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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [9.57 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Rottnest Island, Asbestos Sheeting - Adjournment Debate 

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [9.57 pm]:  Mr President -  

The PRESIDENT:  Hon Paddy Embry was looking for the call last night. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Thank you, Mr President.  It is good to see such fairness.  I wish to raise an important 
issue and one that I started to raise yesterday by asking a question in question time to the parliamentary secretary 
representing the Minister for Education about the danger of asbestos sheeting at the old Kingstown Barracks on 
Rottnest Island.  Rottnest Island has posed and still poses a real danger to its workers, the hundreds of thousands 
of annual visitors to Rottnest, and the many children who go to Rottnest on school camps.  I suggest that very 
few members of this Chamber would not have visited Rottnest at least once or twice.  School camps are held at 
Rottnest Island on a regular basis.  I remind members that my question yesterday was about whether the Minister 
for Education felt he had a responsibility for this matter.  I am sure all members remember the answer provided 
by the minister.  The Minister for Education surely must take some responsibility for children in both the state 
school system and the private school system who go on school camps to Rottnest.  

This week, two state schools and one private school are booked on camps at Rottnest.  Between 23 and 27 
September, four state schools and one private school are booked to go on camps at Rottnest, and in October five 
state schools and two private schools are booked to go on camps at Rottnest.  The facilities in Kingstown 
Barracks have a total of 364 beds and cater for up to five schools at any one time.  It potentially involves a lot of 
children.  Reports have been presented to Governments for many years; the first in 1993, the second followed in 
about 1996, and a third was provided this year.  I was interested in the minister’s reply, in which he said that he 
doubted that the Government had any responsibility for this issue.  However, an article in The West Australian of 
27 July 1996 states -  

Opposition environment spokesman Judy Edwards said the health risk to holidaymakers raised the 
possibility of taxpayers being held liable for future compensation claims.   

I mentioned that Bruce Horgan submitted the three reports.  He is considered to be a world expert, and has been 
called to America for advice on asbestos.  He was asked for advice on the Tokyo earthquake and flown to 
Melbourne for a similar seminar.  The media contact him for advice.  He is known as an Australian authority on 
asbestos.  He has lectured at Curtin University of Technology in the environmental health unit for 10 years.  He 
attends court as an expert witness, usually on cases involving shire councils.  He confirms that Government has 
known from the beginning about the risks, and would have his reports.  All asbestos is dangerous; blue asbestos 
is slightly more dangerous than other varieties.   

Robert Vojakovic, President of the Asbestos Diseases Society, said that an article that appeared in The West 
Australian in June had caused a stir and, because of that, he believed that the Rottnest Island Authority had 
removed several truckloads of asbestos rubble at night.  It appears that when a Sunday Times reporter went to 
Rottnest, the quantity of asbestos rubble referred to in the article in The West Australian had changed.  Mr 
Vojakovic said that the asbestos issue at Rottnest had not been raised in Parliament.   

I will endeavour to be quick, but it may take several nights to go through this issue.  Mr Horgan said that tree 
branches could damage asbestos roofs by cracking or rubbing the asbestos.  His 1993 report was quite clear and 
stated that a lot of work needed to be done.  It appears that little work has been done at Rottnest, especially to 
Kingston Barracks, which is where the school camps are held.  I have with me a number of photos that were 
taken less than a week ago.  I gather that if I table these photographs, they will be lost forever in the bowels of 
the system.  I have permission to make them available from the procedure office just round the corner.  The 
photos do not belong to me; I have to return them.  I recommend that members look at them.   

Hon John Fischer:  Hold them up. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  There are a large number of them.  It would be better if members had a good look at 
them at close range.  The top photograph shows that a treatment, which is either a paint or resin, can seal the 
surface of the roof and prevent asbestos fibres from blowing away.  One of the reports to which I referred shows 
that in 1996, billions of asbestos fibres were spread along the tracks and over this part of Rottnest Island.  The 
photos show where water has been collected in water tanks.  Some of the roofs do not have guttering and the 
water flows off the roofs onto the ground.  Obviously, from time to time, some of these fibres will be carried by 
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the water and be dispersed.  As I said, some work has been done to treat the asbestos on Rottnest Island.  One of 
the photos shows what a good result can be achieved when it is treated.   

