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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan) [5.04 pm]: Madam President, it is 10 days shy of 12 years 
since I first took my seat in this place as a newly minted member of the Parliament of this state. I delivered my 
inaugural address on 23 June 2009 in the course of the debate on the Loan Bill of that year. Now, almost 12 years 
later, it will gratify many members in this place to learn that I am delivering my farewell. 
An inaugural address is a challenge for a new member. There is a desire to do it right. One feels the need to say if not 
something profound, at least something that is not embarrassing or will not embarrass one in the future. I confess 
that after having proofread my inaugural speech for the purpose of its publication in Hansard back in 2009, I had 
not dared look at it since—until last night. I felt that I needed to do so, if only to refresh my memory on what I might 
have said that was germane to this occasion and my departure. 
The idea of a valedictory is also a challenge. It is the last opportunity one has to say something in this forum. It is 
a benefit that comes with the post of being a member of the Legislative Council to know the date of your impending 
doom and demise as a member. It is something that is frequently denied those in the Legislative Assembly. There 
is always that hope for members there that they will resume their seats in the future. Here, we at least know that 
the sword of Damocles is about to fall and can make our plans accordingly. But that does not make it any easier. 
There is pressure to say something, let us say Churchillian, that will be replete with quotable quotes for the future. 
Hon Clive Griffiths made some such comments, but I will not aspire to that standard. Other members can take 
comfort that I have chosen to eschew that course so as not to embarrass them. 
I make no assessment of the literary merit of my inaugural address but will refer back to it for a couple of purposes. 
At that time, I expressed my belief that I had something to offer—that I could contribute to this Parliament and to 
the body politic of Western Australia. I said that I looked forward to working with my parliamentary colleagues 
and with, or, if necessary, opposing, my political opponents.  
Over the last decade and more, I have had that opportunity. I have also had other opportunities, more than I had 
hoped for or expected at that stage. I have been able to contribute not only as a member of this place, but also as 
a representative of the Liberal Party in my electorate office and, by virtue of my legal background, by providing some 
assistance to others in Western Australia who have been referred to me in my capacity as a member of Parliament. 
I have contributed to the work of this house as a sometime presiding officer when I was a Deputy Chair of 
Committees, as a member more generally and as a deputy chair and chair of a diverse range of committees over the 
course of the last 12 years. I also had the privilege of being a minister for two portfolios, being Attorney General 
and commerce. In opposition, I had the responsibility of being shadow minister for those two portfolios and also 
heritage and culture and the arts. 
I served as Deputy Leader of the Government when we were in government, alongside Hon Peter Collier, and 
I served as Deputy Leader of the Opposition, also alongside Hon Peter Collier. I have had the opportunity to make, 
influence and amend laws. I have had the opportunity to help my constituents, both as a group, or segments of that 
constituency, or as individuals. I have been graced. The experience, for all its ups and downs, disappointments and 
rewards, has been wonderful and is one for which I am truly grateful. I will be sorry to leave. I have learnt much 
and I have got to know many people not only outside this Parliament, but also the members of this place over the 
last 12 years—those who were here when I arrived and who have since gone, and the newcomers, although there 
has been a turnover of some of them as well. That has been an enriching and rewarding experience. 
I am sure that it will come as a disappointment to all members that I do not propose to traverse the detail of my career 
and my experiences. I have chosen instead to devote my time to a number of issues that are of concern to me and 
that I think will endure into the next Parliament. However, before I do that, I have many people to thank for the 
opportunity to be here and serve as a member of this place and to rise to the position of responsibility that I held 
for some four and a bit years as minister. 

As I mentioned in my inaugural speech, to attempt to identify all those people to whom I owe a debt of thanks would 
not only take more of the time of this house than I could reasonably expect to use, but also get a little tedious. It 
also runs the risk that at some point I will give apparent priority to some over others and that I will omit some or 
not give the thanks to which they are due. However, it would be remiss of me not to mention a few. Firstly, I would 
like to thank the Liberal Party of Western Australia of which I have been a member for some almost 30 years now 
and for which I have striven to represent in this place to the best of my abilities and with honour and some dignity. 
I have been proud to do so and to promote the Liberal cause and the values of the party. That is not to say that the 
Liberal Party is any different from other parties in respect of its having flaws—no political party is perfect; each 
political party has problems with its operations from time to time. However, the Liberal Party’s values endure, and 
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I am proud to represent those. I wish it the best into the future. It has had its ups and downs since its founding 
by Sir Robert Menzies. One of its earliest victories as a political party, if not the earliest, was in this state. I am 
sure that this period will be an opportunity for the Liberal Party to rebuild and reinvent itself and proceed into the 
future as a refreshed party that will be a formidable opponent and, in due course, government, in alliance with its 
Nationals WA colleagues in this state for the benefit of Western Australians. 

I would like to thank my parliamentary colleagues in the Liberal Party with whom I have served. I thank them for 
their collegiality, humour, fellowship and support, especially my fellow upper house members. As Hon Jim Chown 
said only a little while ago, and certainly in this period of office, we few, we happy few, we band of brothers and 
one sister have been a great team, and I have very much enjoyed working with and among them. I shall miss them 
and I shall miss being able to work with them in this place. 

In particular, I need to acknowledge my friend Hon Peter Collier. Without his faith in me, I would not have been here 
in the first place. I hope that I have not disappointed him in the trust he put in me and the confidence and support 
that he has demonstrated to me over the years. I am very grateful to him. As I said, notwithstanding the downs, 
this is an experience that I would not have missed. The journey to this point is something that is denied many people, 
or at least they do not have the opportunity to do it, and however it ends, the journey itself is a rewarding and 
important experience that is not to be despised. 

It is axiomatic and fashionable nowadays that people despise politicians; they feel obliged to do so. It is ironic that 
nothing adds cachet to an event than having a member of Parliament turn up to it, let alone a minister. It has been 
humbling to see in many circumstances the respect that has been accorded to me and other members of Parliament 
when we have attended events. One that springs to mind and impressed upon me the need to maintain that dignity 
and to respect members of the community was one of my very first appearances as a member on behalf of 
Hon John Castrilli, who was then the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests. I went to a small gathering 
at the Girrawheen community centre, run by the Mauritanian Association of Western Australia. All of them were 
refugees who had spent much of their life in a neighbouring country before coming to Australia. Some of them had 
had their children in a refugee camp and others had families here. I felt the palpable gratitude that they felt to have 
a member of Parliament drive up and stay at their little event rather than turning up in a motorcade, plundering 
their village and moving on. They were, I think, surprised that in this system in Western Australia, people as important 
to them, having the status of members of Parliament, were prepared to go and talk to them as people. One of the 
things that touched me was that they had festooned the hall with copies of the Mauritanian national flag. They had 
cut green cloth and pasted onto it gold stars and a crescent; that was their makeshift flag. They were overjoyed when 
I promised that I would get them an Australian flag, a state flag and a real Mauritanian flag that they could display. 
It is those little things that we as members can do, not to win points, not to win votes, but simply to show our respect 
for the people in our community, and I was very moved by the experience. 

I thank Hon Peter Collier and my colleagues. I should also mention Hon Norman Moore, who was the Leader of 
the House when I first arrived in this place and who warmly welcomed me as part of the Liberal Party team—the 
“Black Hand Gang” as I found we called ourselves; an appellation that had been assigned to us by jealous members 
of the Legislative Assembly many, many years before. I think it was a sign of their fear of our intellectual superiority 
and moral rectitude and ability to run our own affairs without being told what to do by even the Premier of the day. 
I understand that the Labor Party has a somewhat different system—caucus makes the decisions and so forth—but 
one of the traditions that we have jealously guarded in the Liberal Party is that our upper house members are their 
own bosses. We decide who our leader will be, and we decide when we are in government who our president will 
be, in collaboration with other parties. The collegiality of that particular group, the welcome I received, the counsel 
that I received from Hon Norman Moore, and the information, was invaluable to me as a neophyte. 

