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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.16 pm]:  I move - 

That the house do now adjourn.  

Shark Bay World Heritage Discovery Centre - Adjournment Debate 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [10.16 pm]:  One of my 
favourite places in Western Australia is Shark Bay.  It is a great place and great people live there.  They are 
forthright, independent and proud, and they have a very serious love of the sea, its heritage and its history.  In 
fact, the Shire of Shark Bay’s logo is a drawing of Dirk Hartog’s ship surrounded by the words “Shire of Shark 
Bay, first in Australia”.  They are very fond of their maritime history and maritime heritage.  Nobody typifies the 
Shark Bay people more than the shire president, Les Moss, and my recently deceased friend Marshall Hipper, 
who was the deputy shire president of Shark Bay.   

My concern tonight relates to a blatant sledgehammer approach by the Western Australian Museum, aided and 
abetted by the Minister for Culture and the Arts, to gut the new discovery centre in Shark Bay of its most 
important historical artefacts.  A brief history is as follows: Shark Bay had World Heritage foisted upon it during 
the 1980s and early 1990s.  It did not want it but it got it, and it has fought against it ever since.  The state and 
federal governments, as part of the World Heritage arrangements, provided funds for a new interpretive centre in 
Denham.  There was a dispute about where it was to be built, but eventually it was built in Denham, which was 
the most sensible place.  It is a magnificent building and has wonderful facilities for a museum.  It is a place in 
which the most historic and valuable artefacts can be stored.  It is a credit to the state government for the amount 
of money it contributed and for making the decision to go ahead and build it, and I congratulate the state 
government for that.  I was at the opening by Premier Carpenter.  

As part of the display at the museum in Shark Bay, the Western Australian Museum loaned the centre 68 
artefacts, and now it wants nine of the most important ones back, which it claims were on short-term loan.  
Indeed, the Shire of Shark Bay has received a letter via its solicitors from the State Solicitor’s office in the 
following terms -  

My client -  

I was told today during questions without notice that the client is the WA Museum.   

has instructed me to commence action in the Supreme Court to recover the items listed below, which 
were on short-term loan to the Shire, unless arrangements are made to return the items to the Museum 
of Western Australia . . . by 5:00 pm Monday 13 August 2007.  My client’s instructions relate to the 
following items:   

. . .  Zuytdorp bronze swivel gun . . . ; 

. . .  Zuytdorp cannon ball callipers; 

. . .  De Vlamingh Post;  

. . .  Hamelin Post;  

. . .  French . . .  bottle; 

. . .  Lead capsule with iron wire . . . ; and 

. . .  Silver ecu dated 1767 . . . . 

They also included the Gudran figurehead and the Zuytdorp stern piece.  They are nine very significant artefacts 
that, in my view, belong to Shark Bay because they are, indeed, part of the heritage of Shark Bay. 

There is some confusion about the legal situation relating to these particular artefacts.  I do not know who is right 
and who is wrong.  In fact, I do not care.  It is not a legal issue; it is matter of sorting out what is fair, proper and 
reasonable.  The reason I am raising this matter tonight is that the Minister for Culture and the Arts will not try to 
mediate an acceptable outcome.  She is sitting back and watching while the Western Australian Museum has 
engaged the State Solicitor’s Office to threaten legal action against this small remote country shire.  The Western 
Australian Museum has a magnificent collection of maritime artefacts in Fremantle, albeit those artefacts have 
been collected all along the coastline of Western Australia.  Surely Shark Bay, as a place that has a significant 
maritime history, is entitled to keep some of those artefacts.  The shire wants to keep these nine artefacts because 
they are vital to what it believes the Discovery Centre is all about.  As a result of this heavy-handed and 
dictatorial approach by the Western Australian Museum, the shire is now of the view that it will need to close 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 5 September 2007] 

 p4831a-4836a 
Hon Kim Chance; Hon Norman Moore; Hon Robyn McSweeney; Hon Helen Morton; Deputy President; Hon 

Bruce Donaldson 

 [2] 

down the museum part of the Discovery Centre and operate this magnificent new building simply as a tourist 
centre; in other words, a travel agency.  It is a ridiculous state of affairs to have this ridiculous standoff.   

