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WAR IN IRAQ 
Standing Orders Suspension - Motion 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [2.03 pm]:  I move, without notice -  

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the Premier to move a 
motion on the commitment of Australian troops to the war in Iraq, and for the Premier, the Leader of 
the Opposition and the Leader of the National Party each to speak for up to 20 minutes, and five 
minutes in total for Independent members, and for the question to be put at the conclusion of these 
speeches.   

The Opposition suggested the House have a debate on this issue.  That is why the Leader of the Opposition was 
trying to get the call.  It came very late and that is why the motion to suspend standing orders was written only 
moments before I entered the House. 

This is a matter of national importance.  It is clearly not a matter in which this Parliament has any real role, but it 
affects the people of this nation.  Given that the Opposition believes we should have a debate, the Government 
will not enter into discussion on a potential suspension of standing orders, which the Opposition clearly intended 
to move.  The form of the suspension motion restricts the debate.  That is in keeping with the fact that this is a 
matter for which this Parliament has no direct responsibility.  However, it is a matter of public interest.  The 
debate will be limited to the leaders of the three major parties, and limited time for Independents, as would be 
the case for a matter of public interest.  The Government wants the debate to come forward, which was also the 
request of the Opposition.  The Government has some misgivings about debating the issue today, as it is subject 
to debate in the national Parliament.  This may not be the most appropriate time as it is prior to any actual 
engagement.  It is clearly an issue of major national significance.  This is an appropriate format for this issue as 
the Opposition wishes to debate it.  The Premier will move a motion to that effect. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [2.06 pm]:  I would like to see a copy of the motion to suspend standing orders. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  All members will be given a copy of the motion to suspend standing orders.  I wrote it just 
before I entered the House. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Leader of the House has moved to suspend standing orders to debate a motion that the 
Premier will move.  The Leader of the House has not said what the motion will be.  In the normal course of 
parliamentary process - 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  It will be passed to all members in a moment. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Opposition is very pleased that the Government has taken up the initiative put in place 
by the Opposition.  The Leader of the Opposition spoke to the Premier today about this issue.  The Opposition 
wanted to move a motion for the suspension of standing orders today so that the leaders of all parties could have 
some input into a very special motion.  I believed the Premier would make a brief ministerial statement before 
the Leader of the House took up the Opposition’s initiative.  That would not have allowed allow the Leaders of 
the Liberal and National Parties to express their views and support for our armed forces in this time of possible 
conflict.  I am hopeful that the Premier, the Leaders of the Liberal and National Parties, and the Independents - 
should they so wish - will have the earliest opportunity to put their thoughts and feelings on record.  The 
Opposition agrees to the suspension of standing orders, particularly as it was its suggestion in the first place. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [2.08 pm]:  The primary position of the 
National Party is that we should recognise our armed forces serving overseas.  I will reserve further remarks to a 
later stage. 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

Support for Australian Defence Personnel - Motion 

DR G.I. GALLOP (Victoria Park - Premier) [2.09 pm]:  I move - 

That this House of Parliament express its opposition to today’s decision to commit Australian troops to 
a war in Iraq but its support for the Australian defence personnel who have been sent into action and 
wish them a safe and speedy return home. 

I respond to the announcement today by the Prime Minister that he has committed troops to an imminent war in 
Iraq.  The decision does not enjoy the unanimous support of the Australian people.  Indeed, it has divided our 
community.  The Labor Party is opposed to the decision to commit Australian troops to a war in Iraq.  
Essentially, there are two reasons behind the Labor Party’s position.  The first, of course, relates to the United 
Nations and its processes.  When a momentous decision of this nature is made, which has enormous 
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consequences for the way in which our world functions, it is most important that there be unanimity within the 
framework of the United Nations, or at least a very broad consensus within the United Nations, backed up by a 
proper resolution for that decision to be carried forward.  Unfortunately, we must report that such agreement 
within the United Nations does not exist, and that this action will be taken without the support of the United 
Nations. 

The second reason that the Labor Party is opposed to the decision is that there is an alternative.  As you know, 
Mr Speaker, the whole world is concerned about the nature of the regime in Iraq and the failure of that regime to 
deliver on the promises that it made in respect of its chemical and biological weapons and its commitment to 
disarm.  It is very important that all countries in the world continue to put on pressure and work collectively to 
bring about a resolution of that issue.  We know that an alternative course of action could have been followed to 
keep up that pressure to meet the objective that was set 12 years ago.  They are the two reasons that the Labor 
Party is opposed to the decision. 