I want to express my appreciation and respect for the many members of all parties with whom I have worked, 
particularly on committees. It has been difficult as a minister, because we have to resign from committees and 
the like in order to focus on our other functions, and it would be a conflict of interest, anyway. However, I have 
had the pleasure of serving with a number of members of the government backbench over the last four years—
Hon Pierre Yang, Hon Laurie Graham, Hon Kyle McGinn and Hon Samantha Rowe. I have also served with 
Hon Alison Xamon, Hon Aaron Stonehouse and Hon Robin Scott. If I had omitted anyone, I apologise. I have very 
much enjoyed that experience, and also the opportunity to get to know them better and to understand what makes 
them tick. One of the things I vowed to do when I entered this place was to appreciate the differences in points of 
view. I know that in the political turmoil that occurs from time to time, that can be forgotten and you have your own 
views of things and the pressures get on. If I have given offence to anyone on a personal level, I do apologise for 
that, but I have always tried to deal with my colleagues, my political opponents, and others, with respect, and decently. 
If I have fallen short of that standard, I very much regret it. 
I would like to thank my friends and supporters in the Liberal Party for their generosity of spirit, which has sustained 
me over the years. There are too many to name, and I hope none will be offended if I single out only one in particular, 
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whom I got to know better after my election. That is my very good friend and the current state president of the 
Liberal Party, Fay Duda. Her energy and commitment to the party is second to none. I thank her for her good humour 
and her moral and emotional support over the years. 
There have been my ministerial staff during my years as Attorney General and Minister for Commerce. I will 
not embarrass them by naming specifically; they know who they are, and I am in touch with several of them. It is 
very touching that they still say that they enjoyed working with me and under me, and for me, and I very much 
enjoyed working with them. My time with them made the challenges of ministerial responsibility not only bearable, 
but fun. I wish them well in the future. As any minister who has served before will appreciate, the day when they 
realise that their office is no more and that they will no longer work as a team is a very hurtful one for a member. 
It was a very, very sad occasion after the election in 2017, quite apart from the political loss and the loss of 
government, to tell the people who had worked with me and with whom I had worked that their jobs were no more 
and that they had to pack up and split up and that their futures were uncertain. Likewise, the various departmental 
officers whom I have worked with over that period of time, their quiet dedication to duty, their commitment to public 
service, and their apolitical professionalism was something that as a former public servant myself, I respected, 
I admired and I appreciated. 
I would like to thank my wife, Laraine, who has endured the demands on me for the bulk of my parliamentary career 
and the highs and lows that go with it. Her love and her friendship, and her moral and emotional support, have allowed 
me to continue and have sustained me until now, and I am confident shall sustain me into the future. It is not a life 
that is an easy one for a partner, and it involves some sacrifices, if only of potential privacy and the ability to plan 
events that must necessarily give way to one’s political responsibilities. 
I have been struck by the professionalism and dedication of our parliamentary staff, not only those in this chamber 
and the officers of this chamber, but the Assembly as well—the Sergeant-at-Arms, the Clerks and the chamber 
staff, and also the other staff that make Parliament tick and able to run. 
One of the first things that impressed upon me, and that personally I was a bit self-conscious of, was when parliamentary 
staff would refer to me as “Sir” or “Mr Mischin”, or, in the case of being a minister, as “Minister”. It was that level 
of formality that I found a little embarrassing, I suppose. I was not used to it. I was used to a far more informal 
working environment. One thing it did do, though, was apprise me of their professionalism. But also it made me 
want to live up to the dignity and the respect that they had shown to me, and not to disappoint those titles that they 
were according to me and the respect that they were showing to me, and to aspire to be better. I am pleased to say 
that I think I have had a very good relationship with the staff of this house and of the Parliament generally. I will 
miss them, too. Nothing seems too much for them. Their respectful manner, and the way in which they deal with 
members, even the newest, serves to inspire one to live up to what is expected of a member. 
Lastly, and by no means least, I want to thank my electorate office staff. My electorate officer, Sherryl Paternoster, 
and my research officer, Peter Ramshaw, were with me at the beginning and they are with me at the end. In my 
2009 inaugural speech, I thanked them for their enthusiasm to join me in what promised to be an exciting and 
rewarding adventure, and so it has been. They have served me loyally and faithfully supported me for these 12 years. 
They have also been the first contact point for the needs and expectations of the electorate. In the course of that, 
they have done an incalculable amount of good for our community. They have given me their friendship through the 
good times and the bad, the highs and lows, and I thank them for being part of my life for over a decade and for 
the sacrifices that they have made for me and for the service that they have rendered our constituents. 
In the course of that time, they have had to put up with a fair share of abuse. One price, I suppose, that one pays for 
being a member of Parliament is that we seem to attract the ire of those who are disappointed by government or 
life generally, or have problems that they are emotional about, and our electorate office staff, being the first point 
of contact, sometimes encounter personal abuse and threats. They have borne with that and done their best to calm 
the abusive and the querulous, and to try to achieve for those people the best possible result, but often they cannot. 
But what does disturb me is that although members ought to expect that as part of the job, they should not expect 
it from fellow members of Parliament. I fear that from time to time, the standards of debate and conduct, at least 
in the other place, fall well below what ought to be the case and do members of Parliament no good. Some members 
feel the need to play the man rather than the ball. Some members feel the need to deride and insult when they cannot 
critique policy, and that is regrettable and I think unworthy of them. I may be wrong. Maybe it is reflective of their 
character and their worth. I suppose I should find it flattering that they have thought it necessary to debase themselves 
and to descend to that level, but I feel that it sets no good example for new members and it degrades the dignity of 
the Parliament when that happens. I am pleased that the standards in this place have been different. I think that is 
attributable not only to the traditions of this house, but also to our Presiding Officers, whether they be in place of 
the President or the Presidents themselves. I have had the privilege of serving under two Presidents. When I arrived 
here, it was Hon Barry House, suitably avuncular and dignified in his carriage and demeanour. After his retirement, 
we had Hon Kate Doust. Both have discharged their office with dignity and have earned respect across political 
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divides. I have to say that I am sorry to hear that Hon Kate Doust is not continuing in that role. It is also disappointing 
if that were to be the case, and I will come to that in a moment. 
As I mentioned, the Liberal Party has a tradition—a convention, if you like—that our leaders in this place are chosen 
by our “upper house party room” as it were. We do not get dictated to by the party room generally or by our leaders. 
To my mind, much of the maintenance of standards and many of the restraints upon the use and abuse of power 
are occasioned by respect for traditions and conventions. They are the unwritten restraint upon the use of unfettered 
power. When those are dispensed with, we need to be genuinely worried about the consequences. 
That brings me to another aspect of my inaugural address. In the course of it, I made several allusions to the risks of 
concentrating too much power, throwing our body politic out of balance. I mentioned in respect of our constituents—
our state’s population—that we owe it to them to maintain a balance between the powers of this Parliament, those of 
the executive and those of the judiciary, and we also owe it to them to rebuild respect for the institution of Parliament. 
In the past, I made mention of the lessons of history. Although I am not drawing an analogy, the lessons of tyranny 
have impressed upon me the dangers of concentrating too much power in one set of hands and how badly power 
can be abused. I mentioned that I was an admirer of our institutions that we have inherited from Britain—ideals 
such as an independent judiciary, an independent civil service and the concept of a bicameral legislature. I also 
mentioned the vitally important role of our Legislative Council in our system of government. I see that now being 
threatened, and it does concern me. We are told that electoral reform is in the wind and that some of it will involve 
changing the composition of this house. Once the membership of this house changes, there will be no bar to that 
happening. There will also be no imperative on the part of the government or a desire, I suspect, to refer those alleged 
reforms to a committee of this Parliament, let alone to have multiparty comment on them. Any government with 
an overwhelming control will descend into hubris and will abuse its power. I hesitate to repeat the old adage that 
power tends to corrupt and absolute power corrupts absolutely. I hope that I will be proved wrong, but I do see threats 
to the integrity of how this Parliament will run and the respect that will be accorded opposing views in the search 
and desire to maintain control of our body politic by the government of the day now that it has the opportunity to 
do so. It is no respecter of conventions. 
The Commission on Government, after the good old WA Inc days, specifically recommended against having 
a parliamentary cabinet secretary. It recommended a public servant. That was one of the first things the current 
government dismissed—disregarded—even though previous Premiers such as Hon Geoff Gallop supported that 
recommendation. I emphasise that I do not criticise His Excellency the Governor. I found him a very hospitable 
and decent man with high ideals and standards, and I have enjoyed being in his company and that of his wife, 
Ms Susie Annus. However, there had been a convention for some 70 years that you do not appoint ex-political people 
to the post of Governor, but that was done. It was quite blatantly admitted that it was for a political friend and 