However, there is a way to resolve this issue.  The minister should go to Shark Bay, look at this facility, talk to 
the people and work out a sensible compromise.  The minister was invited to go to Shark Bay when cabinet 
visited Carnarvon recently as part of its visit to the Gascoyne.  However, she said that she could not go to Shark 
Bay because legal action has been instigated.  In answer to a question today, I was told that legal action has not 
yet commenced.  Therefore, the minister has no excuse for not going to Shark Bay.  The minister has not gone to 
Shark Bay as the Minister for Culture and the Arts.  The Discovery Centre is a magnificent centre that has been 
provided largely by the state government.  The minister should get off her backside and go to Shark Bay, sit 
down with the local people and work out a solution to this matter.  At the same time, the minister needs to 
recognise that if she does go to Shark Bay, she should not go there as a representative of, or advocate for, the 
Western Australian Museum.  She should go there as the Minister for Culture and the Arts, whose job it is to sort 
out these problems.  That is what ministers are for.  Of course the Western Australian Museum has a mentality of 
hanging on to all the things that it thinks are important.  Of course it does not want these artefacts to remain in 
Shark Bay.  My view, and the view of the Shark Bay community, is that these artefacts belong to Shark Bay and 
that is where they should be displayed in perpetuity.  Not every valuable artefact that is found along the Western 
Australian coast needs to be centralised in Fremantle.  People in regional Western Australia are entitled to have 
housed in their own localities the very famous and important artefacts that relate to their district.  These artefacts 
relate to Shark Bay.   
Therefore, I urge the Minister Culture and the Arts to go to Shark Bay and talk to the people.  I urge the minister 
to allow the people of Shark Bay to keep these artefacts, and to give the Discovery Centre a chance to survive, 
because it will not survive unless it has these sorts of artefacts to attract people to visit the place.  It cost the state 
a lot of money to build the Discovery Centre.  The shire is struggling to run it because the shire is very small and 
has a very small rate base.  Shark Bay needs these kinds of attractions to attract people to the shire.  The minister 
should give the Western Australian Museum the message that to take legal action through the Supreme Court 
against a tiny country shire is a gross overreaction to this situation.  The minister should tell the Western 
Australian Museum to back off.  The Minister for Culture and the Arts should earn her salary and personally 
intervene in this matter and negotiate a fair settlement.  It will not be hard.  The people of Shark Bay are typical 
country people.  They understand what is fair and reasonable.  However, they will fight tough and argue their 
case, and they can be belligerent.  Those members who know Les Moss will know that the word “belligerent” 
sometimes comes to mind when we talk about him.  The one thing Les Moss does is stand up for Shark Bay and 
its history.  He is the man who worked with Hugh Edwards to find countless artefacts from shipwrecks along the 
coast.  He is the man who has been involved in all sorts of activities to promote Shark Bay as an area that has a 
wonderful maritime history.  He is absolutely determined and dedicated to ensuring that Shark Bay has a future.  
Because of World Heritage listing, people can hardly have one industry of any consequence in Shark Bay these 
days without upsetting the Department of Environment and Conservation or the federal Department of the 
Environment and Heritage.  The place is looking for ways in which it can employ its young people.  Tourism is 
the only thing I can see that has a real chance of surviving in the future, and this particular discovery centre is a 
crucial part of the tourism industry. 
I cannot believe the attitude of the Western Australian Museum and the attitude of the minister about these 
matters.  In fact, in answer to a question I asked yesterday about why the Museum was seeking the return of 
these artefacts, the minister stated - 

The world heritage centre was established to interpret the World Heritage values - the natural and 
cultural heritage of the area.  This includes European, social history, pastoral, Aboriginal and pearling 
stories.  Shipwrecks were not included in the reasoning for World Heritage listing but were strongly 
pursued by the shire president. 

In other words, the minister is saying that shipwrecks and all the things that go with them have nothing to do 
with World Heritage; therefore, they do not have to be in the interpretive centre.  How ridiculous is that?  Fancy 
putting that in an answer to a question asked in Parliament.  It is an absolute joke.  I suggest to the Leader of the 
House, as a person who understands these places, who understands the sorts of people who live in Shark Bay and 
who understands their needs, that he talk to the Minister for Culture and the Arts and tell her to get up there and 
sort this out quickly before some real problems occur in the future. 

