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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
Special 

On motion without notice by Hon Kim Chance (Leader of the House), resolved - 

That the House at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 10 September 2002.  

Ordinary 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [5.07 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Lancelin Defence Training Area - Adjournment Debate 

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [5.08 pm]:  I draw the attention of the House to an extremely serious 
situation that has arisen as a result of the actions of a member of the other House.  On 4 July - perhaps a very 
serendipitous date - I put out a press release entitled “Government to put WA in the Firing Line?”  I expressed 
concern about the announcement at that time by the Minister for State Development, Hon Clive Brown, that 
Western Australia was a leading contender to provide scheduled maintenance and crew “sea swap” facilities for 
the United States naval fleet.  I expressed concern about the links between this and the moves to massively 
increase the size of the Lancelin defence training area.  

Through the press release I asked -  

Is the US using the promise of maintenance jobs as the means to buy consent for a regular naval 
presence and is this linked to the proposal to massively increase the Lancelin Defence Training Area?   

In the press release I quoted from pages 1 and 2 of the federal Department of Defence’s public environmental 
review report, which was rushed through in unseemly haste to avoid the federal Government’s own Environment 
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act.  That report laid out in dot point form what the expanded defence 
training area would enable.  My press release stated that it would enable -  

. Access to the area for (initially) 50 years;  

. safety template for new weaponry;  

. infantry training, including live firing of various weaponry, and artillery training; 

. air to ground bombardment, both live and unarmed practice bombing;  

. demolition practice; and  

. activities linking amphibious landings and onshore movements of allied service personnel.   
In my press release I said that I wanted the State Government to reveal any links between the proposal for 
maintenance and sea swapping and the expansion of the defence training area.   
Today we seem to have received the answer.  In his 90 seconds of fame, Mr Mark McGowan, the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Premier, tabled an amazing report on his trip to the United States of America with a delegation 
of Western Australian public servants and businessmen representing Tenix Pty Ltd, the Babcock Group and 
Raytheon.  This delegation presented to the United States military the case for Western Australia being the next 
site for regular US sea-swapping operations, which involve crew and maintenance.  Under such an arrangement, 
Western Australian ports such as HMAS Stirling would host a virtually ongoing US military presence.  
According to the report -  

The US has bases positioned around the world from which its ships can operate or are currently 
stationed.  These include some areas of Europe, but also Diego Garcia in the Indian Ocean and Sasebo 
in Japan.  
Ships based in these locations are often called pre-positioned ships, which means they are fully stocked 
and ammunitioned, only needing a moments notice in which to go to an area of operations.   
Perth does not fit the category of being a pre-positioning location.  We have no US assets permanently 
based here . . . The delegation made it quite clear when this question was asked that the scope of our 
mission was not to push for ships to be pre-positioned in Perth.   

It appears that the delegation was asked about pre-positioning.  This is important.  The US military has asked a 
Western Australian delegation - with heaven knows what authority - about the State’s view on pre-positioning.  
Pre-positioning would involve Western Australia becoming a permanent base for armaments and ships that are 
ready to go into action during a military conflict.  The report states -  
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 . . . it is obvious from any examination of the map, that Perth is strategically located in some proximity 
to the area of operations off the coast of Afghanistan or the Persian Gulf.  Western Australia is the 
closest location that would provide a rest and recuperation port and ship repair facility in a friendly, 
English speaking environment.  Furthermore, Perth has had a long involvement with the USN stretching 
back to John Curtin and the Second World War positioning of submarines in Fremantle Harbour.   

I was most taken aback by this part of the report -  
Whilst we were in the US, we were advised that we were the first delegation to visit post September 11 
to offer our services and assistance in this fashion.   

Simon Crean, the federal Leader of the Opposition, has been gaining much credit among the Australian 
community for his efforts to introduce some commonsense into the national debate about Australia’s connection 
with the United States and its military operations in the Middle East.  What on earth was Mark McGowan 
thinking by taking a group of businesspeople and public servants to meet the United States military and talking 
up Western Australia’s willingness to be involved in such conflicts?  A further paragraph of this extraordinary 
statement in the other place reads - 

Quite a few Admirals were interested in the opportunities presented by the Lancelin training facility for 
their ships, planes and Marines.  They advised us that training opportunities for shore bombardment and 
aircraft were diminishing in the US.  (This was not surprising considering how built-up the continental 
US is).  They were very interested in the opportunities that were presented, particularly in conjunction 
with the RAN.   

What opportunities were presented by this delegation to the United States military, and on whose behalf?  Was 
this sanctioned by Mr Crean or the Premier, as Mark McGowan is the Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier?  
What role did the Cabinet have in this delegation and the presentation, and what on earth was this presentation?  
I would like to see what the package was and to whom the delegates spoke before approaching the United States 
military.  Did they speak to the Australian military?  Did they speak to Cabinet?  What kind of justification was 
taken by this group and with what authority? 