mentor. So much for that convention. I hope that members of this place who will be continuing will remember that 
if there is a change of government, there are now no conventions. Precedents have been set. 
We have had the stacking of committees. Traditionally, the estimates committee of this place is chaired by someone 
from an opposition party. It was not during the last term. I understand we had a convention in the past that if 
electoral reform legislation is introduced, there be consultation with the other parties. That was not done with the 
last raft which came in here last year. We have had the stacking of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption 
and Crime Commission. In the past, it consisted of two members of the Assembly, one from the government and 
one from the opposition; and, in the Council, one from the government and one from the opposition. The last time 
that happened—I make no criticism of Hon Alison Xamon, whose integrity I respect enormously—the idea appeared 
to be to leave only one Liberal member and to have those parties left of centre, including the government, on that 
committee in the expectation that the Greens would be at the Labor Party’s beck and call. They were gravely 
disappointed, but that was an example of the dispensation of convention and understanding. 
A number of things have flowed from that. In the case of the appointment of a Corruption and Crime Commissioner, 
the government sought a particular person’s appointment—the government would say “reappointed”. Let us face 
it, it is an appointment. Each appointment goes through a process set up by this Parliament that, back in the days 
when the act was passed, was considered by this house, by a committee, which decided that leaving it in the hands 
of government ran the risk of making it a political appointment. So, it set up a system—an imperfect one—which 
was a three-stage system. One involved a nominating committee and a submission of three names to the Premier, 
that is stage 2, but also that a joint standing committee consider those nominations and accept or reject them. 
Everyone has abided by that over the years, but this government has chosen to disregard that. On the strength of 
stage 1 of the process and the Premier desiring that particular person, it dispensed with convention and decided that 
it would move heaven and earth, and even legislate specifically, to name a person it wanted to be commissioner. 
That is notwithstanding there was no bipartisan or majority support for that person by the joint standing committee. 
I know the focus has always been on the Liberal Party blocking the appointment—that has been the political theme—
and, regrettably, it was also something that was taken up by the ex-commissioner. The Liberal Party was blamed, 
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ignoring the fact that there was one other parliamentarian with responsibility on that committee. At least two people 
out of that four-person committee did not support that nomination. 
Sadly, another convention has been broken: one member of that committee decided to grizzle about the process in 
public. Rather than having it investigated in order to see whether a breach of privilege was involved or there was 
a crossing of the line, after he had shown to the other members of the committee that anything they say might end 
up being revealed to the public, have we had an inquiry into it? No; it was blocked by the numbers in the Assembly. 
So much for that and that level of accountability. In fact, that member was hailed by our Attorney General as being 
courageous and a hero for doing so. That set a precedent. I know Hon Pierre Yang is concerned about precedents—
that is another precedent that has been set. 
For political gain, we have had misinformation about the process. We have had the Attorney General seeking and 
obtaining from the then commissioner, who he wanted to reappoint—the evidence is that is unprecedented—a list 
of ongoing and prospective investigations by that commissioner. What an astonishing thing to do! The pretext is, 
“It makes me understand just how important this particular person is,” but it also tells our Attorney General who 
is being investigated, who is going to be investigated, who is not being investigated and who is not going to be 
investigated, if that commissioner is reappointed. 
We have had the Premier breaching another convention—just because he can, he told us, in answer to a question 
that I asked in this place—revealing the names of the unsuccessful applicants in order to humiliate and embarrass 
them. I add to that that in a speech last year, the ex-Corruption and Crime Commissioner said, to an audience, that 
he was not only the “outstanding” candidate but also that the others were only “suitable”. That is what he told his 
audience. What an appalling way to treat unsuccessful applicants for a position! 
We are going to restart the process now, which is supposed to legitimate what has been done. But who would be 
inclined to put their name forward knowing that the government does not want anyone except its chosen appointee 
and might very well reveal the identities of those unsuccessful applicants, and indeed whether the nominating 
committee thought they were “outstanding”, “suitable”, “so-so”, “unacceptable” or “mad”? Seriously! That was 
a disgraceful breach of trust. 
This house has had to take legal proceedings. Conventions that were meant to be struck between the Corruption and 
Crime Commissioner and this body were never settled. Instead, it appears there were discussions between the 
Attorney General and the then commissioner that resulted in production notices and the like, but the process was 
abandoned before coming to an agreement. Since then, we have had the astonishing spectacle of an Attorney General 
taking action against the Presiding Officer of the Legislative Council. If I were the Attorney General, I would have 
moved heaven and earth to try to come to some kind of settlement that would not embarrass the body politic and 
preserve the complicated and delicate relationship that needs to be observed between the three arms of government: 
the Parliament, the executive and the judiciary. The CCC commissioner is a part of the executive, although he wants 
to be above and beyond and not answerable, it appears, because he thinks that he ought to be reappointed. He told 
people that his reappointment had been blocked and that he had been disqualified for reasons he cannot understand, 
as though there were some expectation that he should be. That balance needs to be maintained. It is being shifted 
and it threatens to be destroyed in the foreseeable future. There seems to be a sense of entitlement on the part of 
the ex-commissioner, having had one box ticked and having had the favour of the Premier of the day, that Parliament 
is of no account and ought to have no say, and that anyone who opposes his appointment is, by definition, corrupt 
and may be subject I suppose, if he succeeds, to being investigated. 
We have another situation now. I very much respect Hon Kate Doust and Hon Adele Farina for the positions that 
they have taken in respect of this particular issue. Hon Kate Doust has put Parliament and principle above party 
and politics. What is regrettable is that she has been punished for it. I do not care whether it is a decision of the 
Premier, a decision of the caucus or a decision of those members in this place, which unfortunately it is not, but there 
is no other way of reading it. Hon Kate Doust put Parliament and principle above party and politics and has been 
punished for it. I just hope that her successor will also put Parliament and principle above politics and party and 
preserve this chamber, its privileges and the conventions that have allowed it to function as a chamber of review since 
its inception. That is not to say that it always has been perfect in its judgement, and there are things that governments 
would disagree with, but governments come and go. Indeed, they should come and go when their time is up, not 
be here forever because the system has been changed to suit them retaining power. But I hope, and I have no reason 
to suppose otherwise, that the successor will also be as principled as Hon Kate Doust is, and also as principled as 
Hon Barry House was. 
There is another factor to that, and I will not go into it in detail, but the ex-commissioner is now a political appointment 
whichever way it goes, if he gets reappointed. He delivered a speech in November last year to an audience, which 
has displayed—well, it is wrong. I have read it through and there are so many assumptions in it that are simply 
wrong. It is false about the Liberal Party, its motivations, whether it has influenced that process of the appointment 
of a commissioner, and shown astonishing disregard for the role of Parliament as opposed to party. He seems to 
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think that a leader shows leadership by telling a member of a parliamentary committee what result they want. Well, 
what is the point of a parliamentary committee? Let us just give it to the leaders of the party to decide. Why do it 
for legislation? Why have members, such as the ones I have served with, put aside party allegiances to the extent 
one sensibly can in preference to objectivity and a dispassionate examination of the evidence and what is good for 
the community as a matter of principle? What is the point? It would save the public an awful lot of time and effort 
if the two leaders—the Leader of the Government and the Leader of the Opposition—just decide these things, instead 
of going through what apparently the previous commissioner, the previous Attorney General Hon Jim McGinty, 
the current Attorney General, and the Premier think is a farce. It ought to really be just doing what the leaders of 
the parties say. Let us save a bit of time and effort if that is the case. The fact that the previous commissioner thinks 
that that is the way it ought to function just shows that he misunderstands his position. In any event, there is more 
that can be said but I will not. 
In the time available to me, I want to mention two bits of unfinished business. We have all worked on matters over 
the course of our times in Parliament when we do our best for people. Sometimes we succeed, sometimes we 
cannot. I am involved in two current cases, which I hope will be resolved in favour of the people concerned. I have 
mentioned both of them in the past. One is the case of the Mettimanos, residents of Yanchep whose house is sinking 
into the earth not through any fault of their own. They purchased it on a mortgagee sale and they live in it with 
their young family. It turns out that, through some fault, the ground was not properly compacted and the latent defects 
have been exposed and indeed were apparent, but not revealed by those who sold the house to them. The faults 
were known to the builders and the City of Wanneroo, fascinatingly enough, which was responsible for the building 
licence, has lost its records. In any event, I am pleased to say that my colleague Hon Tjorn Sibma will assume 
responsibility for that case. It is one that demands some assistance from government, if only because it demonstrates 
a weakness in our building laws and our indemnity insurance scheme. It is because time limits have expired, these 