Child Abuse - Adjournment Debate 

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [10.26 pm]:  This week is National Child Protection Week, and it 
would be remiss of me, as the shadow Minister for Child Protection, and for Communities, if I did not speak on 
this very important issue in our society.  The plight of Aboriginal children has been highlighted, and child abuse 
has been put on the national agenda by the Prime Minister, John Howard.  He was quite right to do so.  I believe 
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that Mr and Mrs Average in Western Australia have been shocked to the core at the news coverage that shows 
the way in which some of our nation’s children live.  Some of those children live in Western Australia.  The 
media have played a huge part in providing us with direct access to this poverty in our homes.  Sadly, I do not 
believe that we are doing enough, nor do I believe that we will make a difference fast enough to save many 
young people from a life of misery.All of us in this house would want Aboriginal children to have better health, 
housing and education, and to be free from the scourge of sexual abuse that is akin to a disease in their 
communities.  The family violence that plagues so many of these communities needs to be halted, and the issue 
of alcohol that flows freely and is the root cause of misery for children and families needs to be assessed and 
reassessed.  I was told by a friend of mine, Bruce Dixon, that in an Indigenous community overseas many years 
ago, an alcohol licence was given to people who could drink responsibly.  The licence was taken away if any 
violence, abuse or neglect of children took place through people drinking too much alcohol.  The licence was 
given back after a period of suspension that was meted out by people who I guess in our society now would be 
called the elders in the Aboriginal community.  This system was set up and managed by that community’s own 
people.  I know that many people would disagree and say that it is racist.  However, what is it called when we all 
stand by and let a race of people continue to live as they do in some communities?  I am talking only about 
communities; I am not advocating anything.  I am just saying that this is what I have been told.  However, 
sometimes one must have the courage to do something different.  Sexual abuse is not occurring only in remote 
communities, nor is it just an Aboriginal problem.  Sexual abuse happens in all families, and all forms of abuse 
happen all over Australia.  All forms of abuse take an emotional toll on abused children, and they carry this 
baggage into adulthood. 
Hon Ed Dermer:  Did you say that sexual abuse happens in all families? 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  It happens in any family - not in all families, but in any family. 
Hon Ed Dermer:  That was not what you said, was it? 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I guess that is what I said, and people could take that literally.  I meant that it 
happens in many families, not in all families.  What I was saying, I suppose, is that it happens not just in 
Aboriginal families; it happens in many types of families. 
Hon Ed Dermer:  I think it’s just as well you clarified that.  
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I have clarified it.  I did not mean every single family.  However, it would 
happen in about one in five families.  That can be taken to be the proper statistic.   Family violence hurts kids, 
too.  Many women are subjected to violence from their partners or husbands, and many children and young 
people in Australia live in families in which a parent is being abused.  They grow up in a climate of fear, and this 
is called direct abuse of a child.  There is increasing evidence that physical, sexual and emotional abuse of 
children is more likely to occur in a home where one adult is violent towards the other than in a nonviolent 
home.  The effects of violence and abuse are that children who witness family violence have been found to have 
higher levels of behavioural and emotional problems than other children.  It is no surprise.  One child 
interviewed about family violence said that sometimes his father locked all the doors and hid the phone so that 
the child could not get out or talk to anyone.  If the research is right, this little boy is in all probability being 
physically as well as emotionally abused by his father.  I have heard many times that children live in fear of their 
beloved pets being harmed by a violent member of the family.  I have a one-year-old dog - a flat-coated retriever 
- that is very spoiled and loved.  As an adult, I would not be able to bear it if anyone deliberately harmed or set 
out to harm her.  As a child, I would be terrified if I lived with the dread of coming home from school to find that 
my dog had been shot, kicked or hurt.  This, unfortunately, happens to some children.  How can they function 
normally, and how can they ever love or trust anyone again if they are hurt like this, over and over again, with 
fear and intimidation, and having their pet dangled before them as bait?  Violence breeds violence, and I would 
go further to say that if I were to interview every young person in detention, I would find that many of them were 
victims of abuse of one kind or another, and in some cases victims of every form of abuse.  That is not to say that 
every child who is a victim of abuse goes on to commit crimes. 
I was interested to read the Australian Institute of Criminology “ Trends and issues in crime and criminal justice” 
paper on family homicide in Australia.  It states -  

The family is viewed by most people as providing a nurturing and loving environment.  But for some, 
the family environment can be deadly.  In Australia, almost two in five homicides occur between family 
members, with an average of 129 family homicides each year.  The majority of family homicides occur 
between intimate partners (60 per cent), and three-quarters of intimate partner homicides involve males 
killing their female partners.  On average, 25 children are killed each year by a parent, with children 
under the age of one at the highest risk of victimisation. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 5 September 2007] 

 p4831a-4836a 
Hon Kim Chance; Hon Norman Moore; Hon Robyn McSweeney; Hon Helen Morton; Deputy President; Hon 

