe it is right for this country and for the 
economy of this country.  John Howard has been able to successfully get that message across to the people of 
Australia.  From our knowledge of John Howard over the years that he has been in politics and in Parliament and 
has been our Prime Minister, we can say that he knows what he believes in, that he firmly believes in his values 
and that he is able to apply those values to the people of Australia.  

People have compared John Howard with Sir Robert Menzies.  There are many ways in which the two can be 
distinguished.  Obviously Sir Robert Menzies was much more of a flamboyant orator and larger than life 
character than John Howard.  John Howard has, as did Sir Robert Menzies, the capacity to put to the people of 
Australia his beliefs and principles and to convince them that he will continue to govern accordingly.  In the 
troubled times in which we live nowadays people want leadership from somebody of that nature. 

Hon Barry House:  Everyone in here is very quiet. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I do not think people disagree with my comments.  It is unfortunate that we have developed 
a society that demeans the very values that John Howard stands for.  He is seen in some ways as a figure to be 
laughed at because he and his wife value their family life.  Family life is not seen as something that is exciting.  
However, for the people of Australia, their family life is a vitally important part of being an Australian.  If people 
do not have a good family life, they at least wish they did.  Far too many things that people have done have 
attacked that basic fibre of family and the values that we wish to sustain our society.  People may not be able to 
know all the things the Government will do; however, they know that if they elect a person such as John 
Howard, the underlying values will carry through.  We can predict his behaviour; and he may have been 
criticised for being predictable, but that is often what people want.  If we entrust somebody with government and 
we do not know everything that will happen, we at least want to know the direction the leader will take.  People 
may criticise John Howard for being predictable, but that predictability is often what the people of Australia 
want.  They do not want a person who behaves like a film star gliding from one place to another, not indicating 
what he will do next.  We want somebody who stands for the values with which we can sympathise and who will 
show leadership and foresight and develop strategies.  John Howard has been able to do that.  



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 13 November 2001] 

 p5345c-5353a 
President; Hon Peter Foss; Hon Kim Chance; Hon Frank Hough; Hon Bruce Donaldson; Hon Murray Criddle; 

Hon Jim Scott; Hon Barbara Scott 

 [3] 

No team can win without all the players participating.  I would like to congratulate every one of John Howard’s 
team.  Although I believe that he could have done it with another team, I am not sure that another team could 
have done it without John Howard.  He has established himself as a leader who I believe will be remembered for 
many decades to come as someone who is in touch with the psyche of Australian people and who has shown 
himself as a very skilled politician and statesman.   

He has been criticised and told that he has got it wrong.  I can remember two past elections when everybody said 
he would be gone for all time because the polls were totally against him.  In the 1998 election everybody said 
nobody would vote for him but he campaigned on tax reform.  Who would have suggested that a total rewrite of 
our taxation system would restore someone’s position in the view of the Australian people, especially in the light 
of what happened to John Hewson, who managed to lose an unlosable election?  Why on that occasion did that 
change make the difference? In terms that the people of Australia understood, John Howard was able to convince 
them that things were not right, that they needed a change and that he was the person to do it.  Leading up to this 
election people said that he was gone for all time.  I said, “I bet something will happen that will change that.”  
John Howard has a long-term view.  He sticks to his point and one way or another things turn around.  John 
Howard has an amazing ability to stick to what he knows to be the right principles and to do what is necessary.  
It is amazing how everything falls into place at the right time and everyone realises the path he is taking, which 
seems to fit in very nicely with what the people of Australia want.  His win at the polls is a vindication of his 
policies.   

I offer my commiserations to the Labor Party.  It must be very disappointing not only to lose an election such as 
this but also to have received the low number of primary votes it received.  I urge Labor Party members not to 
indulge in the type of justification I have heard so often from them.  I can remember when Richard Court won 
the 1996 state election.  The Labor Party said that Geoff Gallop did a great job because he did not lose by an 
enormous number of votes.  However, that was one of the worst defeats Labor has ever suffered.  Labor 
members must ask themselves what went so badly wrong this time or what went so well for John Howard.  