Mr P.G. Pendal interjected. 

Withdrawal of Remarks 

The SPEAKER:  I am sure the member for South Perth knows the rules of this place.  I thought I heard him utter 
unparliamentary words, and I am sure he will withdraw them when I sit down.  The member will have the 
opportunity to make a contribution to this debate, and I urge him to take that opportunity. 

Mr P.G. PENDAL:  I do withdraw those remarks. 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I distinctly heard the member for Nedlands repeat the words used by the member for South 
Perth.  This is a time for very considered debate without interjection. 

Mr P.G. Pendal interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Member for South Perth! 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I intend to listen to the member for South Perth when he speaks. 

Mr P.G. Pendal interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  I call the member for South Perth to order for the first time. 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I intend to listen to every member in silence, because this occasion demands that. 

The SPEAKER:  Further to the issue raised by the member for Rockingham, I did not hear the member for 
Nedlands make an utterance.  If she did, I am sure she will now take the opportunity to withdraw that comment. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I withdraw that comment. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I repeat the Labor Party’s opposition to the decision that was made today.  However, now 
that the decision to commit troops has been made, the State Government and, indeed, all Western Australians 
need to act responsibly in respect of that decision. 

Over the next few days we will be inundated with saturation media coverage of events as they unfold in Iraq.  
Unless there is a last-minute resolution, it is very likely that the focus of that coverage will be on a war that 
involves 2 000 dedicated Australian defence personnel.  The images we will see may be disturbing and 
unsettling, but they will touch and affect us, even though we are thousands of kilometres away from Baghdad.  
Therefore, I take this opportunity to urge Western Australians to continue to go about their daily business and to 
get on with their lives as they normally would.  We must try to not let what is happening paralyse our 
community or distract us from our work, our family and our everyday living. 

I have checked with the authorities, and the most recent advice from Australia’s security agencies is that no 
specific credible information justifies a rise in the threat level in Western Australia at this time.  Our agencies 
will continue to monitor this situation, and should any credible information be received, the threat level will be 
reassessed.  I assure the public that it will be kept informed of any change in that threat level.  

Today we should spare a thought for those in the community who have a direct connection with what is 
happening in the gulf region.  They are the many family and friends of the servicemen and women who are on 
active duty.  This is a particularly important issue for Western Australians.   

Western Australian-based frigates, HMAS Anzac and HMAS Darwin, have been deployed to the gulf, along 
with a navy diving team from HMAS Stirling.  The Special Air Service Regiment based in this State is also set 
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to play a critical and dangerous role once war breaks out.  Of course, we are all still hoping that this will not 
happen.  Therefore, I use this occasion to convey our sincerest best wishes and support to the families, the loved 
ones and the service personnel who are on the verge of the great unknown.  Our thoughts are with them and we 
hope they have a safe and speedy return home. 

I also urge Western Australians to remain understanding and united during these times.  In the wake of the 
September 11 and the Bali terrorist attacks, Western Australia experienced an increase in verbal abuse and 
assaults against Muslims and others assumed to be Muslims.  This sort of offensive and discriminatory behaviour 
is not acceptable.  This Government will ensure that the rights of all individuals and groups in the community are 
protected in these uncertain times.  It will not allow the rich multicultural fabric that exists in Western Australia 
to be undermined. 

We on this side of the House are opposed to the decision announced by the Prime Minister today.  However, we 
wish the troops who will carry out their duties on behalf of the Australian Government a speedy return from 
these very tragic events that are unfolding before us.  These are troubling times and because of that, Western 
Australians should stand united as a community and not discriminate against or behave offensively towards 
minority groups.  Let us stand united and make sure that this State’s strengths are preserved. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [2.17 pm]:  About a quarter of an hour prior to this 
House resuming today, I visited the Premier’s office and informed him as a courtesy that the Liberal Opposition 
intended to move a motion reflecting the decision made by the Australian Government today to deploy troops to 
the gulf region.  The motion proposed by me on behalf of the Opposition states - 

That this House of Parliament, through the leaders of all political parties, expresses its full and 
unequivocal support for the Australian forces deployed in the gulf region, and for their families at 
home, and prays for the safe return of all service men and women following the completion of their 
duties. 