Bruce Donaldson 

 [4] 

The executive officer of the National Association for Prevention of Child Abuse and Neglect has said that 
Australian children are now at risk in many settings, including at home, in the wider community, and through 
bullying at school and online.  
My purpose tonight was not to give the government a hard time about what it is doing or not doing about child 
protection in this state.  I do that often enough at other times.  My purpose was to highlight that there are 
children who will go to sleep tonight wondering just what they have done to deserve the circumstances they find 
themselves in.  The truth is that they have not done anything; they were just unfortunate enough to be born into a 
dysfunctional family.  Child abuse is everybody’s business, but that is a very easy thing to say.  It is very hard, 
when a person suspects that a child is being abused, to stop and think about whether to interfere in a private 
family, because they perceive that to be family business, and not the business of everyone else.  My point tonight 
was just to highlight the issue of child abuse and once again say that it is everyone’s business.  

Minister for Health - Adjournment Debate 
HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan) [10.34 pm]:  Is it possible that late last week the Premier 
carpeted the Minister for Health for his poor performance?  I can imagine that he would have said something 
like, “If I have any more mistakes, stuff-ups or negative publicity about health, you’re out.”  Of course, pigs 
might fly, too!  However, something must have happened for the minister to resort to his trademark behaviour 
late last week of shooting the messenger and blaming anyone but himself. 
Last Thursday, 30 August, the minister became upset over two more failures of his own making that were 
brought to the attention of the public.  They are relatively simple failures - tardiness, inaccuracy, I do not know 
and do not care.  It started with an answer to a question on notice dated 20 June that was provided to me.  It was 
about the recruitment of nurses from overseas.  I asked how many overseas-recruited mental health nurses 
commenced work with the government, how many left the government after six months, how many left the 
government after 12 months and how many before two years.   
I also asked for the average length of time that mental health nurses recruited through overseas recruitment 
drives remained employed in the Western Australia government mental health service.  In answer to the four 
questions I was advised - 

The current Department of Health Human Resources Database system does not enable electronic 
extraction or reporting of this information. 

I also asked what recruitment incentive payments, including relocation expenses, are offered to overseas-
recruited mental health nurses to come and work in Western Australia.  The answer was - 

To remain competitive with other states and countries, from 1 July 2007, this amount will increase up to 
$20,000.  If required, newly arrived overseas staff will be provided accommodation in a furnished 
apartment for one month up to a total value of $5,000. 

Prior to 1 July the amount offered was $4 000.  Collectively, the new offer is worth $25 000.  I then asked what 
contractual arrangements exist for bonus payments and whether overseas-recruited nurses leave the government 
before an agreed period of time.  The answer was - 

There is always a risk that overseas recruited nurses will leave the employment of the health service 
before the agreed length of time.  As a risk mitigation strategy, relocation remuneration will be split into 
two payments.  The first payment will be made upon commencement of employment and the remainder 
after six months of continual employment.  There are no bonus payments.   

The answer was signed by Minister McGinty. 
Following that, a press release and newspaper article appeared in The West Australian.  I know that when I was 
in Geraldton for three days I had at least three telephone calls from the reporter at The West Australian.  I know 
for certain that the reporter made three email contacts and one telephone attempt to get answers from the 
Department of Health and the minister.  Currently, when the Department of Health releases information, it has to 
go through an individual, and it is ticked off by the minister.  The Minister for Health made a statement in the 
other place.  Am I allowed to refer to a statement made in the other place by the minister? 

THE DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  Yes, as it is a statement of fact. 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  I thought that the statement made by the minister on 30 August in the other place 
was rather incredible.  He referred to the article under the headline “Overseas mental nurses ‘can take money and 
run’”.  The minister referred to Daniel Emerson, who is the young reporter who rang me three times when I was 
in Geraldton.  I know for a fact that he made three email attempts and one telephone attempt to get information 
from the Department of Health.  The minister stated - 
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Daniel Emerson did not bother to take the time to make sure his story was correct.  Instead he took the 
line he was fed and swallowed it. 

Further in his statement he said - 
. . . had Mr Emerson taken the time to do his research properly he would have known that. 

The minister went on further in his statement and talked about the relocation expenses - 
Relocation remuneration is split into two payments.  The first payment - 50 per cent of the entitlement - 
is made upon commencement of employment.  The remaining 50 per cent will be paid at the end of 12 
months . . .  