people have no recourse. Apparently it cannot even be investigated in order to determine who was at fault because 
of time limits. That these sorts of latent defects that become obvious only many, many years after the event can 
have such catastrophic results for innocent parties are a fault in the system. I urge the government to help out 
these people, identify the faults in the system and rectify it into the future. The fact remains that if the government 
purchased the land and fixed the compaction problem, it could probably sell it at a profit in the current environment. 
But what is important is that these people not have to live in a house that is falling down and may be unfit for 
habitation. They are working extra jobs in order to pay off mortgages for a wasting asset. There must be a solution. 
I hope that Hon Tjorn Sibma and others who have been engaged in the process will arrive at some assistance 
for them. 
The other unfinished business is the case of the family of young Cohen Fink who committed suicide. He was 
a troubled youth with problems. Hon Sue Ellery, in her capacity as Minister for Education and Training, is aware 
of the case. The Fink family want an inquest into his death. After the coroner had decided no inquest was necessary, 
through their own efforts and investigations they came up with material that suggests that there may have been flaws 
in the manner in which the department and the school had dealt with the matter. I am not saying that there was, 
but it raises the question. The Attorney General has told us that he cannot use an apparently obvious power under 
the Coroners Act 1996 to direct the coroner to hold an inquest, which is why I asked the question the other day 
about the incident at Perth Children’s Hospital where Aishwarya, a young girl, died waiting for medical attention. 
Apparently, now, the Attorney General can direct an inquest at any time; hence the further question to the 
parliamentary secretary to the Attorney General, which I asked last Thursday. I am awaiting a response to know 
how he reconciles those conflicting sets of advice, one to the Fink family telling them it is too late to do anything 
and another one saying now is not the time to do anything; he can do it any time. I look forward to receiving that. 
I am pleased to say that Hon Nick Goiran, in his capacity as shadow Attorney General, will take over from me the 
oversight of that matter and its pursuit, and I wish him the best. I will conclude on that note. 
I just want to say, once again, what a privilege and a wonder it has been to take this journey through Parliament. 
It is something that, even on those mornings when you get up and think, “Why am I doing this?”, you reflect that not 
too many people have the chance. Even when you are in opposition and even when you are in a minor party, you 
get opportunities that others would not have. You have experiences, opportunities, you learn a lot, you have your 
chance to change things, and to do good. I am sure that everyone in this place entered it to do that in what they saw 
as the best interests of their community. And for that, everyone in this place deserves our respect. On that note, 
I bid you all farewell and wish you the best. For the members of the Labor Party, not absolute best—only the best 
within reason! And if I might quote Mr Spock, may you live long and prosper. 
[Applause.] 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 
HON AARON STONEHOUSE (South Metropolitan) [7.31 pm]: I rise today to give what may be my last speech 
in Parliament. I would like to begin by perhaps reflecting on where this all began four years ago when I gave my 
inaugural speech. I remember that when I began I had absolutely no idea what I was doing. I spent weeks and weeks 
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before I was sworn in stressing about what I would say in my inaugural speech, revising draft after draft, bouncing 
it around confidants and receiving feedback. Eventually, I ended up with a speech that I was happy with and I read 
it verbatim with my head down, looking at the lectern. I thought I would do it a little differently for my valedictory. 
I have a few notes, but I have not prepared anything; nothing is set in stone, so we will see where this leads us. 
Some members may not be familiar with the story of how I found myself elected, but it was something of a fluke. 
I volunteered to be a candidate for my political party when a call went out for willing and able bodies. I remember 
at the time speaking to then Senator David Leyonhjelm, who was rallying party members and looking for candidates 
for the 2017 state election. I surveyed the room and saw that a few people were interested but not too many, so I put 
up my hand. At the time, I was only 26. When I spoke to the then senator, he asked me, “Do you want to run to win 
or do you just want to be a warm body and run as a paper candidate?” I said, “I don’t know; you tell me. I’m 26 years 
old; what should I do?” He said, “You’re too young for this; politics will ruin your life. It’s a terrible thing to get into. 
We’ll put you down as not wanting to win.” That is how he recorded me: “Aaron Stonehouse does not want to win.” 
After that, there were some vetting processes, some interviews and some discussions. Eventually, I found myself 
as the lead candidate for South Metropolitan Region, very much not expecting to win. The party hedged its bets; 
it was expecting to win in the Agricultural Region and so put its star candidate in the Agricultural Region and put 
me in South Metro, where I was not expected to win. 
I went to bed on the night of the election. I helped out where I could; I volunteered. There was not much for me to 
do as a paper candidate. I went to bed the night of the election at probably 10.00 pm and I got a call at 11.00 pm 
from the then party president, Mr Connor Whittle, and he said, “Are you looking at the election results?” I said, 
“No, I’ve been asleep.” He said, “Well, it looks like you’re probably going to win. The first thing you should do 
is delete your social media profiles.” I followed his advice and deleted them, but that was not before somebody 
snagged a picture of me drunk as a skunk at my brother’s wedding, smoking a cigar and probably making some 
lewd hand gesture. Nonetheless, I found myself suddenly propelled into a position of being a member-elect of 
Parliament. It was almost a sinking feeling at first. Damn! I had to quit my job. I had just been offered a promotion. 
What was I going to do for the next few weeks? I was in a weird transitional period of having quit my job but I was 
not yet sworn in as a member, so I had no income, and I quickly burnt through what savings I had.  
I then found myself here in Parliament. My gosh; it is really a transformational experience! It really changes you 
quite a lot, and for the better—absolutely. I am a little older, perhaps a little wiser, a little more cynical certainly and 
a little bit lighter. I think I might have lost 20-odd kilograms over the course of four years, which I am pretty happy 
with, but there is still a long way to go. 
You learn a lot and meet some incredible people. It is a unique experience; there is no other job like it. I was 
elected by a complete fluke—by chance. By a quirk of the electoral system, my name drew a very good position 
on the ballot. Not through my own merit, I found myself elected. I would like to think that I have contributed 
something to the Parliament of Western Australia. I have tried to represent my constituents and the broader state 
properly and well, and have taken my responsibilities very seriously. 
It took me a little while to find my feet, maybe a few months, but then I really hit the ground running and I dived 
into committee work. I served on a couple of standing committees and several select committees. I was co-opted 
onto other standing committees. In fact, I think some of my committee colleagues probably wanted to throttle me 
at the end of it, because I was creating more and more work for the various standing committees. I found myself 
co-opted onto the Standing Committee on Legislation, for instance, on a motion of my own to refer a bill to it, which 
it otherwise would not have looked at. The members probably thought they had better things to do. But I was glad 
to do that kind of work, even though it filled up my calendar pretty quickly. 
I would like to reflect on some of the things I was able to achieve over the last four years. Something to bear in mind 
is that as a member of the crossbench, you are in a unique position. You are not in government; you cannot really 
effect the kind of change you want to. You come to Parliament with bright ideas, with your own agenda and your 
own policies perhaps, but you are not in a position to enact them. Nor are you in the opposition; you are unable to 
take a message to the electorate that says, “If you vote for me, this is what I will implement.” You can to an extent, 
but you do not really have that same legitimacy or authority that the opposition parties have, so you are sort of stuck 
in the middle. You have to take the wins where you can get them. You have to navigate, horsetrade and wheel and 
deal a little bit to try to eke out a little of your agenda where you can. 
I quite often found myself representing unpopular characters. I found myself on the side of ticket scalpers, wheel 
clampers, gamblers, tobacconists, unpopular mining billionaires, shooters, and all manner of misfits and unpopular 
folk. It sometimes felt like I was the member for vice! I am glad I had a chance to represent those people because 
I firmly believe that everybody, even those who are unpopular, deserve political representation. They deserve to have 
their voice heard, they deserve to have a fair go and they deserve justice. I am glad I was able to do that. Although 
I may not have always won, I was at least able to give those people a voice at times when they needed it. 
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Not alone, but through some pretty rigorous lobbying, I was able to get the Attorney General to agree to a desktop 
review of the criminal property confiscation regime that we have here in Western Australia. That is probably one of 
the things I am most proud of. Members may have heard me talk about it before. We have a criminal property 
confiscation scheme in this state whereby people convicted of certain crimes can have their property confiscated. 
This is not necessarily for proceeds of crime—we have that too. Property that they already own that was legitimately 
bought can be confiscated if they commit certain types of crimes. That may be reasonable in certain circumstances, 
but it is unreasonable if quite often innocent third parties get caught up in that scheme. The estranged spouse of 
a convicted criminal may find their share of their home forfeited because of the crimes of their estranged husband 
or wife. It leads to some serious injustice that would require only a few small changes to the Criminal Property 
Confiscation Act and the Misuse of Drugs Act to remedy. I introduced my own private member’s bill to try to 
address some of these issues but, of course, being a member of the crossbench, private members’ bills do not go 
far. However, I was able to get the Attorney General to agree to a desktop review conducted by Wayne Martin, who 
produced a report that made some recommendations that could help alleviate some of the unintended consequences 