The third report, which was released on 10 June 2002, says that in excess of 20 units had vegetation that abraded 
and deteriorated asbestos cement roofs.  One unit had creepers growing through the roof.  The deteriorated 
asbestos cement roof between unit 341 and the hairdresser in the main shopping complex discharged its 
stormwater directly onto the shopping centre’s concrete ground surface.  The water ended up between the tables 
and the public seating.  

I refer to the environmental education youth hostel, the old Kingston Barracks.  This environmental youth hostel 
had mainly deteriorated asbestos cement roofs, several of which were affected by abrading vegetation.  Once 
again, the downpipes and guttering discharged water onto the ground surface and into three underground storage 
tanks that, presumably, were not used for drinking purposes.   

Time is running short and I will need more than one night to give this subject the time it deserves.  These 
opportunities will come up during the President’s consideration.  Rather than refer to another report, I will 
continue my remarks on another night 

Iraq, and Processes of the United Nations - Adjournment Debate 

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [10.07 pm]:  On behalf of a number of Greens (WA) members and 
supporters, I put on the record some issues of urgency that relate to current international events involving Iraq 
and the views that have been expressed in and through the United Nations processes.  Although it is a great relief 
to many people that these issues are being discussed through a UN process, some important and urgent issues 
must be considered and put on the record of the Western Australian Parliament.   

It is worthwhile reminding ourselves that the UN is meant to give equal voting rights to all its members.  It was 
specifically designed that way so that a small, less economically powerful country with its own values could 
have as much say in the way the body decided its ultimate and important decisions as any powerful country.  
That is a very important principle, which we must remember.  Perhaps it should be written in stone each time we 
consider the type of decisions the UN makes.  By deliberately setting up the UN that way, its decision-making 
processes can be cumbersome, especially if it wants to make a decision by consensus.   

The United States owes a great deal of money to the UN for payment of its dues.  We understand that the reason 
for that is the United States has not always agreed with some of the decisions made by the UN.  In order to 
protest about not being able to control the UN, which was set up so that it would not be in the control of a single 
country, the United States has withheld some of its membership dues.  That makes a big difference to the way in 
which the United Nations can afford to operate.  Ironically, a country that has withheld its membership fees from 
an important organisation that gives an equal say to the countries of the world, has been granted the importance 
of making what many people believe is an arbitrary decision to threaten to invade Iraq.  Iraq does not necessarily 
have a connection with the war on terrorism or any specific threats to the United States or to world peace in 
general.  The United Nations is left with what appears to be Hobson’s choice, to which I will refer in a minute.  

I remind honourable members that during the Gulf War many actions were taken by the United States, including 
the fire bombing of retreating Iraqi troops, which could be considered to be crimes against humanity, war crimes 
or unacceptable practices in the way in which war is waged.  Since the end of the Gulf War, there has been a 
widespread blockade on Iraq.  There is clear evidence that many hundreds of thousands of people died, if not 
more than a million people, a large proportion of which were women and children. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  A lot of those were Kurds too, weren’t they? 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  There were certainly Kurds among the ordinary people who died.  It is important to 
remember that there are Kurds among the people who have sought refugee status in Australia, and who have 
been subjected, I am sorry to say, to the so-called Pacific solution and put on an island because our immigration 
process will not readily accept them as refugees.  We should take into consideration that the Kurds were treated 
badly, as they were in Turkey and in a number of other parts of that region, and should therefore be considered 
as refugees; unfortunately they are not.  The Kurds have been treated badly but, apparently, not badly enough to 
be considered refugees by our federal Government.  I thank Hon Simon O’Brien very much for reminding me of 
the Kurds. 

