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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [4.53 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Quality of Answers Provided in Question Time - Adjournment Debate 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [4.53 pm]:  I will spend some time 
referring to the quality of the answers that have been given in question time this week.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Thank you very much.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I will not be waxing lyrical about them.   

Yesterday I asked a question of the Minister for Government Enterprises, who was good enough to reassess and 
reconsider an answer he had given me because of its inadequacy.  Today I received two answers to a question 
addressed to the Leader of the House representing the Premier.  I will refer to the inadequacy of those two 
answers.  I have spent a lot of time during my life looking at parliamentary questions and answers.  Generally 
when a minister gives an answer and he does not want to tell the questioner something, he at least couches it in 
terms that give the vaguest impression he is trying to answer the question.  Ministers try desperately to avoid the 
situation; they do not answer questions at all.  No attempt was made to answer a couple of questions I asked 
today.  The Premier is now handling the Mauds Landing development on behalf of the Government.  I asked 
whether he had received advice from Dr Barry Wilson.  I also asked - 

(2) If so, is this advice supportive of or opposed to the development? 

(3) Will the Premier table the advice; and, if not, why not? 

(4) Does the Government consider Dr Wilson’s advice to be impartial and credible; and, if so, 
why? 

The answer was, “I refer the member to Legislative Council question without notice 368.”  I asked that question 
way back in November 2002.  The only information that question without notice 368 provided was that the 
Government had received advice from Dr Barry Wilson.  The first part of my question today is covered in the 
response to question without notice 368.  I also asked today -  

(2) If so, is this advice supportive of or opposed to the development? 

That aspect was not mentioned in the answer to the question from last year.  I want to know whether Dr Wilson 
supports or opposes the development.  I then asked whether the Premier would table the advice’; and, if not, why 
not.  No reference was made to the tabling of the advice.  The question further read - 

(4) Does the Government consider Dr Wilson’s advice to be impartial and credible; and, if so, 
why? 

That matter is not covered in answer to question without notice 368.  If ministers do not want to give an answer, 
they should just say so.  They should not ignore it.  Three of the four questions I asked were ignored. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I’ll pass on those comments.  I’m sorry it happened. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I am anxious to know the answers to these questions; otherwise, I would not have 
asked the questions.  Dr Wilson is a significant player, albeit currently sidelined on this matter, in decision 
making about the environment, especially concerning Mauds Landing.  I want to know whether the Government 
considers his advice to be credible and impartial.  I think I am entitled to know that information.  To completely 
ignore the question is basically out of order.  The minister could have made some effort and said, “We’ll not 
provide that answer” or “It’s not appropriate to have that answer” or whatever. 

I asked yesterday a question about chief executive officers who had left the public service.  I was given a list of 
names and reasons for their leaving the public service, and a list of months of payments received on termination.  
Today, I asked -  

(1) How was the payment referred to in part (3) of the question determined in each case? 

In other words, how was it determined to give Mr Smith 12 months payment, Mr Jones five months payment and 
so on?  The answer I received does not refer to that matter at all.  No comment was made about any individual.  
If the minister’s view is that he will not tell the Opposition how the determination was made in each case 
because it is confidential between the individual and government, I would accept that as a reasonable 
explanation.  However, the question was completely ignored.  I asked for the general principle, for which I was 
given a reasonable explanation, but the circumstances I sought around each individual were left out. 
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Hon Kim Chance:  The answer was generic, I concede. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  It covered the second part of my question; I am pleased with what the minister 
provided in that regard.  I will pursue the other matter at another time.  I want to know the situation for each 
individual.  If it is not appropriate for me to know because of a confidentiality clause or an individual’s 
circumstances, I would be happy to accept that explanation.  I would be happy to be told such matters behind the 
Chair perhaps. 

I raise those two matters today as I received one answer straight after the other.  The difficulty in this House is 
that members cannot ask a supplementary question because ministers in most cases are in another place.  
Therefore, members are left for a day trying to work out what to do next.  Regrettably, the Minister for 
Government Enterprises is outside the House on parliamentary business today.  I was going to ask him whether 
he had reconsidered the question and answer from yesterday, and whether I would know the answers today.  He 
is not here, so I cannot get that answer again.  I must now wait another three or four days for the answer to the 
question. 

