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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.10 pm]:  Prior to moving the adjournment 
motion, I advise as a matter of courtesy that I will be moving tomorrow to sit beyond 10.00 pm.  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Curtin Detention Centre - Adjournment Debate 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [10.11 pm]:  I bring to the House’s attention an excerpt from The 
West Australian of Tuesday, 30 October.  The article is headed “Expert to blast detainee centres” and has a 
comment by Richard Harding, the Inspector of Custodial Services.  The article states - 

The State’s prison watchdog will tell an international audience today that Australia’s immigration 
detention centres are a disgrace. 

He said he formed his views after spending nine hours at the Curtin detention centre on June 25.  There 
were 849 people living there that day, mostly Iraqis, Iranians and Afghans. 

“The huts were grossly overcrowded, many toilets and some washing machines were broken, the so-
called shop was abominably stocked and rather inaccessible, the system for sending mail breached all 
standards of privacy and confidentiality and the medical and dental facilities were inadequate,” he said. 

When I saw that article I happened to be in my electorate, in the Kimberley.  I made contact with the federal 
minister and sought permission to tour that detention centre at Curtin to establish for myself whether it was a 
hellhole as reported.  I have to say that this article is totally misleading to the Australian public.  I am extremely 
angry that someone could walk into one of these detention centres, as Professor Harding obviously did, issue a 
press release and follow it up with a speech to the International Corrections and Prisons Association conference, 
as he did on 30 October in Perth. 

Nobody knew that I intended to visit the centre at Curtin, except obviously the manager of the centre, who works 
for the Bureau of Immigration, Multicultural and Population Research.  When I toured the centre I found a very 
dedicated staff both in Australasian Correctional Services Pty Ltd and the Department of Immigration and 
Multicultural Affairs.  In the centre’s five-hectare area I found a school operating extremely well where 
detainees were being taught English; a shop stocked with all requirements needed by detainees; a service that 
allowed detainees to have unlimited access to international telephone calls; a spotless and extremely pleasant 
kitchen to be in at 2.30 pm on a Friday when the temperature outside was in the low 40s; and a procedure 
whereby detainees had a right to form a committee to decide what they would eat.  I did not find any broken 
toilets or broken washing machines, as mentioned in Professor Harding’s speech.  I did not find any 
overcrowding in the buildings where detainees slept unless the overcrowding was at their own instigation.  There 
was a building outside of which I was surprised to see a number of shoes left.  On inquiry, I was told that was 
where the Sri Lankan detainees preferred to sleep. 

The article in The West Australian is extremely misleading to the Australian public.  In my observations of the 
detention centre there was nothing degrading to the people detained there except for a fence that controlled them.  
As they were illegal asylum seekers, I did not expect anything different. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  Were they not genuine refugees? 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  They were illegal asylum seekers, some of whom had been processed. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  What is an illegal asylum seeker? 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Someone who comes into Australia after throwing his or her passport overboard. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  Is it? 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Yes, that is how I determine them.  They come into Australia after they have thrown 
their passports overboard so that the authorities cannot establish from where they came. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  Do you reckon that all of the Afghan people in the hills of Afghanistan would have passports? 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I did not talk to them individually.  However, I am aware that many of them had no 
papers whatsoever. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Were any of them members of the Greens? 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I do not know.  Perhaps, from some of the comments by members of the Labor Party, 
they were looking for preferences! 

As I said, this article in The West Australian was extremely offensive and misleading to people who have not had 
an opportunity, as I have had, to visit the detention centres at Curtin and Port Hedland and to see for themselves 
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what is occurring in these places.  In his speech Professor Harding said that on his visit it soon emerged that the 
personnel of both the Department of Immigration and Multicultural Affairs and the Australasian Correctional 
Services regarded themselves as part of a unitary team and that there was absolutely no differentiation in their 
behaviour when carrying out their day-to-day roles.  I do not see a problem with that.  Harmony is a good 
prospect for the detainees in the detention centres that the authorities are forced to run.  It would be far more 
likely that the kitchens would not be operating and repairs to broken toilets and so on were slow if the people 
running the show were arguing.  The toilets that Professor Harding referred to as smashed on his visit were 
smashed on the morning prior to his arrival and after management had been instructed to inform everybody of 
his pending arrival. 
After visiting the detention centre and coming away with the opinion that I have just expressed, I called into 
Broome on my drive south from Derby and picked up a newspaper in which I read an article about the closure of 
the Riverbank Prison.  That article was about some comments also made by Professor Harding.  He said that the 
cells were too small and lacked natural light and ventilation, yet at some time early last year, an inspection by 
world authority Baroness Stern had indicated that this prison was run according to world’s best practice.  I stand 
corrected on the date. 