That motion was not a political statement.  It did not seek to debate the merits or otherwise of the Prime 
Minister’s announcement today or any other of the events leading up to what now appears to be an imminent 
conflict in the Middle East.  The motion was meant to be an indication of loyalty and support of members of this 
Parliament to the armed forces and their families at this time.  It sought to do nothing more.  It certainly did not 
seek to provoke in this House a debate about the merits or otherwise of the circumstances leading to this conflict.  
It sought to tell Australian servicemen and women that we will support them and their families through this 
conflict.  I do not in any way intend to engage in a political debate about this issue.  The stakes are too high.  The 
lives of many men and women are in danger as we speak.  It is not an event or an occasion on which to engage in 
political debate or banter across this Chamber.  It is simply too important for that.  I am therefore disappointed 
with what we now see - the partly hand-scribbled motion before this House.  Our troops, both men and women, 
deserve better than that from this Parliament.   

The motion that, unfortunately, is now before this House is contrary to what I had proposed and had put to the 
Premier.  My motion was one that expressed loyalty to and support for our troops.  The motion before this House 
now is a political one, and the Premier has expressed his opposition and that of Labor members opposite to the 
decision made.  That is not an issue that we need to consider.  What matters today is showing support for our 
troops, and this motion does not express that.  Indeed, it does the exact opposite of what I had proposed.  This 
motion is political and it is divisive.  Our troops and their families need our support, not division.  When they 
find themselves engaged in a conflict in the gulf, they need to know that the people of Australia, and particularly 
their elected representatives, fully support them.  It is a sad day for this Parliament that this motion, as it is 
worded, has been brought before this Parliament.  As it is written, it is not a motion that members on this side of 
the Chamber can or will support.  The issue is more important than that.   

The Prime Minister announced this morning that the Australian Government had authorised the Chief of the 
Australian Defence Force, General Cosgrove, to provide for the Australian forces - those already deployed in the 
gulf region - to act as part of a United States coalition charged with the responsibility of disarming Iraq.  That 
decision has been made.  It does not matter what anyone in this Chamber or in this country may think about that.  
In terms of this motion, that decision has been made.  The motion of which I apprised the House a moment ago 
was about expressing our loyalty to and support for our troops.  They have a job to do, and they will do it to the 
best of their ability.  They will do it in an outstanding way in the best tradition of the Australian armed forces.  
There is no doubt about that.  However, in doing their job - and they will do their job - they need to know that 
they have support at home.  They do not need to know of division.  Most importantly, their spouses and families 
in Australia, in addition to carrying the burden of having their loved ones at war, do not need to confront and 
deal with division at home.  This country does not need to re-enact the circumstances of Vietnam.  We need to 
stand behind and support our armed servicemen and women.   
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Approximately 2 000 Australian service personnel are currently deployed in the Middle East as part of Operation 
Bastille.  There is a squadron of FA18 Hornets with 250 airmen and women and their support crews.  There are 
three C130 Hercules aircraft with some 150 personnel.  There is an Air Force command element of about 70 
personnel.  HMAS Kanimbla, with 350 sailors and soldiers on board, has been deployed.  The special forces task 
force, with approximately 500 personnel, has been deployed.  Approximately 60 personnel from the Australian 
national defence headquarters have been deployed.  In Western Australia the deployment of the Special Air 
Service Regiment is of particular significance.  These personnel deployed in the gulf are based, as we all know, 
at Campbell Barracks within Western Australia, and coincidentally within my electorate.  The men who serve at 
Campbell Barracks and their families live in my electorate.  I, along with many other members in this Chamber, 
am conscious of the acute pressure and strain those families are facing right now.  They will not have contact 
with their loved ones.  They know that their loved ones are in the most perilous of situations.  That is an elite 
unit.  It will be at the leading edge of any conflict and may already be deployed behind the lines in Iraq.  That is 
a reality.  That regiment has had a lot of deployment - in East Timor, in Bougainville prior to that and in 
Afghanistan.  Indeed many members of that unit served in Europe, Bosnia and the like.  They have been under 
incredible pressure and have spent the majority of their time outside this country on active and dangerous duty.  
We have a responsibility to acknowledge and support the SAS personnel.   