It is time that Australian politics gave away trying to cater for small interest groups.  By all means the interests 
of small interest groups must be taken into account, but they must not dominate our society.  We must look to 
see what the majority of the people of Australia and of Western Australia want and try to deliver in as open and 
forthright a manner as possible the good government I believe John Howard has been able to give to this nation 
in the past six years and which I hope he will continue to give for the full amount of his term.  Although people 
are spreading the rumour that he is getting ready to retire and will hand over his leadership, I would not put it 
past him to continue for another term.  John Howard has a tremendous amount of good work left in him.  I 
believe he has the capacity to be recorded in the annals of Australian history as not only a good and honest Prime 
Minister but also one who managed to win government four terms in a row.  I wish him luck and offer him my 
congratulations.   

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [4.09 pm]:  On behalf of the Western Australian 
Government, I join with the Opposition in congratulating John Howard on his election victory.  John Howard has 
won more than a third election.  In winning his third term, he has won real credibility as a leader.  In the words 
of Kim Beazley just prior to the election, on the last day of sitting of the House of Representatives, John Howard 
is certainly one of the most substantial conservative leaders of his time.  There is no doubt that John Howard’s 
critics will speak hollow words in the future, because he has justified himself and his approach; and I support 
many of the things that Hon Peter Foss said.   

On the question of John Howard and his appeal as an ordinary bloke and a committed family man, I also support 
what Hon Peter Foss said.  However, I caution people to analyse the difference between support for the 
traditional, core family values, as we call them, which are desirable values that we would all support, and 
bigotry.  There is a fine line between support for the traditional nuclear family and bigotry.  Indeed, we must be 
extremely careful that we do not assume that if the traditional nuclear family is a highly desirable thing, which of 
course it is, that anybody living outside the traditional nuclear family structure is in any sense a lesser person.  It 
is a fine line to draw, and one about which we need to be extremely careful. 

Hon Peter Foss also spoke of the humility that members feel on our first day in Parliament, and I interjected in 
an unruly manner to suggest that it is not only on the first day that one should feel that humility; we should also 
feel it on every day thereafter.  The Prime Minister has been entrusted with an awesome responsibility - we all 
are.  I have been in this place for almost 10 years now.  That means that I have fronted up to this Chamber 
roughly 600 times, listened to the same prayers, and sat and looked around at the same scene, which is what I do 
when the prayers are being said.  I hope that is not deemed to be irreligious.  However, I have a reverence for 
this place.  I cannot quote Gough Whitlam’s exact words, but he spoke about his awe and reverence for the 
institution of the Parliament.  That always guided his life and his actions.  That is an example to all of us.  The 
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trust that is put in us, as members of Parliament, and the importance of a House of Parliament are overwhelming 
to me.  Even after 10 years, I still feel humbled by the environment. 