Sittings of the House - Adjournment Debate 
HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [10.20 pm]:  I will comment quickly on 
the courtesy extended to the House a moment ago by the Leader of the House advising us that tomorrow we will 
sit beyond 10.00 pm.  Obviously, a courtesy was attached to that, but no consultation whatsoever.  We have a 
management committee, which I resisted for many years, but which now meets regularly.  At meetings of that 
committee, there has been no suggestion of sitting different hours.  It seems that there is consultation only when 
the Liberal Party is in government, without the numbers in this House, and it is expected to consult or not do 
anything.  However, now that the numbers have turned around, the Government thinks that it can tell the House 
that tomorrow it will sit beyond 10.00 pm, with no indication of what time it will finish and no consultation on 
the matter. 
When I heard the leader’s comments, I quickly did a bit of research on what the Liberal Party did in government 
in the year 2000, in the period leading up to the end of the year, and in that case leading up to the end of a term 
in office and to an election.  At that time I sought and obtained the agreement of other parties to sit one hour 
earlier and one hour later each day from 7 November until 18 December 2000.  I obtained the agreement of other 
parties to do that, so that the Government could deal with its legislative program.  However, that was achieved 
only by consultation, because at that time I did not have the support of a majority of members of the House to 
achieve that end.  Therefore, as had been the case for the previous four years, any change to the sitting hours that 
I was able to secure was obtained by consultation on every occasion.  I had to get the support of the Opposition if 
the Government wanted to change the sitting hours.   

I do not take kindly to the Leader of the House saying that tomorrow we will sit beyond 10.00 pm, full stop - no 
consultation and no consideration.  If the Leader of the House wants to extend the sitting hours, all he has to say 
is that he wants to do that, and can we talk about what they might be.  If he had taken the time to do that, I would 
have shown him what we did last year, to which he agreed, and which gave the Government some half a dozen 
hours a week more time to deal with its business.  However, there was a time limit, which meant that we finished 
at 11.00 pm and not at some indeterminate period after 10.00 pm.  I also add that some notice was given to 
members of the proposed change to sitting times. 

If the Government persists with this idea that it will just walk in and move a motion to sit beyond a certain time, 
I will resist it, as did the Opposition last time.  We will sit around and waste more time, to the point that we make 
the whole thing a farce.  If the Leader of the House wants cooperation, there must be consultation.  I had to live 
with that and with trying to get matters through this place without a majority.  Just because the Government 
thinks it has a majority does not mean it can ride roughshod over the consultation process that has been put in 
place in this House for the past four or five years.  If the Leader of the House wants simply to walk into this 
place and tell us that we will sit beyond a certain time, as he has done once already, the Opposition will not 
cooperate. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.24 pm]:  I feel that I must respond.  For a start, 
the Leader of the Opposition has completely misled the House in saying that I came in and advised the House 
that we would sit beyond 10.00 pm.  I advised, as a matter of courtesy, that tomorrow I will move that motion. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  That is exactly the same thing. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  If the Leader of the Opposition had been listening, he would have heard me say that.  I 
advised, as a matter of courtesy, that tomorrow I would move to do that.  If the Leader of the Opposition wants 
to talk about that, that provides ample time for us to do so.  The Leader of the Opposition knows that perfectly 
well. 
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Hon N.F. Moore:  You could have talked about it last Thursday.  You have these meetings every Thursday, and 
you tell us nothing. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Last Thursday I advised the House management committee of the Government’s 
legislative program, and I said at the time that it would require an extra week’s sitting at the end of the year and 
some late sittings.  I advised the House management committee of that fact.   