of the criminal property confiscation scheme. My regret is that I will not be here long enough to see some of those 
recommendations implemented. I really hope that a future government will pick up those recommendations and 
implement them to address that injustice. 
I also had the privilege of working on the Select Committee into Alternate Approaches to Reducing Illicit Drug 
Use and its Effects on the Community. That was chaired by Hon Alison Xamon and comprised members of the 
Liberal Party, the Nationals WA, the Greens and the Labor Party and me. We had a fantastic opportunity to look 
at illicit drugs and drug control regimes of various countries and around the state. The committee came up with some 
fantastic recommendations with bipartisan or cross-party support. I really hope that we have the opportunity to deliver 
some of those changes. I really am no bleeding heart, but when we see some of the harm being caused around 
Western Australia, particularly in regional communities and we see that there are alternative ways to approach this 
issue to reduce the harm and, in the end, the use of illicit drugs, I think that committee did fantastic work. I hope 
a future government looks at some of those recommendations. 
I also had the opportunity to chair the Select Committee on Personal Choice and Community Safety, which looked 
at some very wideranging and interesting issues such as bike helmets and the like. It also made some very interesting 
findings around responsible regulation and holding bureaucratic agencies to account for the red tape and regulations 
that they impose on the rest of society, and had some fantastic ideas about introducing a regime of regulatory 
responsibility, similar to what New Zealand and New South Wales have. We are told that Treasury is working on 
that. I hope, when I am long gone, we might see it implemented in Western Australia. It might help reduce the 
burden of red tape. 
I also had the opportunity to advance a motion for self-defence for vulnerable people—women, the elderly and those 
with disabilities—and that motion was agreed to. That was around ensuring that vulnerable people who carry pepper 
spray, for instance, do not find themselves on the receiving end of a fine from the police. The motion was successful 
and the house supported it unanimously, but unfortunately it did not get too much further than the Minister for Police. 
Many others have commented on this, but I had an opportunity to contribute to the voluntary assisted dying debate. 
The Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2019 was a pretty significant piece of legislation that saw us sitting here all hours 
of the night and for very extended periods of time. In the passage of that bill we were able to make a few changes 
that tightened up some of the controls to try to prevent, for instance, beneficiaries of wills from signing off on the 
paperwork required for voluntary assisted dying. There were a couple of things lacking in that bill. There were some 
issues with reporting obligations that I am disappointed were not addressed in the debate and the legislation was 
not amended when we dealt with it. The legislation also had inadequate protections for conscientious objectors, and 
that remains a concern for me. I have used my platform in Parliament to fight for the right of conscientious objectors 
at every opportunity, and I am disappointed that the voluntary assisted dying regime does not include protections for 
those people. I hope that any future review of the voluntary assisted dying legislation looks at the lack of protections 
for conscientious objectors and whether there are any unintended consequences from it, as I predict there might be. 
I also had the opportunity to advocate for the protection of Western Australia’s heritage, history and culture. In 
particular, I have taken up the cause of a small ragtag group of activists who are trying to prevent the destruction 
of family headstones at Perth’s premier cemetery, Karrakatta. For members who are not aware, renewal at the 
cemetery is ongoing, which essentially means that headstones are removed and new plots are dug in between the 
existing plots. The argument will be made that these are old gravesites that nobody visits anymore and, therefore, 
we need to make room for new gravesites. The problem is it seems—certainly the activists I have spoken to are 
concerned—that headstones are being removed without family members being reached; the efforts to contact family 
members are insufficient; and the threshold for what is deemed to be a historically significant site that should be 
protected and not have its headstone removed is too high. Therefore, sites that mark the graves of Western Australia’s 
war heroes or its pioneers or people who built this state are being removed because they do not quite meet the 
standard of the panel that decides whether they are historically significant. 
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I have been advocating for a review into that matter. I am glad that a review was announced prior to the election. 
We will wait to see what the outcome of that review is. That is an example of one of the kinds of issues that is 
often ignored by major parties in government or opposition. This is a very difficult issue to address. Sometimes 
opposition spokespeople for local government will say they are happy to review the situation and put an end to 
renewal, but once they find themselves in the seat of a minister, it all becomes too difficult and too hard. The former 
Minister for Local Government, David Templeman, said he would review it, then when he was the minister said 
he would not. He then announced a review, but now we have a new minister. We will see how that goes. I will be 
watching keenly from outside Parliament. 
Ultimately, I wish I had more time. There were so many issues and so many constituents who deserved to have their 
concerns heard that I simply did not have the time for. I did not have the time in Parliament to advance their issues 
or perhaps I learnt about their issues too late in the game to formulate some policy or strategy to help them genuinely. 
For instance, I think of those people who have been affected by criminal property confiscation—innocent parties 
who have lost their house or will lose their house because the Director of Public Prosecutions has gone after their 
property for the crimes of their estranged spouse. Those are people who I cannot help anymore. Even if I were still 
in Parliament, they would probably still lose their houses due to the independence of the DPP, but they desperately 
need some help and need Parliament to listen to their concerns and pass legislation to address that injustice. A lot 
of people out there like that need help; they often slip through the gaps. Maybe they are not as popular or maybe 
they are not as numerous for major parties to pay attention to, but they still need representation. My regret is that 
I have not had enough time and I will not have the opportunity to help those people from Parliament anymore. 
I would like to move on to giving some recognition and thanks to various people who have helped me along the 
way. But first, I thank the President of the Legislative Council, Hon Kate Doust, for her exemplary work in defending 
and preserving the institution of Parliament and of the Legislative Council more specifically. I think she has done 
a tremendous job and she has done it in the face of criticism from everyone—from her own side to the media to 
political pundits far and wide. She has done an absolutely remarkable job. For those who are unfamiliar and who may 
be reading or listening to this speech, Hon Kate Doust finds herself facing legal action for carrying out what I, and 
I think a lot of members, regard as her duty as the President of the Legislative Council. That is quite a remarkable 
situation to find ourselves in. The Supreme Court will litigate that action and we will learn the outcome of that in 
due course, but really something quite important hangs in the balance and that is the institution of parliamentary 
privilege, which underpins everything that Parliament does. It is an incredibly important institution. It allows us 
to say what we like in here and to criticise the government without fear of prosecution from the police or some 
other agency and without fear of retribution from an angry executive government. That might sound far-fetched; 
we might think nothing like that could possibly happen in a liberal democracy like ours here in Western Australia. 
But it is an important institution and it is there because human nature is human nature. Power corrupts, and absolute 
power corrupts absolutely. We have to have those checks and balances in place. The executive government as an 
institution is not inherently corrupt, necessarily, but people are always corruptible. People are always prey to their 
weaknesses—to look at things they perhaps should not look at or to pry into things that they perhaps should not pry 
into. People can be petty, nasty, jealous and vindictive; that is human nature, so it is important to have an institution 
like parliamentary privilege to ensure that the Parliament can do its job and hold the government to account without 
fear of retribution from the executive government or agents acting on its behalf. 
Hon Kate Doust, the President of the Legislative Council, has done a fantastic job of upholding those values and 
protecting that institution. I have to say that I really think it is a shame that she will not continue in that role. She 
has set an excellent example for all of us and she has hopefully set an excellent example for whoever will take her 
place in the next Parliament. I hope that those who follow after her in Parliaments to come will look back to the 
example she set and the examples that previous Presiding Officers have set on the importance of protecting that 
institution; to protect not just the functions of the Legislative Council but also the relevance of this chamber. 
While we are on the topic of accountability and protecting institutions, I might touch briefly on the question of 
electoral reform. It is something that I have spoken about previously when the topic has come up for debate on private 
members’ bills or on other occasions. There is an argument around the suitability of group voting tickets. I will not 
talk about that today; I have spoken about that before. What is perhaps more contentious right now is the question 
of one vote, one value, and the malapportionment of votes to country regions. There is an argument that country 
representation should be lowered to increase representation of the metropolitan regions. The argument goes that it 
is unfair that a handful of people in the country should be represented by the same number of MPs as many hundreds 
of thousands of people in a metropolitan district. I think there is a real danger in accepting those assumptions at face 
value. The Attorney General, in his role as Minister for Electoral Affairs, has made the very emotive argument that 
it is unfair for country people to be over-represented and that metro people should be under-represented. We have to 
keep in mind that a system like that is put in place for very specific reasons: to ensure that we do not have centralised 
control of the entire state merely in highly populated areas. It is to ensure that we do not have a tyranny of the majority.  