As I said, the motion that I originally proposed to put to this House was not about the merits or otherwise of the 
Iraqi conflict.  That issue has been debated at length and no doubt will continue to be debated at length in the 
future.  The motion that I wanted to bring to this House today was a simple, bipartisan and apolitical motion of 
support.  I thought that this Parliament would have the good grace and loyalty to our men and women in the 
Middle East to support that motion.  It was a simple motion and it was deserving of support.   

Sadly, war seems imminent.  We all hope that any conflict will be concluded quickly, that casualties will be kept 
to an absolute minimum on all sides, and, in particular, that the men and women of the Australian armed forces 
will return safely.  However, we cannot in any way underestimate the danger or the circumstances that they face.  
This conflict is about dealing with a real and serious threat.  There have been various reports on the nature of that 
threat.  Those reports have been about not only the conflict that will probably take place in the gulf over the next 
few days but also the threat of wider terrorist acts and the use of chemical and other weapons of mass 
destruction.  I remind the House of what is at stake.  It is estimated that within Iraq there are 6 500 chemical 
munitions with a potential agent content of 1 000 tonnes of chemicals; 8 500 litres of anthrax; 650 kilograms of 
bacterial growth media, which could be used to make up to 5 000 litres of anthrax; 360 tonnes of bulk chemical 
agents; one and a half tonnes of VX chemical; and 3 000 tonnes of other precursor chemicals.  I concede that this 
is an estimate; it has not been proved.  However, even if the estimate is higher than is actually the case, it 
represents a threat to not only any military personnel deployed in the gulf but also all people throughout the 
world.  It is not something that can be dismissed lightly.   

We are aware of the dangers that Australian servicemen and women face.  They have an extremely hazardous 
and dangerous job to do.  They deserve and need our support.  Their families, their wives and their children need 
our support.  They do not need division within the Parliaments of Australia.  We can debate this issue once the 
conflict is over.  We do not have the luxury of debating its merits or otherwise now.  We have a responsibility, as 
elected members of Parliament, to firmly stand beside our men and women who are serving in the gulf.  That is 
our responsibility right now.  That is what the community expects of us.   

I am ashamed that this motion has come before the Parliament in its current form.  It is not what should be 
happening in this Parliament.  I therefore wish to move an amendment to the motion.  I regret that I must do this.  
We should not be amending motions about something as serious as this, but the motion put forward by the 
Premier is unacceptable to me, to members on this side and, I daresay, to the vast majority of Australians.  We 
should be putting through a simple, bipartisan motion of support.   

Amendment to Motion 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I move - 

To delete all words after “Parliament” and substitute the following - 

express its full and unequivocal support for the Australian forces deployed in the gulf region, 
and for their families at home, and pray for the safe return of all service men and women 
following the completion of their duties.   

I hope that the Government has the good grace to accept that amendment, so that we can, for one moment, stand 
united as a Parliament in a bipartisan and apolitical way to express support for Australia’s 2 000 men and women 
who are deployed in the Middle East.  We should not engage in a political debate.  There will be an opportunity 
in the future if members wish to debate the politics of this issue.  I appeal to the Premier to have the good grace 
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and statesmanship to support a simple motion for this Parliament to give bipartisan support to the men and 
women of the Australian Defence Forces engaged in the gulf.  

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [2.29 pm]:  This is an appallingly sick motion.  

Mr J.N. Hyde:  The amendment.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  No, the motion.  It is straight-out, crass politics, which, at this time, is absolutely 
unnecessary.  Members of my party spoke in the National Party room about the need to support the 2 000 
Australian troops who are involved in this conflict.  We did not speak for one moment about whether we support 
the war, despite the importance of the decision in the federal Parliament today.  That is not the issue; it should 
not be before this Chamber.  It has nothing to do with this Chamber.  We in the National Party are well aware 
that 2 000 Australians are pre-deployed in the Persian Gulf right now in the service of the Australian 
Government.  While on this very dangerous mission in which they are involved, they should be honoured by all 
Australians.  The members of the National Party hoped that the prayers and good wishes of all Australians would 
be offered to those 2000 servicemen and women.  In so doing, we would be doing no more than acknowledging 
that they are in the service of their nation.  However, the Premier has moved a motion that is deliberately pitched 
to divide.  