When I sat on the other side of the House I spent a lot of time being criticised for the quality of the answers I 
provided.  In most cases, ministers in this House are providing answers on behalf of a minister in the other place.  
Regardless of which side of the House the questions come from, ministers in the other place have the view that 
they should provide the minimum amount of information they can; and if they can avoid answering a question, 
that is the best thing to do.  Ministers in this House must deliver the answers they are given.  I felt embarrassed 
on many occasions about the answers I had to give.  I know the Leader of the House has the same problem at 
times.  If members ask questions they are entitled to get answers.  I acknowledge that sometimes the answers are 
couched in terms to avoid committing the Government or the minister.  I understand that.  However, a straight-
out question is entitled to a straight-out answer.  A question should not be ignored completely.  That is what has 
happened today.  I hope the Leader of the House will relay that message to his colleagues, particularly on this 
occasion to his leader, the Premier. 

Child Prostitution in Western Australia - Adjournment Debate 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.00 pm]:  I wish to bring to the attention of the House a 
matter of great concern.  I am referring to child prostitution in the State of Western Australia.  I presume that 
most members of this House have read the article in The West Australian of Friday, 21 February 2003 titled “I 
had paid sex at 13: girl”.  The article refers to a 13-year-old girl who worked in one of Perth’s illegal brothels.  
The owner of the brothel recently faced court and was acquitted.  I have heard nothing but disgust at that verdict.  
The claim that the brothel madam did not know that the child was under age simply because she was able to 
produce an 18+ card beggars belief.  That the court would accept such a claim is truly astounding.  In an age 
when several independent forms of identification are required to even open a bank account or to obtain a 
passport, how can an 18+ card be considered sufficient to obtain a job as a prostitute?  Surely one of the primary 
benefits of the current containment policy is that when someone oversteps the mark an illegal brothel can be 
closed down and everyone involved can have the book thrown at them, including the men who used the young 
girl.  Unfortunately, this is only the tip of the iceberg in this State.  In Kalgoorlie, nine and 10-year-old children 
of both sexes are providing oral sex for packets of cigarettes.  The issue goes further than that: to the womb 
itself.  Some men pay extra to have sex with pregnant women, as they do with very young girls.  What is this 
Government doing about it?  It intends to introduce a Bill to legalise prostitution despite the fact that in every 
jurisdiction in which prostitution has been made legal, the number of child prostitutes has increased. 

I have argued the need for a commissioner for children for a long time - an independent voice for children.  As I 
see it, one of the responsibilities of such a commissioner would be to provide the Parliament with child impact 
statements for all proposed legislation.  Such an impact statement would not support the legalisation of 
prostitution.  Does the Government care or do anything about it?  The Government does not support the concept 
of an independent commissioner for children, who would be independent and outside the Government’s control.  
As one of many parents in this House I find the Government’s attitude incomprehensible.   
The Government ignored the recommendation of the Gordon inquiry, which strongly supported the appointment 
of such a commissioner.  In response to the increase in the number of child deaths in this State, it appointed an 
ad hoc committee with limited investigative powers.  Will it also appoint a committee to investigate child 
prostitution, a committee to investigate the increasing levels of child physical abuse, a committee to investigate 
the record levels of childhood obesity, and a committee to investigate the decline in boys’ education, with none 
of them talking to one another despite the fact that all these problems are interrelated? 
A key task of a children’s commission would be to look at the big picture and to engender communication and 
cooperation across all government and non-government agencies that relate to children.  Surely that is not only a 
reasonable proposition, but something that is urgent, something that is essential and something that needs to 
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happen now, otherwise our children’s quality of life, which has been in decline since the 1970s, will continue to 
decline and that decline will accelerate as it has done over the past decade. 
We read too frequently, and heap scorn upon the child sex industry that flourishes in nations poorer than our 
own, yet when given the opportunity to clean up our own State, the Government is curiously lacking in 
conviction and action where our children are concerned. 
Finally, I remind government members that a policy paper that was drawn up by their party in 1995 
recommended the appointment of a children’s advocate.  One of the things that was listed in that policy paper as 
being a commendable role for the children’s advocate was taken from the South Australian model and was cited 
as “child prostitution”.  In their own manifesto, the members of the Labor Party in the past - before coming to 
government - clearly stated that a children’s advocate would advise on many matters, including individual 
children under state care, usually in the wake of a complaint, and would look into child prostitution. 