The Labor Party will not approach this election loss with a sense of bitterness, and I find no indication that that 
might be the case.  Certainly, on both sides, there have been occasions when, having lost an election, one tends 
to lash out and act out of a sense of bitterness.  Indeed, some unfortunate things have happened when that has 
been the case.  However, I feel a sense of profound regret, not simply for losing the election, but at a personal 
level, because Kim Beazley will never be the Prime Minister of Australia.  That is an immense loss.  Few people 
in the Australian political scene have anywhere near the stature and ability of Kim Beazley.  It is a great loss.  
Perhaps it says something about the way Australians see Western Australians that Kim Beazley will never now 
have the opportunity to take his place on the major Australian stage.  That is a matter for profound regret, but not 
bitterness.  A Commonwealth Government is, after all, a creature that lasts, on average, 28 months.  Indeed, we 
will be back at the polls again in a commonwealth election before this State goes back to the polls, which is a 
pretty horrible thought.  However, that will happen.  Even if this Government goes full term, we will be back at 
the polls for a commonwealth election before we are back for our own election. 
Hon Simon O’Brien:  There is no chance of you blokes going early, is there? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  No, I would not worry too much about that.  However, even if that were the case, it would 
not take effect in this House until after the next federal election.  Therefore, a Commonwealth Government is a 
fairly transient thing.   
John Howard’s achievement is worth saluting, and we should all salute it.  He has been a successful Prime 
Minister.  Certainly, we on this side have not agreed with much of what he or his Government has done.  
However, he has had a significant victory, and we should recognise that.  We look forward to working with his 
new Government.  We are not sure when he will name the Cabinet, but we imagine that perhaps some time early 
next week we will have an idea of the shape of the new Government, and we look forward to working with the 
new ministers and with the Prime Minister. 
From Western Australia’s point of view, we are disappointed that the benefits that would have flowed from a 
new federal Labor Government will no longer be available to us - or at least not for another 28 months or so.  
However, we will work with and actively lobby John Howard’s Government to ensure that his new ministry 
seriously reconsiders some of his policies, particularly those in the critical areas of education and health.  Having 
congratulated Mr Howard, I must note that we have major concerns, which we hope he will be able to address in 
the current term of government.  We are concerned about the failure of his Government to recognise the 
problems that so clearly exist in our health system.  We hope that the new health minister will move quickly to 
meet his state counterparts and address the acute funding shortfalls that occur in our hospital system.  We also 
have grave concerns about the crisis that exists in the provision of aged care services.  We urge the Prime 
Minister that a good starting point in addressing this crisis would be the replacement of the current minister, 
Bronwyn Bishop, with somebody who has a greater empathy in this area. 
Hon Barry House:  At least you won’t have to deal with Cheryl Kernot.   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  I did not say a thing.  As a regional minister, I hope that more money will be made 
available for Western Australia’s natural resource management, and that increased funding will flow into the 
critical areas of salinity and coastal and rangelands management.  Additionally, on another critical environmental 
issue, we call upon the Prime Minister to become a signatory to the Kyoto Protocol on greenhouse issues at the 
World Summit on Sustainable Development in 2002.  One of the major issues facing the State is the cloud that 
hangs over the future provision of air services in regional Western Australia.  We hope that Mr Howard’s new 
Government will move quickly to address this issue, in cooperation with the State of Western Australia.  We also 
hope that our road funding will not be neglected.  I urge Mr Howard to review the current funding arrangements, 
which appear -  

Hon M.J. Criddle:  I hope the State keeps that in mind. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes, I certainly do too.  Those funding arrangements appear to favour the development of 
quality road systems in the eastern States, at the expense of the Western Australian road system. 

In education, I hope that the Prime Minister will urge his minister to rethink the current imbalance in funding 
arrangements, under which many of our public schools are starved for funds.  I hope that there will be increased 
funding for our universities, and that greater emphasis is placed on research to benefit regional areas of 
Australia.  I add - this is, in a sense, criticism of federal Governments of both colours, I guess - that outside the 
agricultural area, where our research and development performance is roughly world standard, one of the great 
disincentives to advancement in this country has been the failure of Governments and industry together to 
commit sufficiently to research and development.   
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HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural Region) [4.19 pm]:  I agree in principle with a lot of what Hon Peter Foss 
and the Leader of the House said about John Howard’s win.  However, when people go into battle for any team 
in an election, they always go in hating the enemy.  There was no question that John Howard and Kim Beazley 
were our enemies.  I congratulate John Howard on the humility he showed in his speech after he won the 
election.  I felt for Kim, who also gave his speech with great humility after losing the election.  It is just one of 
those things; there has to be a winner and a loser.   

One of our major concerns was the Kyoto Protocol.  I am pleased that the Liberal Party won the election, 
because it would have been disastrous for this country had it been acknowledged.  

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  If Labor had won? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Yes, if Labor had won; I thank the member.  Hon Peter Foss said that when a 
professional billiards player wins, it is always a matter of luck.  I played billiards against the national champion 
at the Queens Park hotel in 1985, and I beat him.  It was not bad luck that he lost; I played a good game.  It was 
just one of those things.  We must remember that we could come up with many varied synopses.  Hon Peter Foss 
said that one of the reasons for John Howard’s strength was his predictability.  The member must have forgotten 
1998 when Howard said that Asian immigration must be controlled.  Pauline Hanson said a similar thing in 1996 
and John Howard called her a racist.  In 2001, John Howard used Pauline Hanson’s policy to get over the line; it 
was one of the main factors in getting over the line.  On the Today show the day after the election, one of the 
commentators said that that is one of One Nation’s policies.  It took quite a bit of badgering for the Prime 
Minister to say that One Nation had mooted that earlier.  Predictability is not his greatest point.   