The National Party has not discussed this matter.  My colleagues can make up their own minds on what stance 
they will take on the war.  Discussion in the party room will not happen.  During 15 years as a member of this 
House I have never deliberately failed to participate in a vote.  If this vote is taken I will leave the Chamber with 
my National Party colleagues.  We can do nothing else but support those 2 000 service people.  The members of 
the Labor Party have turned this into a sick, crass debate.  The National Party members offer their prayers and 
good wishes to our service people involved in this war.  Under no circumstances will the National Party 
participate in a vote on this motion.  

MR P.G. PENDAL (South Perth) [2.33 pm]:  What a great tragedy that something as important as this has been 
sullied in probably the grubbiest exercise I have seen in a long time.  I am comfortable supporting the 
amendment for the reasons the Leader of the Opposition outlined.  It does no more - certainly no less - than send 
a message, as much as anyone wants to listen, to a group and their families that the job they have been sent to do, 
regardless of the political environment, is one in which we offer our support and prayers for their safe return.  
However, the motion we have been asked to vote on by the Leader of the House, the Premier and the 
Government has sullied the debate from the beginning.  The evidence of that is that the hastily cobbled together 
and scribbled version of the motion circulated under the signature of the Leader of the House differs from what I 
understand was eventually moved by the Premier.  If people were serious about having a debate on arguably the 
most important issue of the decade, a time limit would not be placed on it.  Someone said, either by way of 
interjection or substantive comment, that this motion is just like any other matter of public interest.  I say that it 
is not like any other MPI.  In a couple of days, Mr Speaker, outside this Chamber, you will unveil a monument to 
people of this House who have served their country in times of war.  In taking leadership on that, I know that 
you took it seriously, Mr Speaker.  For 100 years after wars have been waged, we are still seeking ways to 
honour the people who have fought them; hence, the ceremony you have arranged, Mr Speaker.   

That is why the eyes of the people of Western Australia at least will be on the content of this debate - not just 
today or tomorrow - although I do not think it will get much coverage in the overall scheme of things.  What is 
said here will be reviewed and weighed up for many years to come, not least because of the unveiling of the 
memorial outside.  That is why members of this House and the entire population of Western Australia are 
entitled to know that we will deal with a motion of real substance today.  The real substance of the motion in this 
case is for the Parliament to express support for the troops and their families that they leave behind, not a 
cobbled together, hasty, grubby little exercise, which was designed at 1.55 pm to head off an opposition 
initiative.  That is what it has come down to.   

Before I resume my seat, I will refer to the overall substance of what the nation confronts today.  If Kim Beazley 
were still the federal Leader of the Opposition or if Bob Hawke were still the Prime Minister of this country, 
those troops would be in the Middle East today with the support and blessing of the Australian Labor Party.  
What has changed?  Why is the Australian Labor Party’s position so different from the position of Tony Blair, 
the Premier’s friend?  That is what has happened.  The motion has been reduced to the grubbiest, dirtiest little 
exercise, and long will the Labor Party learn to have to live with this.  I support the amendment, but I will take 
my lead from the Leader of the National Party.  If I can find the right time to walk out of this place to express my 
disgust, I will.   

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result - 
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Ayes (20) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr A.D. Marshall Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr B.K. Masters Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.F. Board Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.D. Omodei Dr J.M. Woollard 
Dr E. Constable Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr P.G. Pendal Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 

Noes (27) 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr J.N. Hyde Mr A.D. McRae Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr N.R. Marlborough Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr J.A. McGinty Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr M. McGowan Mr J.R. Quigley Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Mrs D.J. Guise Ms S.M. McHale Ms J.A. Radisich  
 

Pairs 

 Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mr S.R. Hill 
 Mr M.G. House Mr P.W. Andrews 
 Mr R.N. Sweetman Mr C.M. Brown 
 Mr W.J. McNee Ms A.J. MacTiernan 

Amendment thus negatived. 

Motion Resumed 

Question put and passed.  

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I acknowledge the representatives from the South China Normal University 
in my gallery.  I welcome them here today.   

[Applause.] 
 