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Tuesday, 11 May 2021] 

 p373b-386a 
Hon Michael Mischin; Hon Aaron Stonehouse; Hon Tim Clifford 

 [10] 

If we did away with the current regions of the upper house and had perhaps an open ticket or only a handful of 
country members elected to each country region, with more members elected to the metro regions, country regions 
would perhaps be more fairly represented in terms of total population, but they would have very little say in the affairs 
of the state. We would find ourselves in the situation of Perth dictating to the rest of the state. There would be very 
little reason to campaign in country regions, to ensure that country regions get what they need, to ensure that vital 
infrastructure is built out there or to ensure that constituents out there are looked after. A party would merely need to 
campaign and pick up enough seats in metro regions and it could control the rest of the state. It would also control 
the house of review, denying people in country regions a fair say in what happens. 
The Attorney General and others would argue that it should be set out in the terms of reference for the expert 
ministerial review panel that representation should be equal and that we should be moving towards something that 
more reflects a direct democracy. I do not necessarily think that direct democracy is a good thing. There are different 
forms of democracy: representative democracy, trustee delegate models and direct democracy. We live in 
a representative democracy in which geographical regions vote for a member to represent their interests for four years. 
We do not have a direct democracy in this state. The Constitution does not lay out a direct democracy. There is 
nothing that really informs the value of a direct democracy over any other model. At least the current system that we 
have, with its malapportionment of votes, ensures that country regions are represented, that they cannot be dictated 
to by the city and that more voices are represented. If we are going to go down the route of direct democracy, with 
a handful of people not being allowed to elect one MP, that really flies in the face of ideals of diversity in Parliament. 
Quite often the same people will argue that we need diversity in Parliament: that we need people from different ethnic 
groups, people of different genders and people from different religions represented in Parliament. If that were the 
case, any group or any demographic that was less than three per cent of the population would not be represented in 
Parliament. We would likely never have someone who was born in India represented in Parliament if that were the 
case. We may have one Aboriginal representative because about three per cent of the population of Western Australia 
is Aboriginal. But we would not have any group that is smaller than that demographic represented in Parliament. 
It would be a shame if we moved towards some kind of model of direct democracy in which the number of 
a population makes up their parliamentary representation automatically rather than perhaps the merit of their ideas or 
their values, whether they are a good person, whether they are intelligent or whether they care for their constituents. 
I would really be cautious of any electoral reform that is proposed. 
Members of the new Parliament and members who are continuing into the next Parliament will find themselves in 
an interesting position of having to balance not only their duty to their political party, their constituents and their 
electorate, but also their duty to the wider state. They cannot simply toe the party line and do what is only good for 
their constituents within their electorate. Sometimes they will have to think about that. Members continuing into 
the next Parliament and members-elect will find themselves in that situation. When they approach questions of 
electoral reform or any further attacks on the institution of Parliament or parliamentary privilege, I hope they will 
be thinking about the bigger picture, not just their party, not just their constituents in their electorate or what is 
good for the state as a whole. 
Finally, I will get back to those people that I would like to thank, in no particular order. I would like to thank 
Hon Peter Collier, whom I have had the absolute privilege of working alongside these last four years in his capacity 
as Leader of the Opposition. He often worked pretty closely with us on the crossbench. It was an unruly bunch at 
times but we have worked collegiately; we have worked really well together. I would also like to thank my colleagues 
on the crossbench, whom I have worked with very closely. We are not a party; we do not caucus. But when you 
are not in a party—when you are on your own as a single MP—it can certainly get lonely, so it is nice to have 
friends along the way, whom, despite our political differences at times, we can work with and have a chat with. 
I would also like to thank Hon Simon O’Brien, who is away on urgent parliamentary business. When I first started, 
I had no idea what I was doing. Hon Simon O’Brien reached out to me. He was the only MP to do it at the time. He 
invited me to lunch at Parliament House. It was an act of kindness that has stayed with me this whole time. He is 
a very nice man and he took the time to make sure that I had some encouragement and a friendly face in Parliament 
to show me around and to help me find my way when I began. For that, I am thankful. 
I would also like to thank the Clerk, the Deputy Clerk and all the staff of the Legislative Council. I would also like 
to thank the committee staff, who put up with me and my select committees and inquiries and all the extra work 
I created for them. They really did a fantastic job. I would also like to thank all the staff of Parliament House, 
including the Parliamentary Services team. In particular, I would like to thank Deb. Deb is an institution in herself. 
She is fantastic. Every day she prepares a lovely afternoon tea for us. I mentioned Hon Peter Collier earlier. 
Hon Peter Collier has a ritual. Every single day at afternoon tea, he goes up to Deb and gets a cup of coffee. When 
he has had it, he goes back to her and gives her back his cup and says, “Deb, that is the best cup of coffee I have 
ever had.” He says it every single day. I think he genuinely means it; he is that kind of guy. 
I would also like to thank my electorate staff, who have done a fantastic job. Everything that I have done over the 
last four years has been achieved through their hard work. The life of an electorate staffer is a thankless job at 
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times. They work behind the scenes; they are unknown. Nobody knows who they are and nobody sees them, but 
they are busy writing press releases, organising things and making your member of Parliament look good. Again, 
in no particular order I would like to thank Nikola Kaurin, Kate Fantinel, Craig Buchanan and Jack Taylor. They 
have been working very hard in my office, making my life easier and making me look good. 
I would also like to thank those who have volunteered for me, especially during the election campaign. We put 
together a fantastic team and we worked really, really hard. There are too many people for me to be able to mention 
tonight, but I would like to acknowledge at the very least Matthew Thomson, who stepped up to a leadership position 
within my party and helped me along the way. A lot of the work we did over the last few months would not have 
been possible without the hard work and leadership of Matthew Thomson. Thank you, Matthew.  
I would also like to thank someone without whom I could not do any of what I do, probably the most important 
person in life, my girlfriend, Emma, now my fiancée, Emma, as of last night. 
[Applause.] 
Hon AARON STONEHOUSE: She does a fantastic job of supporting and encouraging me. I am not a particularly 
outgoing or social person, but she does a good job of dragging me out of my shell and encouraging me to be 
a better person every day. 
Mr Acting President, I would like to think that I have really grown throughout my time in Parliament. I have changed 
my outlook on a lot of things. I have thoroughly enjoyed the experience. It is a once-in-a-lifetime opportunity. 
I am sad to not be here for another four years, but so it is. I will go on to the next chapter. If I were ever lucky enough 
to be here again, I certainly would not waste any time picking up those issues that I left off with and was not able 
to finish.  
I am truly, truly thankful for the opportunity to have served the people of Western Australia for the last four years. 
Thank you. 
[Applause.] 
HON TIM CLIFFORD (East Metropolitan) [8.02 pm]: Kaya. Hello. I pay my respects to the traditional custodians 
of the land we are meeting on today, the Whadjuk people, and for the contribution that they make to the life of the 
city and this region. 
Mr Acting President, I thank you for giving me the opportunity to address the Legislative Council at the end of what 
is the fortieth Parliament of Western Australia. 
I am sorry if I miss out anyone in these thankyous. There are a lot of people to thank, but I will thank you in time.  
I take this opportunity to acknowledge the very valued friendships that I have made across all sides of the chamber. 
Your support and kindness has been appreciated. I am doing the thankyous first because I get a bit emotional about 
these things. I know many of these friendships will continue beyond this place and I hope to catch up with you 
in time.  
I would like to thank the party because without it, I would not be here. To my colleagues, Hon Alison Xamon, 
Hon Diane Evers and Hon Robin Chapple, I thank you for all your support throughout the years. This place is tough 
and you need colleagues to pull you up when you are not doing the right thing and you need colleagues to give 
you a bit of guidance when you need a helping hand.  
To all the stakeholders who over the past four years supported us throughout the many campaigns, your support 
and determination really helped us to put the things that matter on the agenda.  
To the President, the Parliament and the committee and chamber staff, I thank you. From the moment I walked in, 
you were kind, welcoming and always willing to help. I will never forget that.  
To my staff: yes, I was the MP, but I could not have done all the things I did without the support of my current and 
former staff or, how I like to put it, my workmates. We fought the good fight. You all should be very proud of 
your work. You did everything you could to help me get re-elected. I am really thankful for what you did in helping 
me be the person I am today and for all the things you did to protect the most vulnerable in our community. Emma, 
Talitha, Connor, Grace and Alison should all be proud of the work they did in my office because they are an 
amazing group of people. I wish them the best in their futures. 
All of my East Metro candidates did an amazing job: Jessica Openshaw, Manny Singh, Rachel Wright, Clint Uink, 
Brendan Sturke, Lee-Anne Miles, Tomasz Kielce, Melanye Wawrik, Matt Lacey, Mark Cooper, Emma Pringle, 
Charles Pratt, Lucy Nicol, Caroline Perks, Callan Gray and Beth McMullan. I cannot tell you what your contribution 
meant to the Greens WA and the progressive movement as a whole. We will be back and I will be with you all 
continuing to fight for a better world. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Tuesday, 11 May 2021] 