The Liberal Party now feels that it has a mandate for the goods and services tax and for selling Telstra.  I have a 
couple of concerns.  Hon Peter Foss said that members of the public voted for the GST.  I do not believe they 
did.  Kim Beazley is a Western Australian.  I would love to see a Western Australian as Prime Minister, but not 
particularly Kim Beazley.  It would be a great feather in our cap.  Hon Peter Foss said that the country was 
acknowledging the GST. 

Hon J.A. Scott interjected. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Perhaps.  However, the people had to choose between either the GST or Kim saying, “I 
want the job; ho, ho, ho.”  It was a bit frightening.  That was one of the areas in which he let us down.  Although 
the Labor Party was beaten and One Nation took a helluva pounding in the last election, we can reflect on that 
and say that at least One Nation’s policies assisted tremendously in the swing to the Government.  However, we 
take heart.  It was only a skirmish.  That is not the end of the war; the war will continue.  We will regroup and 
come back.  No doubt John Howard will probably do a couple of years of his term and then retire, and we will be 
left with Bud Abbott or Lou Costello.  We will end up with one of them.   

Hon B.M. Scott interjected. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I would not call it plenty.  We have quantity, but not quality.  John Howard could have 
been aggressive or whatever he liked, but his presentation showed the character of a true statesman and a leader.  
Kim Beazley took a trip back with great humility.  The events at Little Bighorn, when General Custer’s cavalry 
was wiped out, show that everyone comes back; it is just a matter of how strongly.   

The Labor Party will probably come to One Nation for policies for the next federal election.  We must be very 
selective now about whom we talk to in the Liberal Party if it is to go through our policy book.  To maintain 
power and government, it will need more policies.  Hon John Fischer, Hon Paddy Embry and I are not prepared 
to keep writing those policies at night for the Liberal Party.  However, our policy writing division is available. 

Hon Kim Chance:  If you did not write it for them, they would not have any.  

Hon Barry House:  What does that say for you, because you copied it? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Members can say what they like, but we say with great humility that the Liberal Party 
used our policies diligently and correctly and its scripts were done properly.  However, at the end of the day we 
were speared with our own sword, so we will be more selective in how we release our policies next time.  
Finally, I extend my congratulations to the Liberal Party and commiserations to the Labor Party.  

HON B.K. DONALDSON (Agricultural) [4.27 pm]:  I also endorse the remarks of Hon Peter Foss.  I was 
pleased that he raised this issue.  Although it may not be urgent in the true sense, it is urgent because, as he 
rightly pointed out, congratulating somebody on an outstanding achievement needs to be done as close to the 
time as possible, not two or three weeks later.  Parliament will not sit next week, so we would have had a bit of a 
problem.   
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It has been a remarkable achievement by John Howard when one thinks of the turbulent years he went through 
within his own party structure.  Many people who had been knocked down as many times as he has would have 
been finished as far as their political careers were concerned.  Interestingly, he did not become bitter.  That 
shows the character of the man and his values.  

Hon Kim Chance:  I reckon he will pay out on Wilson Tuckey this time though. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  I do not know.  I think he could see Wilson as the Minister for Primary Industry.  He 
is already the Minister for Forestry and Conservation, so we should not be surprised if he becomes the Minister 
for Primary Industry or maybe the Minister for Health.  

Hon Kim Chance:  The stuff of nightmares! 
Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  I have a lot of time for Wilson.  He blotted his copybook at a conference in Hobart 
once. 
Hon Kim Chance:  And in Fremantle. 
Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  Yes.   

Winning the Aston by-election was the turning point within the Liberal structure.  John Howard was correct; it 
was a by-election that the Government was not expected to win.  It had lost Ryan.  That was a signal that things 
had started to move forward.  I will set aside the leadership side of it, because although people rarely admit it, 
they look for leadership, not management.  Most people manage their own lives and families.  They look for 
leadership from politicians and Governments.  They want them to create justice for all, if at all possible.   