The answer provided to me in Parliament was that the payment is made after six months, but in his ministerial 
statement he said that the payment is made after 12 months.  The minister cannot quite get it right.  However, I 
am really concerned about the attack on the journalist, despite the attempt by the journalist to get the correct 
information.  The journalist relied on the information that I relied on, which is the information that the minister 
signed off on and provided in Parliament.  In his ministerial statement, the minister said that the payment is made 
after 12 months, but in his answer to the question on notice, he said that the payment is made after six months.  
The minister has said that splitting the payment as a risk-mitigation strategy will be implemented.  I believe that 
The West Australian was quite justified in making those comments in its article.  However, that was not enough.  
It prompted the editorial in The West Australian the next day, which was headed “Sir Humphrey has a kindred 
spirit in crisis ridden McGinty”.  The editorial states -  

The McGinty response is to monster medical staff representatives who speak up about this or the media 
messengers who carry news of it to the public.  In a disgraceful episode of low politicking, he used the 
protection of Parliament to attack a young journalist on this newspaper who reported some Opposition 
comments on health.  The reporter made conscientious efforts to get balancing responses from both Mr 
McGinty and his department. 

The article goes on to state -  

. . . yet again they were delivered into chaos by inadequate planning.  And yet again the embittered and 
unpopular Mr McGinty sought to place blame anywhere but on his management, or lack of it.  If his 
performance were judged by the deplorable state of the public health system, he would be deemed a 
dismal failure.  His undeniable political clout in the Labor Party has kept him in the job, though anyone 
else with such a lamentable record surely would have been moved on. 

I can only assume that that is absolutely right.  It is unbelievable that he is still in the job.  However, that was still 
not enough for Mr McGinty.  Things are just getting worse instead of better for him in that respect.  On the same 
day he put out another press release, but this time it alerted the media to check the truth of my media statement 
about mental health nurses.  Now the minister is saying that last week I was telling anyone who cared to listen 
that the Department of Health was giving $25 000 in incentives to mental health nurses recruited from overseas.  
I actually said that they were given incentives, including relocation expenses - the figure of $25 000 was his, not 
mine; I did not know how much the nurses were getting - without any requirement for them to commit to 
working in the system.  Again, when I asked the minister whether there is any incentive for these nurses to work 
in the system, his response was that they will get the first half of the money when they arrive and that in future 
the $25 000 will be split into two payments and they will get the second half after six months.  However, that 
means that these nurses could still come to Western Australia for six months and then nick off, if that is what 
they want to do.  I would rather know how many nurses stayed for six months, how many stayed for up to 12 
months and how many stayed for up to two years, but the minister has not been able to tell me that information.  
I have put this question back on notice because we need to know the answer.  I think the minister knows the 
answer, but I think the answer is really bad and his preference would be to be seen to be unable to give the 
information, rather than to actually tell us the real situation. 

Shark Bay World Heritage Discovery Centre - Adjournment Debate 

HON BRUCE DONALDSON (Agricultural) [10.43 pm]:  I was rather bemused tonight to hear the saga about 
the demand for the return of the artefacts from the Shark Bay World Heritage Discovery Centre.  I do not intend 
to go into the whys and wherefores of it, but at face value I certainly support the comments of the Leader of the 
Opposition, which were endorsed by his colleague in the Mining and Pastoral Region Hon Ken Baston.   