One thing that the Leader of the Opposition said that is correct is that the Opposition in the last Parliament 
provided extensive opportunities for the Government over a period of weeks of extended sittings.  Prior to that, 
on other occasions, we did not find out that we were sitting late until the evening on which it was decided to sit 
late.  That is the history.  Nobody ever advised us the night before that the motion to sit late would be moved. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  What rubbish!  Your memory is very selective. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The Leader of the Opposition’s sense of history is not as accurate as mine.  The fact is that 
the previous Opposition provided the Government with extensive opportunities.  The one time this year that the 
Government sought to sit an hour or so late in order to get the agreed business done in this House, we were still 
arguing the motion to sit beyond 5.00 pm at 5.00 pm. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  We will do that again tomorrow unless you sit down and negotiate with us. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am happy to talk to the Leader of the Opposition about that tomorrow. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  No, negotiate - not just talk to and tell. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  To negotiate is to talk.  I am happy to provide that opportunity.  That is the reason that I 
extended a courtesy to the Opposition that was never extended to us, other than at the end of last year when the 
then Opposition agreed to give the Government those extended sittings.  Prior to that, there were numerous 
occasions on which we sat here until -  

Hon N.F. Moore:  You had the numbers, remember. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The Government had the numbers in those days. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  No, I did not have the numbers for the past four years. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  No, not in the past four years; I am going back further than that. 

The PRESIDENT:  The Leader of the Opposition will come to order.  He has had his say in the adjournment 
debate. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Going back to the years when the Labor Party was in opposition, we were never given any 
warning, other than at the last minute. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  That is not true, and you know it. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am sorry, the Leader of the Opposition is wrong.  It is true that over the past four years 
the previous Opposition provided opportunities for the then Government to sit late when it was needed.  I 
provided, although later than I would have liked, an extensive list of the legislative priorities of the Government.  
When that legislation is available to this House, it will go through this House, one way or the other.  The Leader 
of the Opposition has had a wonderful time extending the general debates on the Address-in-Reply, and a 
wonderful time with the budget debate.  We have all had a good time and enjoyed it.  I have not complained 
once.  Even though I was told that probably most speakers would not take their full hour, I sat here for the two 
hours that the Opposition took every day, and I will sit here till Thursday and put up with the two hours.  We 
have all had a good time, but the legislation to which the Government has applied priority must still go through 
this House.  The Opposition can take as long as it likes, and I am the last to criticise.  I always will be, because I 
played those games myself.  At the end of the day, we always ensured that the Government’s priority legislation 
got through, and that is my expectation -  

Hon N.F. Moore:  But your priority legislation is a joke, and you know it. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is surely a value judgment at the very best, Leader of the Opposition.  We all know, 
from experience, that at the end of the year some of the legislation comes in a bit late, and we all understand why 
that is so.  Nothing is different this year from what has ever happened before. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  It is not even in the Parliament, and it is now the middle of November. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Most of the legislation on that priority list is before the Parliament now. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  It is not.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Some Bills are not, I grant the Leader of the Opposition that.  The fact is that we have 
ample time to get those Bills through, provided we apply ourselves.  We may not even have to sit during that last 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 6 November 2001] 

 p5011b-5015a 
Hon Kim Chance; Hon John Fischer; Hon Norman Moore 

 [4] 

week if we can apply ourselves to the legislation.  If we need more hours to do that, that is what it will take.  
Although we have all had a very good time and enjoyed ourselves with our one-hour speeches and two budget 
debates every day, which is what we agreed to, the fact is that we must get through the Government’s priority 
legislation.  That is what this House is here for. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  Why do you not negotiate the times? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am happy to negotiate the times.  I have given the Leader of the Opposition the courtesy 
of advising that I will be moving that motion tomorrow.  That provides the opportunity for us to discuss the 
matter.  We did discuss the possibility of our sitting late at the last House management committee meeting. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  You told us what you were going to do.  There was no consultation.  I am saying that you 
should consult. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The Leader of the Opposition did not come back to me, so I presumed he was happy with 
that arrangement.  That is something we can talk about tomorrow. 

Hon Barry House:  What about agreeing to sit a bit earlier on Wednesdays and Thursdays?  Why not talk about 
it? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am happy to talk about that.  I am looking for a little additional time so that we can get 
some government business through this House.  The fact is that this year we have effectively done no 
government business. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  Whose fault do you think that is?  You have the numbers in this House, Mr Leader. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I do not have the numbers in this House.  The standing orders require that I give certain 
priority to certain legislation.  If opposition members speak to the limit on every occasion, the Government does 
not end up with a lot of time. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  You moved amendments to the Address-in-Reply every second week; you had dozens of 
them.  You kept the Address-in-Reply going on and on for twice as long as usual. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  But we also got the legislation through. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  Exactly right. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  All I am saying is that that is what we will be doing.  It is, as the Leader of the Opposition 
says, a question of management. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.31 pm 

__________ 
 


