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HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [9.45 pm]: One of the great privileges for us as 
Western Australians living in a western democracy is freedom of speech. As citizens of this state, freedom is, of 
course, not complete freedom and there are some restrictions on what we might be able to say in public. As 
members of this chamber, Mr President, that freedom is, indeed, even greater because we have, in a sense, as 
a privilege of this chamber, a freedom of speech that is only limited by what might transgress the standing 
orders. It is my view, and I put it to members this evening, that our conduct as honourable members of this place 
ought to be as good outside the chamber as it is in the chamber. If I were to contravene the standing orders this 
evening, the President would quite rightly call me to order. But if I were to take certain actions outside this 
chamber, it could be argued that standing orders would not apply to such conduct. 

Why do I bring this to members’ attention? Last week, there was a robust debate on a motion moved by the hard-
working Hon Peter Katsambanis. I defend members’ right to debate freely and even in some respects robustly 
the matters that Hon Peter Katsambanis brought before the house last week, but I want to draw to members’ 
attention Hon Robin Chapple’s response on Facebook, on 13 October 2015. At 10.24 pm, Hon Robin Chapple 
wrote on his Facebook page — 

Tonight the Liberals, Nationals and Shooters and Fishers voted to remove The Fremantle Councils 
democratic right to ban plastic bags in their municipality. The Motion was moved by 
Peter Katsambanis. Dinosaurs rule!!!!! 

People may or may not take offence at that particular statement. I want to bring to members’ attention the 
photograph immediately below that statement on the Facebook page. For the benefit of members, it is quite 
obviously a photoshopped picture of the honourable member with a plastic bag over his head and the following 
statement — 

There are lots of good uses for Plastic Bags 

That disgraceful response by Hon Robin Chapple ought to be condemned by all members of this house, but one 
member of this house will not be able to condemn Hon Robin Chapple, because Hon Lynn MacLaren thought it 
was such an excellent post that she shared it on her Facebook page. It has caused me to wonder over the past 
week what it is about the Greens that would bring them to the point at which they think it is amusing to imply 
that a member of this place ought to commit suicide. I think if members took the time to consider—they 
probably will not be surprised—that the father of the Greens Peter Singer has a particular view on life. 

I want to quote from a recent article in News Weekly of 12 September 2015, which quite accurately summarises 
the views of Peter Singer on the value of life. Of course, he is the father of the party of which those two members 
serve. The News Weekly article reads as follows — 

And that, ultimately, is the problem with Singer’s thinking … it’s all about a subjective, utilitarian view 
of the value of life. 

Singer’s problem is fundamental. He asserts that the reason killing is wrong (traditionally) is because 
thereby the person loses future autonomous decision-making capability and the possibility of future 
“good experiences”. He then flips the argument over by saying that these concerns are reversed with 
euthanasia. If the value of life is not intrinsic and unalienable, then Singer’s views, which include, by 
the way, the killing of infants with disabilities, are at least logically consistent. 

But society offers continuous commentary in a myriad of ways that stands against Singer’s views. We 
don’t support suicide prevention only for those whose lives and experience fit with our own subjective 
values. We don’t offer care only to those who live exemplary lives. We sympathise with those grieving 
the loss of a loved one, making no distinction about misadventure or lifestyle choices. 

In other words, we recognise that life has an intrinsic value that is not diminished by anything external. 
Certainly, we will often think in terms of a “life cut short”, but we do not define that life solely nor 
primarily in those terms. 

Should members think that I am somewhat taking too much offence about this grotesque action by 
Hon Robin Chapple, might I ask them to consider for a moment that if Hon Peter Katsambanis had taken his life 
in the past week, how would members respond? I am pleased to say, having talked to the honourable member 
over the past week, that he is not in that particular state or frame of mind. But who among us would have known 
how he might have responded? Although Hon Robin Chapple might think that the issue of suicide is a light 
matter, might I remind members that it has taken this Liberal government to establish 
a Minister  for Mental Health and it has taken this Liberal government to ensure that the rate of suicide is not 
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quite at the rate that it once was. Nevertheless, the issue of suicide in our society is very real. In this state of 
Western Australia we have on average one suicide per day—and the honourable member opposite and his 
colleague think it is appropriate to suggest that course of action with regard to one of the members of this 
chamber. I would suggest, Mr President, that had that comment been made in the chamber here last week, you 
would have quite rightly called him to order. I certainly would have taken a point of order and certain action 
would have been taken against that member. Of course, this is something that was done on Facebook. I do not 
know what time the chamber adjourned last week. This was posted at 10.24 pm. Whether the chamber had 
finished or not at that time and whether the member was busy typing away and launching that despicable photo 
while he was sitting here in the chamber, I do not know. Nevertheless and irrespective, my point is that as 
honourable members of this place, we have a unique privilege with regard to our freedom of speech: it ought not 
to be misused. If members have a strong view about the use of plastic bags, that is one thing. If members want to 
express some disappointment that they lost the debate and that my colleagues actually won, that is fine too. But it 
is an entirely different thing for a member to make the implication—reasonably obvious to me—against 
Hon Peter Katsambanis’s life, and that is a despicable thing. 

It is my view that the honourable thing to happen now is for Hon Robin Chapple to first of all delete the 
offensive post. I indicate to members that when I last looked earlier this evening, it still remained. If the member 
wants to leave the post and delete the picture, fine, I do not have a problem with that. If he wants to call us 
dinosaurs, I do not really care. Put a picture of me next to a dinosaur, for all I care. But it is an entirely different 
thing to have a post on there saying that there are lots of good uses for plastic bags and to quite obviously 
photoshop the honourable member into it.  
Secondly, if the honourable member has any good grace with regard to this matter he should, once it has been 
deleted, make a statement to the house confirming it has been deleted and apologise to Hon Peter Katsambanis. 
I invite the member to do so. 
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