 p373b-386a 
Hon Michael Mischin; Hon Aaron Stonehouse; Hon Tim Clifford 

 [12] 

To my East Metro campaign team and organisers, Mark Cooper, Zia Hakimi, Kit Sainsbury, Matt Roberts, 
Sophie Greer, Georgia Blackburn and Dylan Eagles, your tireless volunteer work was really the strategic glue that 
pulled our campaign together. I thank you all. I thank the other staff that I might not have picked up in this section. 
I also want to thank the many hundreds of people who took part in our East Metro campaign. You were willing to 
do many things including standing at polling booths, knocking on doors and making phone calls. You stood for 
everything that our movement represents. I thank you all from the bottom of my heart. 
To my close mates, Aaron, Ash, Luke, Chris and Chantal, thank you. To my basketball team—I know they are 
listening tonight—thanks for your perseverance with a teammate who is a member of Parliament. Thanks for 
switching nights! That is a bit of an inside joke. I know we have to work late on Tuesday nights. 
Looking back, I kept politics at arm’s length prior to joining the Greens in early 2011. After finishing a six-year 
period as a FIFO worker, I enrolled at Edith Cowan University as a mature age student. I had no interest in becoming 
an MP or a leader, but my motivation for getting involved was simple—fairness. I had a sense of urgency about 
the decision because it was concerning to witness the long march towards the Americanisation of many institutions 
in our country through the actions of, first, John Howard, and then Tony Abbott. Howard’s lockstep support of the 
US plunging us into the Iraq war, his harsh treatment of refugees and his endless pursuit of crushing workers 
through his unfair WorkChoices legislation really impacted me as a construction worker. It was unfair for companies 
to use workplace agreements as a weapon against workers. The power imbalance between myself, the labourer, versus 
engineers and company lawyers was a real shock to me. The deck was always stacked in their favour and at that 
time it was a light-bulb moment that encouraged me to look more closely into what agendas were at play between 
the political parties vying to govern our country. 
During that time, I also followed with dismay the accession of Tony Abbott. Tony Abbott’s approach was 
a win-at-all-costs mentality without any regard for the people he claimed to represent. He used dog-whistle politics to 
pit community members against each other through fear. I was also frustrated as Abbott worked to dismantle our social 
safety net, making it harder for people to go to university. He also undermined our health system. The question going 
through my mind was: What is the Liberal Party’s endgame? What do these people want? I still ponder that as the federal 
Liberal government defies economists’ and scientists’ advice and works to underwrite a dying fossil fuel industry. 
Looking back at what motivated me to join the Greens, I find myself coming full circle because the fire I had in 
2011 is still with me. Now, more than ever, I believe that we must fight to keep building a positive movement to 
prevent the privatisation of our public institutions, to prevent inequality and to ensure politics is accessible to all 
people and not just the privileged few. 
Since election day, I have had a bit of time, and I have been reflecting on quite a few things in the past few weeks. 
There is a lot from the previous four years to reflect on, but I thought I would highlight just a few of the issues 
I have fought to raise during my time in Parliament. Coming into this Parliament was not easy for me—processes, 
the echo of the chamber, the ridiculous amount of pressure I put on myself through expectations and the drive not 
to let anyone down. I remember thinking, “How will I ever work my role out? How will I work out what we call 
the ‘Legislative Council’?” But things become easier. Bit by bit, things clicked, which helped me prioritise exactly 
what to pursue and what parliamentary levers I could pull to raise relevant issues. I thought about my approach to 
politics and how we conduct ourselves, through my observations in this place and from outside the chamber, and 
I came to the conclusion that there is a lot to say about kindness. I remember someone telling me years ago that I was 
too soft for politics, but my reply at the time was, “Please do not mistake my kindness for lack of determination”, 
and that is what I believe I have been about. My determination has been motivated only by the issues. I did not come 
to this place to score cheap political points—because I am on this side of the chamber and you are on that side. 
I came here to work with you all to get outcomes. Yes, we might have disagreed, but I never believed that any issue 
should be all or nothing. I know the concept of kindness does not sit well in the current global political climate with 
many operators who believe the ends justify the means, but we need kindness now more than ever. We are living 
in a world in which adversarial politics and machine politicians executing agendas of self-interest have sadly become 
the norm. We all know what happened following the recent United States elections: the storming of the Capitol and 
the emergence of insidious things like the anti-science movement and white supremacy. It is critical that we do not 
forget who we are and where we have come from. We need to show some kindness and rise above the toxicity and 
outside noise and just work together. That is why I took that approach to everything I did. 
Looking back at what I wanted to put on the agenda over the four years, I really hit my stride in 2018, after all those 
other things clicked, because at the beginning of 2018 I sought to raise the issue of the rights of the many renters within 
our state. The 2018 renters campaign was close to my heart, as I saw firsthand what happened throughout the mining 
boom of the 2000s. I said many times during that campaign that we had to reform our Residential Tenancies Act to 
reflect the reality of the day and to avoid the negative outcomes of the boom-bust cycle that we have experienced in the 
past in Western Australia. Previous booms did mean prosperity for investors, but without proper policy frameworks 
in place, it came at the expense of others. Renters have faced unreasonable increases as people take advantage of rental 
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shortages. Fast-forwarding now to the post-COVID housing and rental markets, we see very similar issues being driven 
not by the mining boom, but by a state that has pretty much had to work under the COVID regulations of the previous 
year and a half. Just to put things into perspective, we ran a series of surveys online, and I received one email from 
a constituent that I thought I would read out tonight. I think it is important because it summarises the situation. I spoke 
to this family and they highlighted their struggle. These were people who worked. They had full-time jobs, they studied, 
they did the right thing, but through these circumstances they faced hardship and an unfair rental system. I think we need 
to listen to these stories and ensure we apply them to whatever legislation might be put forward in this Parliament. This 
is what the constituent’s email said. It was written just before the rental moratorium was about to expire. I quote — 