Student Rally Against War - Adjournment Debate 

HON JIM SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.07 pm]:  I was very proud of the students in this State who came 
out yesterday to rally against the war.  These young people were concerned. 

Hon Barry House:  That is a really responsible thing to say as an elected representative. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Yes, it is.  I felt it was a good thing for them to come out and express their social concerns for 
the slaughter of thousands of schoolchildren in Iraq that will follow from the proposed illegal attack that the 
United States and our Prime Minister have agreed to.  I was amazed that the Prime Minister said it was atrocious 
behaviour.  How does their behaviour in standing up for the rights of children in another country compare with 
somebody who is prepared to bomb those children, without the sanction of the United Nations, and possibly turn 
our troops into war criminals?  If anybody ought to be ashamed of his or her atrocious behaviour it is Prime 
Minister Howard, who is pretending he has not committed our troops.  Everybody knows he has committed the 
troops.  He is continuing lie after lie.  We have the most dishonest Prime Minister we have had in the history of 
this country. 
Hon Barry House interjected. 
The PRESIDENT:  Order!   
Hon JIM SCOTT:  If he cannot see that young people are concerned about children in other countries that he is 
hoping to bomb, and then calls their behaviour atrocious, it is time he went - and he is going to go! 

Opposition to War in Iraq - Adjournment Debate 
HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [5.09 pm]:  I did not collude with my colleague prior to standing, but 
my presentation today relates to a song I heard some years ago by a songwriter for whom I have a great deal of 
admiration, Judy Small.  Judy Small’s song is titled You Don’t Speak For Me.  That song apparently originated 
when Judy heard a public rally at which a speaker - I believe it was a politician - said, “I think I speak for all 
Australians” and then proceeded to make a statement that was ignorant, racist and discriminatory.  Judy Small 
was so incensed that she went home and wrote that song, in which she referred to the people whom she respected 
and believed spoke for her.   
This is relevant because today there was a welcome at Parliament House for three pilgrims, Chris Lee, Rhys 
Jones and Patrick Stultiens, who started walking from Margaret River on 14 February on a pilgrimage for peace - 
walking the walk, not just talking the talk.  They walked with simply two peace signs.  They have reported that 
along the way they got enthusiastic support from truck drivers, people on building sites and people from all sorts 
of areas in a conservative community from which one would not expect that kind of enthusiastic support.  It 
appears that it was grateful thanks that somebody was out there expressing those views and speaking for those 
people.  It is very empowering for people in regional communities to believe that someone is listening to those 
concerns.   

If Chris Lee, Rhys Jones and Patrick Stultiens speak for me, so, too, do those extremely brave people who are in 
Iraq or on their way to Iraq.  I am not saying that it is something that everyone should do, but Neville Watson is 
someone whom I respect considerably, and he has been in Iraq for the past few weeks.  Khristo Newall also is 
planning to leave this Sunday.  He is a younger person but he has put a considerable amount of thought into his 
decision.  His parents, who love him dearly, also support his decision.  Those people believe that they share the 
responsibility for the actions that will be taken and are prepared to walk the walk.  It is not something that I 
could do, but I have immense admiration for the people who have taken that step.   

For those rejoinders on the other side, I will put in perspective what I believe is the Western Australian 
community’s view.  On 18 February I was alerted to the fact that there was to be a peace walk in Geraldton.  As I 
say, I did not know about it and I was not involved with any organisation.  In fact, the peace walk was not 
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organised by people in the green network in Geraldton; it was organised by, I believe, a couple of nuns who are 
with a Christian coalition.  In just over a week, they organised a peace walk in Geraldton and put a couple of 
little articles in the newspaper and nearly 1 000 people turned up. 

