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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL � RETIRING MEMBERS 
Valedictory Remarks � Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON RAY HALLIGAN (North Metropolitan) [5.32 pm]: Before question time, I was talking about the fact 
that I have been fortunate enough to have had staff upon whom I could place complete reliance as circumstances 
demanded. I made mention of the fact that my original electorate officer is the now Senator Michaelia Cash. It 
would be nice to say that I taught her everything she now knows, but I am sure � 

Hon Helen Morton: You did a good job then; she�s brilliant! 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: I am sure that that goes to someone else�probably her father. My current staff include 
Barbara Connett, who has been with me for more than 10 years, and my research officer, Geoff Paddick, who 
has been with me for about seven years. They have given me sterling service and I thank them for that. Barbara, 
unfortunately, is unwell at the present time and I certainly wish her well. 

Throughout my 12-year career in this place, I have been able to become involved with not only many 
multicultural organisations, but also local government authorities within the North Metropolitan Region. There 
are 13 local government authorities, nine of which hold citizenship ceremonies regularly and I have attended 
ceremonies at all nine on numerous occasions. Attending many ethnic functions gave me the opportunity to meet 
not only the executives of those organisations, but also many people in the diplomatic service, which has been 
particularly enjoyable and I will not forget it.  

One thing I need to mention is a trip. I believe travel for parliamentarians is particularly important and I 
encourage members to travel as much as possible to gain as much knowledge as possible. I think I was 
particularly fortunate 18 months ago when the President, Hon George Cash, Bob Kucera and I went to Israel. It 
was an absolutely marvellous trip and there was a great deal to be learnt. We were looked after by a great 
number of people, which provided us with the opportunity to see as much of that country as was possible in the 
short time that we were there. If members can access a report written by Bob Kucera, I encourage them to do so. 
It is entitled �Report to the Parliament of Western Australia on the Parliamentary Study Group to Israel: 10th � 
18th December 2007�. Bob, in his inimitable fashion, went to a great deal of trouble and included many 
photographs�I think we all took photographs and shared them with one another�in the report, which also 
provides much information about the places that we visited and some of the issues that were absorbing Israel 
both then and now. It was a marvellous trip in itself but only one of a number that I am sure many other 
members have undertaken. The only reason I mention this trip now is to again emphasise to those members who 
remain in this place to definitely go on these trips, absorb as much information as they can, bring it back to this 
state and use it for the benefit of the people of Western Australia. Therefore, do not consider it a cost, but rather 
an investment. 

I also encourage members to be involved in what is known as the adopt a politician scheme. I was adopted some 
years ago by a young boy by the name of Joshua Groom who has an unfortunate affliction, but his parents, Brad 
and Natalie Groom, and their daughter do an absolutely wonderful job of looking after him. The scheme brings 
individual members much closer to people less fortunate than us, and hopefully encourages the members to 
become advocates for people who are less fortunate. The scheme has certainly done that in my case and I have 
no doubt in the case of many others. This is an ongoing program and I am sure new members will be contacted, 
as well as, of course, existing members who are continuing in this place, if they have not already been contacted. 

I have spoken about different ethnic organisations, and there are many of them�far too many to name. 
However, each and every one of them has indicated that they have a problem in that when their aged people 
suffer from dementia�this is universal across all the different organisations�they revert to their mother tongue 
and start to lose their command of English. The difficulty is that so many of these organisations are small and 
therefore cannot afford to put together the funds required to construct an aged-care facility, so they quite 
frequently have to operate from home, and when Silver Chain and the other services available to these people 
cannot speak the native language of those senior people, there are difficulties. Therefore, we need interpreters to 
run all over the metropolitan area. I would dearly love to have been able to put more work into the area of trying 
to build a universal-type aged-care facility that would cater for any number of these smaller groups so that any 
interpreters who were available had to come to only one place. However, that is an issue for another day, but it is 
something that I would like to leave with members. 

It was interesting to hear Hon Paul Llewellyn go down this path, or a path similar to the one that I am about to go 
down. We appear to be of a like mind on this issue at least. The position of a member of Parliament is one that 
should be held in high esteem and equally high trust. Regrettably, the performances of some have brought that 
esteem and trust into serious question. My parting hopes are that the actions of all those I leave behind can 
contribute to a renaissance of those qualities within the community. Despite the views of some to the contrary, 
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we do need our members of Parliament. We elect them to do a job on our behalf, and at least some of us share 
the hope, if not the expectation, that they will act honourably, ethically, judiciously and with due decorum. 
Tragically and all too often, results leave us believing that the opposite is the case. They do not deliver the 
promised decisions; they act dishonourably, without ethics, injudiciously and, most definitely, without decorum. 