As a member of the voting electorate and a member of the Perth rental market I am writing to express my 
concern regarding the upcoming removal of rent restrictions. Similar to loosening of covid restrictions 
there needs to be a controlled and planed exit strategy that allows owners to raise rent at a reasonable and 
controlled rate. 
As it stands the rental market is cut throat and the moment that the restrictions are removed there will 
be a dramatic and unstainable increase, this will have a profound impact on peoples well-being, financial 
status, marriages, and mental health. Homelessness will rise along with suicide rates, substance abuse, 
and domestic violence. 
I am personally experiencing this, over the past year we have experienced a lot of financial and mental 
hardship. A family of 5, our youngest daughter with special needs was diagnosed with Leukemia early 
March 2020, her treatment required full time hospital care, this resulted in my wife becoming her carer and 
losing her job ($40,000 loss in income). To help we had to get a special visa for my mum to fly in from 
Ireland, flights and quarantine cost $12,500. 3 weeks ago my wifes mum was diagnosed with terminal brain 
cancer, my wife will need to return to Ireland to help look after her for a duration between my wifes nursing 
semesters, estimated $7,000 in flights and return quarantine, plus extended loss of income. 

On top of this my wife is in her second year of nursing, which she managed to keep on track while supporting 
our daughter during chemotherapy. Nursing involves up to 8 weeks of unpaid placement, no dole, no food 
expenses, no childcare covered, no fuel—nothing—basically free apprentice labour—this does not happen 
in any other industry. 

This week we have had a notice that on the 05/04/2021 our rent will increase by $100 (approx. 22%). 
This has potential to send us homeless. I am currently applying for second jobs to try and make ends meet. 
Our finances have been decimated with approx. $60–$70k in reduced income. Now any spare cash that 
we have for our kids will now go to a greedy money hungry landlord. 
I am one of thousands of stories across Western Australia that will be facing financial decimation once 
the ban is removed completely. This restriction needs to be removed in a controlled manner. 

My vote this election time will go to whoever places controls on the out-of-control dictatorship that is the 
real estate rental market. I have nothing against rent increases, in line with inflation, interest rates and 
wage increases. 

That is only one of many heartbreaking emails that I received in response to one of the multiple surveys I circulated 
in the community. The surveys really helped to make renters rights an election issue and highlighted the fact that, 
yes, we do have a housing crisis that still needs to be dealt with. 
The other thing that was close to my heart during this period was tabling the Climate Change and Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions Reduction Bill 2020. When it comes to the climate crisis, I believe there was a shift within the public’s 
attitudes and psyche during this term. The years 2018 and 2019 saw what I call an “awakening” when it comes to 
the climate issue. This awakening saw millions across the globe take to the streets calling for meaningful action 
on climate change. I was proud to also march alongside many, including the School Strike 4 Climate and many 
non-government organisations. Throughout that time, in 2018 and 2019, my office was busy planning on formulating 
a climate bill. In my view, the introduction of this climate bill was to meet the climate challenge and hopefully 
encourage reform to ensure Western Australia was doing its bit to mitigate its emissions and encourage the uptake 
of renewable energy. I was so proud to see that become a reality when I read in the bill in March 2020. Yes, I am 
proud to have brought in the climate change bill, but we are still living in a state that does not have any legislative 
targets that actually reduce emissions. We need to continue to hold the new Minister for Climate Action to account 
to ensure appropriate outcomes for the community. 
The other issue that I really looked at throughout my time was inequality, which goes to where I came from. The 
ongoing fight to address inequality has never ended with me. I did what I could to continue to call out the actions of 
both state and federal governments to ensure that they did something to address the growing inequality gap in our 
country. We did what we could for everyone who walked through my office door and even conducted a food hamper 
drive last year not long after the first lockdowns. Many people were desperate, and I personally delivered most of the 
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hampers we put together. The conversations I had with the people who requested food hampers will stay with me 
forever. We need to recognise that things are getting worse, not better, for many people in our community and it 
is going to take the work of policymakers to address those issues on all sides of Parliament. I urge the government 
to look at this issue and work with the federal government of the day to ensure that these people are protected. 
Throughout my time it has been very tough to put many issues on the agenda over the four years, as many people 
in this chamber know. It is a difficult task being a member of Parliament, even more so when the pandemic hit. 
COVID-19 consumed everything and exposed existing underlying flaws within countries across the world and, 
sadly, WA was not spared from this. Yes, the government has a mandate and majority in both houses, but it is 
what it does with the opportunity that counts. I note the Whitlam government’s achievements. Should we judge 
his government on its short tenure in office, or the policies of free education and equal pay for women? History 
has proven the latter. It is up to you, who continue in this place, to show courage, work across the aisles, ignore 
the vested interests and work together to protect future generations. The burden of responsibility lies with you and 
you should not be surprised at unrest growing in the community if you fail to protect the community from things 
such as the catastrophic impacts of climate change or the housing crisis. 
With reflection, no doubt, I start looking toward the future. Immediately after the election result was declared, 
I went back to my safe space, which is before Parliament and the person I was then. Before the fortieth Parliament, 
I was defined by my upbringing. I was a kid from social housing, a former labourer and construction worker—the 
guy who many said was too nice for politics. That may be, but this was never about me; it was always about bringing 
the community together and working together. I was and still am just a person who carries the belief that when we 
work together, we can solve issues that sometimes appear too hard to overcome. I know that many people within 
the Greens movement are disappointed with the result, but you must know that your work contributed to so much 
furthering the causes that we fought for, and that is why we must look forward to continuing to build our movement. 
We must also continue to rebuild, because so many within the community depend on us to continue to put these 
issues that matter on the agenda. 
I have been very moved by many of the messages of support since the election, messages from unexpected places 
and from across the political divide. Many people are asking me, “Are you going to make a comeback in four years?” 
I had to put it down, because it is hard to respond, but I would like to say to my friends and foes alike that there 
are too many doors left un-knocked, too many meaningful conversations not had and too many issues negatively 
impacting our community and environment not to continue the fight. So watch this space, because I am going to 
do what I can to rebuild from the setbacks of this election and win back this seat. 
[Applause.] 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Colin de Grussa.  
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