After the actions in the Gulf War that could be considered to be war crimes - that is, fire bombing retreating 
troops - the United States controlled the weapons inspection process.  That was a delicate situation that should 
have been handled carefully and intelligently.  My belief, and the belief of many people like me, is that the 
process of weapons inspection was set up to fail because it was provocative.  There is no doubt in the world that 
it was provocative to send US weapons inspectors to Iraq after the way in which that war was fought.  Many 
people believe the war was fought on the pretext that the double and triple signals that the US sent in support of 
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the actions of Saddam Hussein prior to that, and then waged a war against him at the same time as being 
involved in supplying many of the weapons, enabled the initial invasion of Kuwait to take place.  However, I 
believe, as do many other people, that the weapons inspectorate was set up to fail; it was never intended to 
succeed as a weapons inspectorate but, rather, as an excuse for further action.   

Given that and given the pressure that the United States put on the United Nations to decide on a weapons 
inspectorate, a new decision of the United Nations must be made if there is to be another weapons inspection in 
Iraq. Also, if a weapons inspectorate is to be accepted, it cannot be run by the United States.  No intelligent 
thought would indicate otherwise.  We now have Hobson’s choice: the United Nations has been told that the 
reason for invading Iraq is the war on terrorism and its lack of compliance with a United Nations resolution.  
This is the same United Nations that the United States respects so much that it refuses to pay its dues, which are 
overdue.  The United States says it does not respect the United Nations because it does not always do what it 
wants it to do.  The United States is also saying that it respects the United Nations so much that a resolution, 
picked out of many resolutions, that has not been abided by, is an excuse to invade Iraq.  Clearly, there are many 
other resolutions of the United Nations, including the land for peace resolution, that have not been abided by.  
We can come up with all sorts of examples of inconsistency in the approach by the United States.   

The Hobson’s choice of the United Nations is that it has been told that if it does make the decision that the 
United States wants, the US will somehow desert it - its seems that the United States has halfway deserted it 
already - and the United Nations will therefore be weakened.  It is my view that if the United Nations makes that 
the reason for making a decision, it is already weakened by the fact that it has proved that the United States can 
use its power, bullying tactics and force to change, influence or direct the decisions of the United Nations.  In 
this case, the United Nations, in whatever decision it makes, must make the decision based on the facts, on what 
is correct under international law and on what it thinks will lead to a longer lasting resolution to the current 
situation, not just in the Middle East but in the general situation of the war on terrorism.   

The war on terrorism is much wider than simply making war on one country.  It is a situation that has developed 
through a range of countries and individuals in many parts of the world feeling disempowered, angry and shut 
out of the political process.  There is no way that we can bomb that kind of situation into peace.   
Many people are asking us to take a deep breath to deal with the situation and to do what is needed in the Middle 
East, and also to help the United States and the people in the United States to move forward.  Part of that is 
helping them to understand their position in the world and how they might be part of a peaceful solution, not a 
solution to continue with this enmity.  

Consumer Protection - Adjournment Debate  
HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [10.17 pm]:  I will direct some of my remarks tonight towards 
the former Ministry of Fair Trading, which now goes under the banner of the consumer protection division of the 
Department of Consumer and Employment Protection.  From its inception, the department was set up as a 
watchdog to protect the commercial interests of the everyday consumer.  Recent history has attested to the fact 
that this dog is of the toothless variety.  It failed miserably to protect the interests of those who invested with 
finance brokers during the 1990s.  Many of those people lost everything in the finance brokers fiasco.  At the 
time, I wondered how this department could have been so incompetent.  The incompetent hound should have 
been euthanased for failing to do its duty.  It failed to protect the interests of many elderly investors and allowed 
these people’s lives to be totally shattered.   
The department is staffed by 633 people, to the tune of $28.136 million of taxpayers’ money.  One must ask 
whether taxpayers are getting a fair return.  I most certainly do not think so.  I wonder how many taxpayers at the 
coalface working for a living really understand how much money is wasted through this department.  Instead of 
doing its job, the department harasses, intimidates and prosecutes individuals who have no case to answer.  
Rather than squaring up to corruption, mismanagement and misappropriation of funds, it sets its sights on the 
smaller game.   
The department is currently manufacturing a case to drag a colleague of mine, a One Nation member of 
Parliament, to the courts for the second time.  It has accused the One Nation MP of trading motor vehicles 
without a licence.  His case was heard on 4 and 5 July and Magistrate Paul Heaney found that he had no case to 
answer; in fact, he was awarded costs and received a cheque from the Department of Justice for $3 540, which 
arrived at the end of July and would be well and truly in the bank by now.  This court action amounted to 
nothing more than an attempt at intimidation.  Even though the first round was lost outright, the department will 
not let the case rest.  It will not pursue the big fish because it lacks the intestinal fortitude or the competence, but 
with the smaller cases it suddenly finds its teeth.   
My One Nation colleague has also taken issue with Patrick Walker, Commissioner for Fair Trading, about 
matters of a political nature.  I will not bore the House with those details; suffice to say that, despite advice from 
a constitutional lawyer, the department continues to see fit to act in what I believe is a totally unaccountable 
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manner.  What is the point of this watchdog and what does it achieve?.  I also wonder whether there is political 
motivation in the actions the department has taken recently. 