Standards in our Parliaments have deteriorated, and deteriorated significantly. The cut and thrust of debate is one 
thing, and is to be applauded, admired and encouraged, but surely this does not need to be achieved by personal 
abuse and denigration. There was a time�it now seems an eternity ago�when members of Parliament would 
argue their case in the chamber by the presentation of supporting evidence and facts to back their particular 
political philosophy. They approached their opponents with respect and dignity, even though they were 
implacably opposed to the proposition being advanced. Can one imagine, even for a fleeting moment, past 
statesmen of the calibre of John Forrest, Frank Wise, John Tonkin, David Brand or Charles Court stooping to 
crass, boorish language to try to score a cheap political point? Of course not. All relied on the power of their 
oratory, not the sharpness of their tongues, with a string of one-liners aimed directly at a media headline. 

In The Prince�s New Clothes: Why Do Australians Dislike Their Politicians?, edited by David Burchell and 
Andrew Leigh, Leigh says that although many commentators may overplay the extent of the drop in the standing 
of Australian politicians, the fact that it has occurred is not in question. He listed seven major explanations: the 
World War II effort, poor leadership, the removal of incumbent governments, economic growth, declining 
interpersonal trust, declining respect for hierarchical institutions and, of course, the media. Then he came to the 
conclusion that changes in reporting, particularly through the medium of television, have played an important 
part in lowering the public�s perception of politicians. However, he also warned against accepting any single 
explanation, saying that there was no silver-bullet solution for those seeking to boost the standing of politicians. 
However, that being said, we can only pose the same question as before: would John Forrest, Frank Wise, John 
Tonkin, David Brand or Charles Court stoop to smart-alec abuse for the sake of a headline? The answer is the 
same as before. They would not. The media may enjoy focusing on personalities and the headlines that personal 
abuse may bring, but that does not give our politicians a reason to follow them like lemmings, and, even worse, 
to feed them. 

This preponderance towards personal denigration also raises another critical issue�attracting quality people into 
Parliament. Are the sorts of people governments need willing to sacrifice careers to be on the receiving end of 
unjustified and unnecessary personal abuse? In an article in The Sydney Morning Herald of 30 October 2003, 
Professor Allan Fels, Dean of the Australia and New Zealand School of Government, pointed out that all too few 
Australians who are successful in non-political fields of endeavour seem to be taking the step into government, 
and it is not hard to see why. He went on to observe that respect for politicians has sunk even lower than the 
usual bogeymen�used car salesmen and lawyers�according to recent polling by Roy Morgan. An article in 
The West Australian of 30 August 2003 observed that if people behaved like that on a street corner or in a bar, 
they would run the risk of arrest. If teenagers behaved like that in a classroom, they would be ejected and 
probably suspended. 

One of the challenges facing modern politicians is to get their message across in the modern vernacular, to attract 
the media coverage that has become an essential component of their lives, and to do so with behaviour fitting 
their station in life. If they can achieve that, they can go at least part of the way towards demonstrating 
acceptable behaviour and restoring some modicum of trust in politicians. In the process, they might also show 
that they are in fact representing the people who put them there in the first place. I leave those who remain 
behind in this place with that to contemplate. 

After 12 years in this place, I have to now talk about my family and the fact that my wife, Judy, has provided me 
with unswerving support to be here and to spend the amount of time that I have spent away from home 
undertaking the work that has been required of me to fulfil the role that I have been given. As any member will 
testify, the support of a spouse is critical in enabling him or her to do his or her job effectively, given the 
demands on one�s time and the impact of those demands on normal family life. It has been not only my wife who 
has suffered as a result of my not being with her, but also my children and my grandchildren. I will name my 
grandchildren so that I can put their names in Hansard for the one and only time�I put my children�s names in 
Hansard before. My six grandchildren are Laura and Anna, Thomas and Ella, and Harry and Amelia. They have 
all had to go about their business and enjoy what it was that they were doing without their grandfather on many 
an occasion, which has not made me feel particularly happy either. Hopefully, after tomorrow, I will have the 
opportunity of spending far more time with them and, of course, far more time in my wife�s company. 

A 12-year stint in this place, if I can put it that way, can be either extremely difficult�I mean extremely�or 
made somewhat easy. I have found over those 12 years that the members of staff, both in this chamber and 
within the different departments throughout Parliament, have made my life in this place much easier than I could 
have expected. I will not name them all; there are far too many to name, and some have changed over the years. 
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But each and every one of them has shown to me professionalism in what it is that they do. They have enormous 
energy in providing for my needs but, more importantly, my wants. Quite frequently, they are able to anticipate 
exactly what it is that I am looking for, and, therefore, that has made life a lot easier than I could have expected. 
It takes a particular type of person not only to make a good politician, but also to find people who can undertake 
the roles expected of them in this place for the benefit of those politicians. I think that whoever has been 
responsible for recruiting and retaining the people in the Parliament has done the politicians a service and 
assisted the people of Western Australia in making life and, therefore, hopefully the legislation that goes through 
this place a lot better than it might have been.  