People are experiencing the lowest interest rates for many years.  The first home owners assistance package has 
had a very big effect.  That has manifested itself throughout the community.  It has given people a mindset.  A 
problem with the goods and services tax was that it jacked up prices.  As a result, the building market was in 
recession.  The introduction of the home owners assistance package lifted the economy in the building industry.  
It was important for people in the mortgage belt.  The reduced interest rates gave people more disposable 
income.  The amount might not always have been perfect, but there was also relief through tax cuts.  Some 
people have conveniently forgotten about the tax cuts.   
One of the great achievements of the federal Government was its retirement of debt during its previous period in 
office.  Government debt had blown out to something in the vicinity of $90 billion, but it is now reduced to about 
$46 billion.  The Government sold assets, but it was not using the resultant money to fund a lot of new beaut 
ideas, which would have been tempting for any Government.  The reduction of the debt meant that banks had to 
look elsewhere to lend money.  Lending money to a Government is a very attractive proposition for banks, but it 
does not provide a lot of competition in the banking sector.  Banks had to look carefully at alternatives for 
making money.  When the Government is a major borrower, irrespective of what the Reserve Bank does, banks 
will maintain their margins to the disadvantage of the average borrower, unless the federal Government puts 
pressure on them.  People do not realise that at times.   
At times people accused the Howard Government of doing backflips, but a good Government can make changes.  
The business activity statement was a prime example.  There is still work to be done in that area and in the area 
of superannuation.  It would not matter which Government was in power federally, it would be faced with a huge 
challenge and difficult times during the next three years.  One hopes that the leadership that John Howard has 
shown until now will continue.  Some of our largest trading partners are going into recession.  What happened on 
11 September has had a great effect on the world’s economy, apart from the horrific effect it has had on many 
people’s lives.  One of the Canadian airlines fell over the other day.  The effect of the 11 September disaster on 
airlines is snowballing; one example of that is Swissair.  Any federal Government would be faced with severe 
problems over the next three years.   
When John Howard accepted victory he was very humble.  That is a very good characteristic in a man.  He 
recognised the outstanding contribution that Kim Beazley has made to not only the Labor Party, but also politics 
in Australia.  John Howard was very generous when expressing his appreciation of that when Parliament was 
winding up.  He has also been generous in the comments he has made since.  The election campaign involved a 
tough fight, but John Howard stood by his guns. 

The debate over the gun laws hurt a lot of people.  We lost a lot of good members as a result.  However, John 
Howard called it pretty right.  Many people today support what he did to the gun laws.  As farmers, we have 
been used to guns all our lives.  The interpretation of the laws by some was not the best.  I have criticised some 
police superintendents in some of the regions who interpreted the legislation quite differently from the intent of 
the Parliament.  I disagreed with the gun laws, but I think he called it right.  The overwhelming majority of 
Australians supported them.   
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He showed his leadership quality when he visited the drought areas in Western Australia.  He showed 
compassion, which might not be unusual in a Prime Minister, and he understood the hurt people were going 
through. 

Hon John Fischer:  Is that when he went to the Margaret River chocolate factory? 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  The member was not there.  John Howard was at Kondinin.  He showed compassion 
when he put his arm around an upset guy and sympathised with a woman who had broken down and had a child 
with her.  I spoke to some people I know, who are not Liberal supporters.  They gave him great credit for the fact 
that he visited, listened to and fulfilled many of the promises he made to people at the drought coordination 
meeting.  I support Hon Peter Foss’s motion. 

HON M.J. CRIDDLE (Agricultural) [4.38 pm]:  I also congratulate the Howard Government.  It is interesting 
to note that the Howard-Anderson Government will continue.  It is absolutely necessary that the National Party 
be there to keep the Government in place.  I think about three seats are required over and above those of Liberal 
members.   

The Howard Government has been successful over the past six years.  It has done a very competent job.  John 
Howard accepted his victory with dignity.  I thought some years ago that he was finished, but he has come 
through and proved himself to be a substantial Liberal leader.  John Anderson has found the coalition difficult 
from time to time.  He is still a young man.  During the early period of the coalition Government, he joined what 
was known as the razor gang; it was not to his benefit, but he has come through and replaced Hon Tim Fischer.  
Tim Fischer is known throughout rural and regional Australia, and is close to many people.  I spoke to him 
recently when the train he was travelling on stopped at Northam.  He said he was looking forward to going back 
to his family and enjoying himself.  I am sure that he will not stay with his family all the time, but will continue 
to travel and to serve regional Australia in a very appropriate manner.  He gave his all for rural and regional 
Australia, and I congratulate him for that. 