I am outraged by this statement.  I am outraged by the implications at a national level.  I am outraged by the 
implications for the debate in Western Australia on the defence training area, although it appears to be a little 
less urgent than before, because we have had statements from the federal junior Minister for Defence, Hon Fran 
Bailey, indicating that alternative training sites to Lancelin are being searched for to accommodate the massive 
United States presence.  That does not mean it has been taken off the agenda.  It means that both the United 
States and, it seems, part of the Western Australian Government is using the facilities at Lancelin as a bargaining 
chip for Western Australian business interests.   

I believe people in my region will be seething at this statement.  I believe the general Western Australian public 
and perhaps the Australian public will be angered by the undermining of the very sensible messages from Simon 
Crean by the intemperate actions and intemperate statements by a member in the other place. 

I want to see some urgent clarification from this State Government.  I also want to see some urgent clarification 
from Simon Crean of whether this kind of action and these kinds of statements are sanctioned as part of the 
national Australian Labor Party position on defence facilities, cooperation with the United States and the current 
tensions in the global environment, especially in the Middle East, which I believe the federal Opposition has 
made some very good steps towards addressing.  Unfortunately, those efforts seem to have been undermined by 
members of the Government in Western Australia.   

Meningococcal Meningitis Vaccine - Adjournment Debate 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.19 pm]:  I want quickly to canvas two issues to do with 
children.  The first issue is the vaccine that has been funded by the federal Government for meningococcal 
meningitis.  I take the opportunity to congratulate the federal Government on the $41 million funding that has 
been allocated for a national plan to combat the deadly disease.  We know that there are two strains of the deadly 
disease, the B and C strains, and that Western Australia suffers mostly from the B strain.  The vaccine is to 
combat the C strain.  However, New Zealand is developing another vaccine.  Earlier this year I called on the 
State Government to consider funding a vaccine for meningococcal disease. The silence was deafening.  I 
congratulate the federal Government on its move and I hope the State Government will move to extend the 
availability of this vaccine even further. 

Children’s Commissioner - Adjournment Debate 
Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Before the Parliament rises for the two-week recess, I want to raise another issue in 
the light of the Gordon inquiry into child abuse in Aboriginal communities in Western Australia.  Two matters 
appear clear to me.  One is that the Gordon inquiry has recommended that Western Australia should appoint a 
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children’s commissioner, which is something I have been calling this Parliament to do since 1993 when I made 
my maiden speech.  I would like to think that the Government will make a move towards doing that.  Some 
weeks ago when I called publicly for the establishment of an office for children headed by a children’s 
commissioner, Minister McHale responded by saying that we should realise that the Government opened an 
office for children and youth policy.  I remind the Government that that is not viewed in the community as a 
commissioner for children.  A policy office for children and youth is a positive move forward, but the minister 
should not be confused about the relevance of a commission for children, which would be a watchdog 
organisation to oversee what the Parliament, the Government, ministers and agencies do.  It would be a reactive 
and proactive body.  I will be addressing that matter in further detail in my speech to the Address-in-Reply to the 
Governor.  However, I have taken the opportunity tonight before Parliament rises to say that the Gordon inquiry 
is a classic example of why we in Western Australia must have a watchdog organisation in this State for 
children, which will draw agencies together to work in closer collaboration and with cooperation. 

Government Agencies, Common Boundaries - Adjournment Debate 
Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Finally, in the light of the Gordon inquiry findings, I call on the Government to 
seriously consider a suggestion that the major government agencies in this State consider moving towards 
common boundaries.  Currently, the major departments - the Department of Health, the Department of 
Education, the Department of Housing and Works and the Police Service - have different boundaries and often 
cover different towns, suburbs and whatever.  I call for a commonsense approach.  I have talked about this 
matter informally in other areas, but I want to put it on the parliamentary record.  The Gordon inquiry 
highlighted the fact that 11 agencies dealt with the young girl, Susan Taylor, who was found dead at the Swan 
Valley community.  The cause of death has not been substantiated at this time.  However, the issue is that 11 
agencies were working with that community, not one.  That was not the solution.  I am not pointing a finger at a 
single agency.  However, I am saying to the Government that surely a commonsense approach to the issue of 
children falling through the net would be for the Government to have the courage to consider having common 
boundaries for the major agencies in this State.  That at least would mean that the heads of departments could get 
together and say, “Yes, I know that family; they moved from that house to there or from that school to there.” 