Things are always said about Hansard, and how many superlatives can they receive! There is no doubt that they 
do a fabulous job, under extremely difficult circumstances on occasion�probably more so in the other place 
than here. I should not denigrate the other place, I must admit, Mr President, but having watched some of what 
occurs there on the monitor, one has to feel for Hansard in trying to record the number of voices who appear to 
be speaking all at the one time. However, the next day when we read the blues, there is something there that 
appears to be logical. I say only �appears� because it depends on who was speaking the words in the first place. 
At least it is written down and we can understand each word; it is not a foreign language. I do not know how 
they do it, but I sincerely thank them for what it is that they do to make our life a lot easier in being able to read 
what we were supposed to have said and, more importantly, in providing us with information with which we can 
challenge the speakers, in either this place or the other place.  

Mr President, the Parliament is an institution that is particularly important. I know that many have said in the 
past and, in fact, continue to say up to more recent times that there should be only one chamber. It is not an 
argument that I am happy with or one that I will ever agree with. I believe we do require a bicameral system. I 
believe that the upper house, the Legislative Council in this case, is an important part of the institution of 
Parliament, and that it has a very important role to play, particularly as a house of review and, more importantly, 
with committees.  

The committee system is something I totally believe in. Again, I would like to commend all the staff on the 
committees, who also do an absolutely marvellous job. They spend an enormous number of hours preparing and 
providing information to committee members, and on many an occasion, in my case, I have said after one 
cursory glance at pages of research and no doubt hours of time in providing that information, �That�s fine. Now 
let�s move on to the next thing.� But they do it untiringly. They continually put forward information so that we 
as committee members can make decisions for the better governance of this state. Of course, there is no purpose 
me trying to tell members what they already know; that is, the committees, being an arm of this Parliament, and 
this particular chamber in the case of our standing committees, are a particularly important aspect of this place 
and one that every member in this chamber has to experience at some stage. In fact, members should be on a 
number of committees and try different committees. I believe that it is particularly important for members to find 
out that subsidiary legislation is as important as the primary legislation. It is not just a matter of sitting in this 
place seeing a bill go through and saying, �Well, that�s the end of it�, because invariably there will be a clause in 
bill that says the government in Executive Council may make regulations. Many members do not realise that or 
do not understand the implications or repercussions that can come from those regulations.  

Many members who have been on the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation have heard the 
argument in this place about and are fully aware of Henry VIII clauses. As we know, that particular gentleman 
decided it was best, if he wanted to move forward, to bypass the scrutiny of Parliament, and the best possible 
way to do that was to make his own regulations and not let Parliament see, as it might disagree with them. We 
still have certain bureaucrats�I am not suggesting for one moment they necessarily do it with any malice�who 
quite frequently add to some regulations what we term Henry VIII clauses. Fortunately, they are picked up by 
the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation and debated, and if it is believed that they are 
outrageous--quite frequently they are�the agency involved is told in no uncertain terms that they need to be 
removed. It is important that members, and particularly new members--this will not be known until after 
Friday�get to know the importance of that subsidiary legislation. They will not really realise this until they are 
involved on those committees. If they think they have done their job by voting on the primary legislation that 
goes through this place and the other place, and think that is all there is to it, they definitely need to think again. 
How we are going to get that message through to them, I am not completely sure. If some training were 
developed in that regard, it may take some considerable time to impart that knowledge because it does require 
someone to know the processes of Parliament. The processes are more than just the readings of the bill and the 
assent by the Governor; there is the operation and there are those pieces of subsidiary legislation that definitely 
need to be examined and analysed. But I digress. I just feel very strongly about this issue, and I think if we are 
going to have good governance of this state through this Parliament, these issues will need to be taken up, not 
necessarily by the government but most definitely by the house itself.  
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I made mention of the committees, and I was fortunate enough in my very early days of being here in 1997 to be 
placed on one particular committee that was called the Standing Committee on Constitutional Affairs. It had only 
three members; it was a marvellous committee. It worked particularly well. I noticed in the President�s gallery 
Hon Murray Nixon, who chaired that committee. There was Hon Murray Nixon and me and Hon Ken Travers �  

Hon Ken Travers: I came on to it to improve it!  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: We had one of the member�s colleagues, Hon Tom Helm, prior to that. It was a 
marvellous committee of three that operated particularly well. We worked together in presenting 50 reports in a 
year to this chamber. If other committees could work as well as that one did, I suggest that the house would be 
doing particularly well.  