Hon Peter Foss interjected.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Yes, absolutely.  For all the talk, this is Wilson Tuckey heartland; this is O’Connor; 
this is one of the strongest Liberal seats in the country; yet nearly 1 000 people turned up to an event organised 
by two nuns in just over a week.  That is a very strong and powerful message that cannot be ignored.   

Not many people would consider Esperance to be the heart of radicalism in Western Australia, but this coming 
weekend in Esperance there will be a “coalition of the unwilling” that feels so strongly about the decisions being 
made by some members of the federal Government that it is also organising a peaceful - not political - rally.  I 
am talking about people who would normally vote for the National Party, the Liberal Party, One Nation or the 
Greens (WA) in one of the most conservative electorates in the State.  Those people are speaking out in an 
unprecedented fashion and their message cannot be ignored.  They are saying that Australia’s political 
involvement in Iraq, by the decisions of some members of the federal Liberal Government, including the Prime 
Minister and some members of the Cabinet, is not supported by people who vote in all sorts of ways but mostly 
conservatively.  Those who ignore that view do so at their peril.  The message from those people to the Prime 
Minister is the same message that Judy Small made strongly in her song in which she said, “You don’t speak for 
me.”  Conservative Western Australians in their considerable numbers for the size of their communities are again 
saying, “You don’t speak for me.”  Obviously people have differing opinions.  I have had discussions with 
people in Esperance who have other views.  However, I am surprised at the level of interest and concern in 
regional WA on this issue from a number of people who are willing to walk the walk and not just talk the talk. 

Bunbury Regional Prison - Adjournment Debate 

HON BARRY HOUSE (South West) [5.17 pm]:  I want to express my dismay at what appears to be an 
inevitable decision by the Government to close the Bunbury Regional Prison.  I want to do that for several 
reasons. 

Hon Kim Chance:  It will be turned into Bunbury Club Med! 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  Is that right?  Has the Leader of the House had a look at it? 

Hon Kim Chance:  I have; it is a magnificent facility. 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  Would the Leader of the House like to live in it?  It is a good facility but it is a prison. 

The looming decision to close the Bunbury Regional Prison will be detrimental to the south west in many 
aspects, and I suggest it will be detrimental to the State.  Its closure will cause detriment not only to the economy 
of the south west, to the people who work in the prison and to the suppliers to the prison but also to the inmates.   

The prison allows close contact with many families because it is accessible and families can keep in contact in a 
country environment rather than a city environment, which produces longer-term benefits of rehabilitation to 
society.  The prison conducts an excellent range of programs.  A program that stands out in which the prison 
specialises is the program for sex offenders.  That program has produced excellent results over the years.  Of 
course, the danger is that sex offenders will not have a specialised program similar to that at the Bunbury 
Regional Prison and will be thrown in with the rest of the prison population.  I believe that any elementary study 
of that will show that there will be longer-term detrimental effects down the line. 
Hon Peter Foss:  Enormous management problems. 
Hon BARRY HOUSE:  Yes, and management problems.  It will increase the trend towards centralisation and 
will be another nail in the coffin for a country region, a country program, a country industry and a country 
initiative. 
I have visited the prison many times since I have been a member for the area.  I am going to visit the prison 
again tomorrow morning to hear the arguments first hand from a range of people at the prison.  However, 
members should not take my word for it.  I will now read to the House some of the contents of a letter I received 
today from the Bunbury Regional Prison peer support group.  I am raising this matter today because my 
understanding is that Cabinet is about to consider it formally.  I might be wrong.  The decision might have 
already been made; I do not know.  However, the rumour mill has it that Cabinet will consider it formally next 
Monday.  If that is the case, I want to take my last opportunity in this Parliament to appeal to Hon Kim Chance 
and Hon Tom Stephens, who represent country electorates and who also have prisons in their electorates.  I am 
sure Hon Kim Chance will appreciate the implications of a decision like this on a prison in his electorate. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I certainly do.  Forgive me for being flippant when you -  
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Hon BARRY HOUSE:  I understand that.  I am getting used to it. 

I will paraphrase some of the points made in this three-page letter, which is signed by 10 prisoners from the 
Bunbury Regional Prison peer support group.  It states - 

We, the prisoners on the Peer Support Team at Bunbury Regional Prison, write to you on behalf of all 
the prisoners incarcerated at this establishment. 