Governments talk about decentralisation and regional development, yet here is an example of the opposite that 
shows the complete hypocrisy of the government.  The minister obviously cannot make a decision, but that does 
not surprise us with this government.  The most important aspect of this is the threat of legal action.  I just 
wonder.  We had an experience with the donation of certain items to two museums and art galleries, one in 
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Melbourne and one in Bendigo.  The WA Museum and Art Gallery did not have the ability to keep them on 
show ad infinitum, which meant they would be in a vault for probably six or eight months of the year.  The 
museum wanted the items but could not guarantee anything.  They were taken to where they had been based 
many years ago, which is Victoria.  The authorities of the big new Melbourne art gallery and museum, when 
shown the items, wanted to grab them then and there to put them in vaults until the new museum and art gallery 
was completed, but there was a long delay in that happening.  As one item had associations with the goldfields in 
Victoria, the other place they could have been situated was Bendigo, and consequently that is where they are.  
Members must believe me when I tell them about the huge number of papers the family had to sign to have those 
on permanent loan.  We cannot ever get them back, but we did not want them back anyway because who would 
want to pay the insurance premiums on the damn things?  I would have been the next one to collect them, and I 
did not want to pay an awful lot of money on insurance.  In any event, the loan was for the benefit of all people, 
because one of the items was one of only four in the world.  As a family we joked about maybe taking it to the 
United States or England to flog it and the family having a few world trips on the proceeds.  However, being 
responsible citizens, the family did not do that.   
Hon Norman Moore:  You would not have time to do it with all the other trips you make! 
Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Hon Norman Moore may possibly be right.  The point I make is that I am 
absolutely staggered; somewhere along the line there must be some documentation.  The Museum has threatened 
legal action in the Supreme Court, but I would have thought that had the Museum possessed signed papers, it 
would have had a valid point, so why go to court?  Has the Museum produced those documents to the Shire of 
Shark Bay as proof that it must get these items back?  Another example is what happened with the Zoo when we 
had a big wedge-tailed eagle’s nest on one of our properties.  The eagles nested there every year, but in this 
particular year two young eagles dropped out of the nest.  The first thing we saw was some wool, a few legs and 
bits and pieces near some bushes, and then we found two young wedge-tailed eagles.  We realised that they were 
probably being fed, but we had not seen mum or dad around and we used to be on this particular property almost 
every day.  We took these two young eagles home.  We rang the Zoo to find out what we should feed them on.  
We were told to feed them on mince but also to get some feathers and crush them up for roughage.  One of the 
young eagles was male and the other was female.  The female never grew properly and passed away.  However, 
the male was magnificent.  My wife, Lyn, looked after it.  It got to the stage when it would have a go at us every 
time we got near it, so it was time to take it to the Zoo.  We took it to the Zoo, and as a result we had to sign 
papers to indicate no claim of ownership whatsoever.  The young wedge-tailed eagle was in quarantine in the 
Zoo until it was able to be in the wedge-tailed eagles’ enclosure.  At that stage the number of wedge-tailed eagles 
in the Zoo was declining.  It is all in the signing of the papers, which is very important.  We visited the Zoo for 
some years after as we had free passes, and we used to see this eagle and say, “That’s ours.” 
Hon Kate Doust:  So we should call you Noah.   
Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  No.  All I am trying to say is that it seems very strange that the Museum has to 
go to the Supreme Court and threaten to take these nine artefacts back, which would destroy the centre.  Hon 
Norman Moore congratulated the government for establishing that centre.  The centre would have to go to court 
to retain the artefacts.  Where is the documentation showing that the Museum can take back these artefacts?  
Maybe Hon Norman Moore can track it down and thrust it under the nose of the minister. 
Hon Norman Moore:  I think they may well have a case but the point is it shouldn’t be a legal battle.  There 
needs to be a commonsense arrangement. 
Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Does the Museum have any documentation? 
Hon Norman Moore:  There are documents. 
Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Hon Norman Moore did not explain that.  It would be most interesting to see 
what that document said. 
Hon Norman Moore:  There is some confusion about the interpretation of it. 
Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  That is another issue.   
Hon Helen Morton:  The morals. 
Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  There is the moral issue.  I cannot believe that we are seeing people run rife.  
Luckily, it will go down to Fremantle.  If it was going to the Museum, it would be stored in a building on Orrong 
Road in Kewdale.  That is where the Museum is.  There is no likelihood that the government will build the new 
oval at East Perth where it would stick the Museum in the old power station or whatever it is. 
Hon Helen Morton interjected. 
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Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  No, there is nothing wrong with the thing.  All the wonderful artefacts and 
everything else from the Museum are stuck in that building.  Let me remind members of the days of the then 
Premier Richard Court, who made sure the Maritime Museum was built in Fremantle.  I can remember the 
opposition saying that ships could run into it and it should never be built there.  Can members remember the 
opening by Hon Geoff Gallop?  I can.  There were pages in The West Australian calling it a wonderful 
achievement.  Geoff Gallop invited Richard to the opening and he passed some comment that Richard Court had 
been involved in some of the earlier planning.  I keep thinking to myself, what hypocrites!  To shift everything 
back out of the country into the city smacks of lip-service.  It is a city-centric government.  Unfortunately, this 
attitude rubs off onto a lot of people.  A lot of people rightly say that if they are going to work in the north, they 
might as well fly in, fly out.  If I was going to work in the north, that is exactly what I would be doing because of 
what this government has done.  It has not stood by the community of Shark Bay to keep those artefacts that 
rightfully belong in that area and in the discovery centre. 
Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.53 pm 
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