I reflect on the case of the previous minister Doug Shave who paid with his job and his career as a member of 
Parliament following the finance brokers fiasco.  However, that was to no avail.  The Department of Consumer 
and Employment Protection is an incompetent leopard and it has not changed its spots.  I pose the following 
questions: what position did commissioner Patrick Walker hold during the investigation into the finance brokers 
scandal; have any staff been held accountable at the Department of Consumer and Employment Protection; has 
anyone been sacked for the incompetent advice they gave the minister at that time?  I was always under the 
impression that departments were there to advise the minister.  From my reading of any publicity on those issues, 
it seems that the minister wore the incompetence of his department. 

My One Nation colleague asked a question in this House on 10 September concerning the Department of 
Consumer and Employment Protection.  Lo and behold, on 13 September, some 47 days after the 21-day period 
allowed for appeals and after my colleague had been found not to have a case to answer, he received notification 
that an application for leave to appeal had been lodged in the Supreme Court.  The department has 633 people at 
its disposal - paid an average of $45 000 a year based on the department’s total budget- yet not one single person 
could lodge an appeal on time.   

Yesterday a question was asked in Parliament about the number of not guilty decisions the Department of 
Consumer and Employment Protection has applied to the Supreme Court for leave to appeal since 1998.  The 
minister replied that there were two: one was the Bayswater Car Rental Pty Ltd case and the other involved my 
One Nation colleague, and neither appeal had been finalised.  The Bayswater Car Rental Pty Ltd case came to 
court last November, the department appealed in January or February and nothing has been heard since.  I would 
like the question that was asked of the minister to be asked again.  I do not think the answer the department 
supplied to the minister is complete in its detail.  I put it to the minister that the appeal process has nothing to do 
with the supposed case against my colleague; rather it had everything to do with political interference and blatant 
discrimination against a One Nation member and a member of this Parliament.  If the minister fails to act, we 
can assume that Patrick Walker is perhaps being instructed to hound my colleague.  I believe that is 
reprehensible.  If it does not outrage this Chamber, it should.  I finish by saying that this department needs far 
closer scrutiny of its accountability, because it appears that it is sadly lacking at present.   

Legislative Council, Order of Business - Adjournment Debate 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.25 pm]:  I rise only to give members some 
indication of the order of business for tomorrow.  However, I will make certain that Hon John Fischer’s 
comments are brought to the attention of the minister tomorrow.   

If members have their pens ready, the first order of business for tomorrow is order of the day No 56, in 
Committee, so that we can finish off the matter that we dealt with late this evening.  The order of business will 
then follow the order that is already laid out in today’s bulletin; that is, orders of the day Nos 22, 10, 12, 17 and 
15.   

Hon George Cash:  I suggest that we deal with orders of the day Nos 54, 55 and 56 as they are being dealt with 
cognately, and we must report that to the House.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes; we will deal with orders of the day Nos 54, 55 and 56 in Committee. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Can we do 57; that is the beef and black bean! 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Sorry about that one.  I know that joke, and it is very naughty of the member to raise that.  

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members.  If members are satisfied as to how they are faring with the lucky numbers, 
the question is that the House do now adjourn.   

Question put and passed.   

House adjourned at 10.26 pm 

__________ 
 