Sir, we have become aware through the media that Bunbury is the prison most likely to be closed down 
under the Government’s budgetary policy, and we are all very disturbed by this prospect.  We appeal to 
you to exert whatever influence you can to prevent this from happening.  Such a decision by the WA 
Government will impact dramatically on the lives of the 150 men in this prison and their families, not to 
mention the Officers and Staff who are charged with the duty of our care.  It would also have a 
disastrous effect on the economy of the entire South West Region. 

There are implications to the decision which are extremely relevant to the South West Regional 
economy, and which would deeply affect the local community, and I take the liberty of pointing these 
out to you for your consideration.  Perhaps all these factors together may assist you to understand the 
other side of the story apart from the point of view as put out by Attorney General McGinty. 

1) There are over 100 Officers and staff who work at the Bunbury Regional Prison, and who live 
in the local area.  Take their jobs away, and apart from the suffering of their families resulting 
from such a disaster, you also remove their spending power from the local business 
community.  Can the South West region afford this? 

2) Providing services to the prison itself puts about $4 million annually into the local community.  
Can the region afford to lose this? 

In addition, we urge you to consider the following very positive aspects of keeping this prison open 
ahead of any others on the list. 

1) In the first place Sir, Bunbury prison is the only prison in the entire State where prisoners who 
have come out of the “protection” environment in other jails because of the nature of their 
offences and the threat of violence, are able to integrate into the mainstream population 
without the usual problems associated with this issue. 

Hon Peter Foss:  This one is a big problem. 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  This is a point I have just been discussing with Hon Peter Foss, who is sitting next to me 
and who is a former Attorney General.  The letter continues - 

 This is very much to the credit of the Management and staff at Bunbury, who allow all prisoners to “do 
their own jail” by dealing swiftly with troublemakers.  As you can imagine, this takes a great load off 
the need for the resources to cater for “protection” i.e. special accommodation units, special workplace 
arrangements, special escorts for protected prisoners as they go about their daily duties.  We re-
emphasise that Bunbury is the only prison in the entire State where this phenomenon is manifested.  
Even our Peer Support Team, which is manifestly one of the most effective in the State, consists of 
prisoners who are both “mainstream” and “protection”, and all of us men on the team can testify that the 
experience of moulding together as a team has caused us to rethink our prejudices, and as a result 
become better equipped to deal with life after prison.   

2) Many of the prisoners in Bunbury are Nyoongars whose families are in the South West.  
Among the Nyoongar people in particular, family ties and family contact are extremely 
relevant to their getting through their prison sentence effectively, and being equipped to cope 
with life on the outside after prison.  Isolation from family for these people is historically one 
of the major factors in the ongoing saga of “deaths in custody”, which is a political issue that 
any Government would do well to avoid if possible.  

As I do not have time to read each point I will paraphrase them.  The third point refers to the South-West major 
rural population base and the fact that many prisoners live locally, which allows closer contact with their 
families.  As a result, many marriages survive that might not otherwise survive the distance of a prison sentence 
and therefore families remain intact.  The fourth point is about the Bunbury Regional Prison rehabilitation 
programs, which appear to be extremely effective in preventing recidivism among prisoners who take part.  The 
fifth point highlights that the industries run in the Bunbury Regional Prison are profitable and provide useful 
work and traineeship for prisoners.  The traineeships contribute to their chance of securing solid employment on 
release.  The carpentry and vegetable preparation workshops are good examples.  The vegetable preparation 
workshop is outside next to the prison.  Another point refers to the education centre at the prison, which has a 
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solid reputation for enabling people to achieve various academic qualifications and obtaining certificates that 
they can use for the betterment of their lives.  It concludes as follows - 

We who are on the front line in the prison community as Peer Support Members at Bunbury prison, 
urge you, Sir, to consider these factors carefully and add your support to our plea to Government, and 
we hope that as a result you will see it as a deeply retrograde measure for this establishment to be 
closed.  

It is signed by the 10 inmates.  If Cabinet has not already considered this issue and made a final decision I urge 
the minister and the two other ministers in this House to take it to Cabinet next week to seriously consider the 
implications of such a drastic decision.  