Hon Kim Chance:  The reform of the health system that Minister Kucera is implementing now includes that 
realignment of boundaries with other agencies in the country. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  That may be so, but I call on the Government to have the courage to realign the areas.  
The Minister for Health might recognise the importance of that, but what boundaries is he realigning?  There are 
no similar boundaries. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Yes.  I cannot speak for the city, but in the country he has realigned them on the development 
commission boundaries, which have been the standard boundaries for other agencies as well.  They are, 
therefore, coming into the middle of the development commissions boundaries. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I think the Leader of the House will find there is no way the agencies and heads of 
departments can come together in a united way.  There is some interagency cooperation, but surely it would be 
better and more efficient if the boundaries were aligned in the same way.   

Hon Kim Chance:  I could not agree more. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  That is what I am calling for.  Any Government that had the courage to do that would 
address one of the issues that was highlighted in the Gordon inquiry; namely, that a number of separate agencies 
are dealing with children and families.  Families and children would be better served if the boundaries were 
aligned and there was more interagency cooperation and collaboration.  What I have said to Government a 
number of times, and what a commissioner for children would also be saying, is that if we were to realign the 
boundaries, we would have a better chance of having some interagency cooperation.   
Hon Kim Chance:  You are spot on. 
Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  We need to begin at a basic level and take this very commonsense approach to 
delivering services to families and children.  As I have said, the Gordon inquiry has highlighted the fact that as 
many as 11 agencies may be dealing with one family, but none of those agencies is solving the problem.  If there 
was more interagency cooperation and the boundaries were aligned, we would have better results.  We look 
forward to seeing how we can best deliver government services to families and children.  

Girrawheen Senior High School - Adjournment Debate 
HON RAY HALLIGAN (North Metropolitan) [5.26 pm]:  I bring to the attention of members what I believe is 
a very good story.  It is a story about a high school in the northern suburbs that unfortunately over the years has 
had a name that a lot of people have had no wish to be associated with.  However, things have changed 
dramatically over the past few years due to the principal of that school, Mr Bill Mann, and some very good staff.  
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The school to which I refer is Girrawheen Senior High School.  I have been fortunate on a number of occasions 
to attend that school for a variety of reasons.  The mission statement of the school states -  

To enable students to develop the understandings, skills and attitudes relevant to their needs, in a caring 
and supportive learning environment, thereby allowing them to fulfil their potential and contribute to 
the development of our society.   

It states that it will achieve that by building the school around the students, placing teachers in real decision-
making roles, and engaging the community in the process of schooling.  That is not just rhetoric.  It is taking 
place and has been taking place for some time.   
This is a school in a suburb from which a lot of people in the past have wanted to dissociate themselves.  All of 
that is changing, and for the better.  Girrawheen is a multicultural area.  That is recognised by the school.  It 
assists the students not only in the areas of performing arts, special dance and multiculturalism, but also in 
providing special education programs in which students in years 11 and 12 have the opportunity of undertaking a 
range of accredited vocational programs, including hospitality and tourism studies, manufacturing industry 
studies, vocational business studies and INSTEP, which is an innovative skills training and education program.  
In addition, it provides a homework centre for students that operates after school from Mondays through to 
Thursdays, in which students can receive assistance with their English language development through 
specialised programs and specialist teacher assistance; an educational support unit for students with identified 
learning problems; and volunteers who assist with the learning program by working alongside teachers to help 
students with learning difficulties.  I can assure the House that all this is working particularly well. 
On 1 August, I went to a production of Fame The Musical that was put on by the students and organised by the 
teachers, and no doubt some volunteers.  The cast, including understudies, numbered 46 - a not insignificant 
number to arrange into a production such as this.  There was an orchestra of 13.  This production went over three 
nights.  Often professional companies only operate over a similar period.  I was particularly impressed - 
impressed more so because of the commitment, not just of the teachers - it is now well known that they put in an 
enormous effort - but of the students.  They went into it enthusiastically and with as much professionalism as 
they could muster.  They are to be commended for their efforts. 

In addition to that, this morning I went to yet another celebratory breakfast at the school.  The students involved 
in what used to be called home economics - I suppose nowadays it is called hospitality and tourism; that is 
certainly one of the vocational areas in which they study - prepared a breakfast and served it to members of the 
community.  Again, they did it with enormous professionalism.  I am advised that they were asked to arrive at 
school at 5.30 am to prepare for a breakfast at 7.30 am.  However, I understand that many of them arrived at 5.00 
am.  This goes some way to showing the commitment that they have to better themselves. 

The principal and the teachers should certainly be commended for the effort they have put in to cause the 
students to feel as they do about themselves.  These students are a credit to themselves, to their parents, to the 
school and certainly to the community.  They will go into society and make a positive contribution in the future.  
All involved with the school, and what they have been able to achieve, deserve our commendation and 
congratulations. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 5.34 pm 

__________ 
 