Politicians do not often get any credit for the service they give to their country or State.  Three other ministers 
saw fit to resign at the election.  They are Hon Peter Reith, Hon Michael Wooldridge and Hon John Fahey.  They 
served their country well.  From time to time we need to give credit to such people.  I do give them credit, along 
with Mr Beazley.  He has been in politics for a long time.  Travelling continually back and forth across Australia 
would be enough to cripple anybody.  He is regarded as a reasonable sort of guy, and he has done the Labor 
Party proud.  As the Leader of the House mentioned, he will leave politics without having been a leader of the 
nation; and he would have had that opportunity had the Labor Party been elected, but things did not fall that way 
for him.  Although I will never be a supporter of the Labor Party, Kim Beazley displayed his talents on election 
night when he congratulated the Prime Minister on his victory and made his decision to retire.   
Hon Hendy Cowan saw fit in this election to offer himself as a candidate for the Senate.  Hendy Cowan served in 
the Parliament of Western Australia for 27 years, for eight of those years as Deputy Premier.  He did an 
enormous and, from time to time, very difficult job.  However, in my view he did that in a very appropriate 
manner.  He served rural and regional Western Australia with great credit, and he has left politics as a fellow 
who has given his all for Western Australia in the Legislative Assembly. 
From time to time, we do not recognise the work that is done by those in politics.  People who never aspire to 
hold a position or never have the opportunity to be a minister or a leader, and who never need to make a 
decision, find it easy to criticise.  However, when one gets to be a minister or the leader of a State or the nation, 
the need to make decisions is the cutting edge and what separates the men from the boys, so to speak; and when 
we get to that stage we realise the enormity of the task and of the responsibility and privilege that we have been 
given.  From that point of view, those people who retire from politics deserve recognition.  Mr Howard and 
Mr Anderson deserve credit for winning this election, and I hope they will continue to serve the nation as they 
have in the past.   
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.41 pm]:  I would have liked to congratulate the federal Liberal Party 
on its re-election; and I am quite capable of doing so under normal circumstances.  However, I do not like the 
way in which this election was won and lost, and I am concerned about the future of this country.  I believe that 
under this Government, we can look forward to the further sale of assets, including Telstra; the Americanisation 
of our health system, under which people will be queuing up even more than they are now; a further dumbing-
down and anti-intellectualism of our society, under which people who speak out will be branded as not being 
worthy, because they are intellectuals; a loss of credibility in Asia as a result of our actions, which will result in a 
loss of markets at a bad time because it appears that the world is heading into a recession; a loss of rights under 
the Multilateral Agreement on Investment, which countries are signing at this very moment; a continuing lack of 
action on salinity; a continuation of land clearing; an increase in greenhouse gas levels, with no plan to tackle 
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that serious problem; a divided community as a result of the politics of division; a loss of self-respect and the 
respect of others; and a loss of the compassionate society in which I believe we used to live.   

Although it has been claimed today that the main reason the election was won and lost was other policies, what I 
read in the newspapers and saw on television constantly in the last days of that election campaign was the 
Government, which previously espoused a warm and comfortable society, raising fear and hatred of people who 
are trying to find safety in our country.  I see a future in which our culture will be about competition and greed, 
and a fear of difference.  I suspect that a lot more union bashing will occur in the near future.  We can probably 
say goodbye to a republic for quite a while, because we will be clinging to the good old monarchy into another 
century.  Far from having leaders whom we can trust, I was disgusted by the actions of senior members of the 
federal Government, including the Prime Minister, with the photographs, videos and statements about the MV 
Tampa.  That was a low in the political life of this country that will be hard to match in the future.  I cannot trust 
anyone who would play dirty tricks such as that.   