The PRESIDENT:  I give the call to Hon John Fischer.  I indicate to members that I give the call in the order that 
members stand.  

Student Rally Against War - Adjournment Debate  

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [5.27 pm]:  After listening to Hon Jim Scott and Hon Dee 
Margetts I am left numb and mind boggled at the blatant hypocrisy of the green movement.  Both members of 
the Greens (WA) have once again pulled the covers over their heads.  I will say something regarding their 
national spokesperson.  I quote from the Allen Jones Today Show editorial as follows -  

Everywhere we turn in relation to the battle in relation to Iraq, the Australian politician Bob Brown 
seems to appear.  

Let’s face it, Senator Brown finds himself in the Senate on the basis of 18,000 votes that came his way 
through a system which allows Tasmania to have 12 senators, the same number as New South Wales. . .  

However, Senator Brown has had plenty to say about the appalling human being that John Howard is by 
even daring to suggest that something should be done about Saddam Hussein.  

And of course George Bush and Tony Blair are, to this bloke Bob Brown, unspeakably villainous.  

Well thanks to Matt Price writing in the Sunday Telegraph last weekend, we know a bit more about 
Senator Brown.  

Matt Price tells us that during the previous Gulf War Senator Brown was an Independent MP, Mr 
Brown, in the Tasmanian Parliament.  

Matt Price relates that on April 4, 1991 Mr Brown rose in the Parliament of Tasmania to move 
this motion, “The House calls on the Prime Minister Bob Hawke to act immediately to put 
pressure on Australia’s allies to intervene in Iraq to stop the slaughter of the Kurds and 
establish their right to self-determination . . . we’re in the disgusting position of sitting on our 
hands while these people are absolutely slaughtered - the least we can do is get our Prime 
Minister to speak up and put the full weight of this country towards the protection of these 
innocents.” 

The bloke saying that was Bob Brown, now finger-pointing Senator Brown, which is precisely what 
John Howard is saying at this very moment. 

And we’re meant to swallow the nonsense that Senator Brown utters every time he presents himself on 
television. 

This is the greatest turnaround in history.  What a total hypocrite.  I can only say that the senator’s colleagues in 
this House follow in his footsteps. 

International Women’s Day - Adjournment Debate 

HON LOUISE PRATT (East Metropolitan) [5.32 pm]:  I rise to acknowledge that this Saturday is International 
Women’s Day.  International Women’s Day started in Germany in 1911 when German women became part of 
an uprising because the Prussian king had promised a number of reforms, including votes for women.  Women 
all over Germany marched in support of getting a vote.  Later, in 1928, International Women’s Day was 
acknowledged in Australia.  On 25 March in the Sydney Domain a rally took place that was organised by the 
militant women’s movement.  It called for equal pay for equal work, an eight-hour day for shop girls, no 
piecework, the basic wage for the unemployed and annual holidays on full pay.  In 2003, the central tenet of 
International Women’s Day remains because many of our obligations to women in terms of equality are yet 
unfulfilled.  Equal pay has not yet been achieved in this State.  On average the overall incomes for women in this 
State are 25 per cent less than the incomes of men.  Women are not yet properly rewarded for their family 
commitments and many women struggle to earn an income outside the home because of those commitments.  
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We do not yet have full political equality in terms of equal representation in our Parliaments.  On Saturday there 
will be a rally highlighting many of these issues.  I have noted that the organisers of this year’s International 
Women’s Day have also sought to highlight the impacts of war on women and children in particular.  When we 
discuss issues of war, we rightly think about the many men and women soldiers and those in the armed forces 
who go to fight.  However, the huge humanitarian impact of war falls largely upon women and families.  That 
can be seen in the number of refugees throughout the world and the disproportionate number of women refugees 
compared with men.  I wish the organisers of this weekend’s International Women’s Day march well.  Many 
other International Women’s Day events will be going on throughout Perth, including one organised by Paul 
Omodei that will seek donations for breast cancer research.  This highlights the diversity of issues affecting 
women in this State.  I wish everyone a happy International Women’s Day on Saturday.   

Members:  Hear, hear! 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 5.34 pm 

__________ 
 


