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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [11.15 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Asylum Seekers, Federal Government’s Transfer to Tuvalu - Adjournment Debate 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [11.15 pm]:  I briefly wish to make some observations about 
the duplicity of the federal Government.  It seems ridiculous that the Australian Government has gone quietly to 
the people on the island of Tuvalu and asked them to accept asylum seekers for processing.  This becomes part 
of what we refer to as our “Pacific solution”.  It is interesting to note that whilst we are doing this, a couple of 
months ago the people of the island of Tuvalu approached the Australian Government and asked if it would take 
their population, or part thereof, because their island was going under the ocean.  It seems bizarre to me that, 
when Tuvalu’s Prime Minister, Ionatana Ionatana, told the New Zealand Prime Minister, Helen Clarke, at a 
meeting in February that many of Tuvalu’s 10 500 residents would need relocation within two to three years, our 
Prime Minister would not even consider taking any of the Tuvalu people as refugees.  In the meantime, New 
Zealand has already taken 5 000 refugees from that island and anticipates taking the remainder.  At the same 
time we, the Australian people, via our federal Government, are trying to get that country to take some of what 
we determine to be our refugees.  It is crass hypocrisy! 

Premier’s Comments - Adjournment Debate 
HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [11.17 pm]:  I take this opportunity to elaborate on the 
comments by my colleague, Hon Frank Hough, during the adjournment debate in this House yesterday.  The 
ratbag ravings of the Premier of this State, which have continued now for a considerable time, have been 
offensive not only to me but to over 100 000 electors who supported One Nation in the February election.  The 
grubby deals referred to by the Premier, in which he perniciously attempts to involve One Nation, are not only 
untrue but appear to be a permanent mental fixation with many members of the Labor Party. 

As a new member of this House, I must confess to bewilderment at this.  The only recollection I have of any 
reference to divisiveness and fracturing of the Australian community has been offered by Hon Tom Stephens.  In 
the member’s diatribe he consistently raises shadows - no specifics whatsoever - in his attempts to bully forward 
the view that opposition to the Labor Party’s divisive policy of multiculturalism is racial and disruptive.  The 
Labor Party has shown itself to be totally opposed to citizen referendums on issues of national or state concern - 
otherwise we would take the issues of one vote, one value to the constituents.   

As for One Nation being divisive, I do not believe that is true.  It is not divisive to offer varying solutions or to 
wish to refer debate back to our constituents.  The Labor Party totally ignored a protest of 3 000 people voicing 
their disapproval of social matters that this Government is attempting to force through this Parliament.  It is also 
apparent that the National Party members, by not attending a division or by crossing the floor, are also flouting 
the concerns of their Christian electorate.  By any standard, the Premier’s actions were disgraceful.  His 
Government should study well the story of the boy who cried wolf.  It is a lesson that can be strongly driven 
home on the federal stage in relation to the Labor Party’s conduct concerning the goods and services tax.  It will 
suffer the same fate on its strident cry of racism and divisiveness when it dares to offer a second opinion.  Dr 
Gallop often uses the word “grubby”, which is an entirely appropriate word to describe his actions.  

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 11.20 pm 
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