Hon Bruce Donaldson said that we had forgotten about the tax cuts.  I suggest that we had better forget about 
them.  I dare say we will probably be given a photograph of them, so that we can say, “Look!  Tax cut!  We have 
definitely got a tax cut!”  I am very concerned about the future of this country.  I would like to have a society in 
which we can move forward.  We are in a new millennium, not just a new century.  Normally at this time, 
societies become more progressive and look for ways in which to bring the community together and help those 
people who cannot meet the challenges of the day.  However, what I see in the future is the reverse, and I am 
very concerned about that.  I do not believe, as was said to me by some Liberal Party members at the polling 
booth on election day, that everything will calm down after the election, and that a lot of people in the Liberal 
Party are very uncomfortable about what happened with the MV Tampa and there will be a move back to 
normality after the election.  I believe the dogs have been let loose in our society, and it will be very hard to put a 
leash on them.  For that reason, most of all, I am very concerned for our future. 
I remind every member of this House that we do not live next door to the United States of America.  We live 
next door to Indonesia and Malaysia.  We live in the south Pacific, not the northern hemisphere.  We will need to 
do a lot of work to regain any credibility anywhere.  In saying that, I point out that not only are we being 
criticised in Asia for our meanness and trickery, but also we are being held to ridicule in very influential papers 
in the United States.  We have lost a great deal.  I look forward to the end of the next three years, when we can 
have a debate about a future in which we can share the great luck and resources that we have in Australia and try 
to create a society in which everyone is to some extent treated as equal.  However, that is not what I see in my 
vision of the future.  Therefore, I am sorry that I cannot join the congratulatory mood today.  I am, quite frankly, 
disgusted at the conduct of the election.  
HON B.M. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.50 pm]:  I join with my colleagues in paying tribute to the John 
Howard-led federal coalition Government, which has just won a third term.  The election result is indicative of 
what Australians want in the leadership of this nation.  The challenges facing this nation are an uncertain security 
scenario and a predicted global economic downturn.  They are basic issues to all Australians.  The analysis of the 
women’s vote since the election is interesting.  As the only woman with the opportunity to speak in this debate 
today, it is important that I acknowledge the leadership provided by John Howard and the Leader of the National 
Party, John Anderson.  That leadership reached the hearts and minds of people in their homes.  It has also 
focused on real issues; that is, our families, our children and their future and our national and individual security.  
I remind members opposite - particularly Hon Jim Scott - of the Leader of the House’s comment about the 
conservative interpretation of the definition of family.  That view is not shared by many Australians.  I thought 
we had cleared the deck in 1996, when we had the United Nations International Year of the Family.  We 
acknowledged that we have many different types of family and that no longer is the nuclear family representative 
of what family means to many Australians.  I reiterate that most people’s security is in their family, regardless of 
its makeup.   
The federal coalition Government’s achievements go to the heart of those issues of concern to ordinary 
Australians.  When the Howard Government came to office, interest rates were in the vicinity of 15 per cent.  
Families can now take out a home loan with an interest rate of five per cent, and first home buyer assistance for 
young people has been tremendous.  This federal Government has spent more on health and education than any 
other Government in the history of this country.  I was dismayed during the election when I attended education 
forums to find that the Labor Party was being driven by a State School Teachers Union campaign touting the 
message “hands up for public education”.  The Labor Party and minor parties raised the question of cutting 
funding to non-government schools if they were successful at the election.  By fostering a system of government 
and non-government education, the federal coalition Government has been able to provide a larger proportion of 
funding to government schools.  I point out that 31 per cent of students in Australia attend non-government 
schools and 69 per cent attend government schools, and 22 per cent of commonwealth funding goes to non-
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government schools and 78 per cent goes to government schools.  People know that schools are very important 
for our future and they are concerned that Governments protect the ability of parents to choose which school 
their children attend. 
Hon J.A. Scott interjected. 
Hon B.M. SCOTT:  The member should not believe that drivel.  I do not know where the member gets it and I 
cannot understand why he believes it.  
When the coalition came to office, only 52 per cent of Australian babies and children were fully and 
appropriately immunised.  We have now achieved 95 per cent of children being age-appropriately immunised 
across the zero to 18-month age range.  It is important to parents that their children are appropriately immunised.  
That is one great achievement among many.   

I pay tribute to Kim Beazley and John Howard.   

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