Hon Ken Travers: We should get Hon Murray Nixon to chair them!  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: It might well be the case that we need to bring him back into Parliament.  

That proved to me right at that early point in my time here in this place just how well committees could operate 
and the good that they provided for Parliament. In the case of that particular committee, because it looked at 
petitions, it was able also to provide some assistance to those petitioners. That is what we are all here to do: to 
assist as many of our constituents as possible, and this is certainly one way of doing that.  

Mr President, I do not think there is any more I can say. If I had more time, I could go through and talk about all 
of my colleagues, both opposite me and those beside me. I have enjoyed working with you all. We have not 
always agreed, but that is fine; it would be a funny old place if we always did. Invariably we have at least been 
prepared to listen to one another, and that is the important aspect. We do not have to necessarily agree at the end 
of the day, but, rather than shout someone down, we at least listen to their argument. I think that is particularly 
important. I have had that same situation with members on this side of the chamber. We have not always agreed, 
but more often than not we have found a consensus and a way to move forward when we were both reasonably 
comfortable with the decision that was made. Again, I think that Hon Murray Nixon taught me a great deal about 
that on that three-member committee that I was on. It worked very well. That is something we need to continue 
to do in this chamber if we are going to move forward with legislation. The legislation will not be perfect and 
will not necessarily be exactly as it came into this place; it will not leave exactly as it came into this place, but at 
the end of day, when it does leave this place, we should be able to say that we are reasonably comfortable with 
the efforts that we have put in and the work that we have done.  

Sitting suspended from 6.01 to 7.30 pm 

HON SHEILA MILLS (South Metropolitan) [7.30 pm]: In my inaugural speech, I spent some time discussing 
the nature of Australian federalism and the increasingly unilateralist behaviour of John Howard in his dealings 
with the states. I also noted that the then Leader of the Opposition and the previous Leader of the Opposition, 
who is now the Premier of Western Australia, took a bipartisan approach to federal incursions into matters that 
are properly the responsibility of the states. The Productivity Commission�s final report on national competition 
policy, tabled in federal Parliament on 14 April 2005, made it quite clear that success depends on cooperative 
federalism and that national coordination between governments is critical to good outcomes. When the Rudd 
government was elected, it was gratifying to see that one of the first acts of the new Prime Minister was to 
convene a Council of Australian Governments meeting. This cooperative approach has become more critical, 
given the financial crisis that has enveloped the global economy. This cooperation was enhanced at the COAG 
meeting late last year when the enormity of what was happening in the global economy began to hit home, 
particularly with regard to the Western Australian economy. With the only Liberal member of COAG, Colin 
Barnett, an agreement was reached between the federal government and the state governments to speed up the 
audit of Infrastructure Australia needs. It was therefore satisfying to see in the federal budget that funds were 
allocated to Western Australia for the necessary infrastructure projects. More could have been allocated. 
Queensland did very well, unsurprisingly. However, it was a critical decision that will assist in helping WA 
during the current global financial difficulties. 

There are other positive indications that a more cooperative approach to federal-state relations is being 
considered and implemented. However, there are areas about which I have some concerns. As a member of the 
Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review for the past four years, I have noticed an 
increasing propensity for some uniform legislation to erode the rights that are rightfully enjoyed by the people of 
this state. History has shown that once those rights are taken away, governments of whatever persuasion never 
seem to want to give them back. A recent example of that is the Vocational Education and Training Bill. 
Amongst other things, clauses in the bill allowed bureaucrats to enter the premises of registered training 
providers and to search and seize material without a warrant. Failure to allow this would have incurred a 
significant fine. From memory, it was about $10 000, but I stand to be corrected by the Minister for Training. 
When questioned as to why a warrant was not a requirement, the bureaucrats said that they did not want to tip-
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off anyone about what they were going to do. That legislation, with this and other questionable clauses, passed 
through the Legislative Assembly without anyone batting an eyelid or querying it whatsoever. It was because of 
the work of the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review that this matter was drawn to 
the attention of the house and the minister, Hon Peter Collier. To the credit of the minister, he made the changes 
to the legislation that the committee requested, and we thank him for that. 

I have noted over time that there has been an increasing propensity to insert similar clauses into uniform 
legislation. The Water Efficiency Labelling and Standards Bill and the Food Bill spring to mind. The Vocational 
Education and Training Bill also exhibited another trend in uniform legislation; that is, placing significant 
matters into regulation that quite properly should have been in the body of the legislation itself. Hon Ray 
Halligan raised that issue earlier in his valedictory speech. This, coupled with the often tight time frames for 
reporting because a bill must be passed by a certain date, as decided by either an intergovernmental agreement or 
ministerial council, reduces the capacity for the adequate scrutiny of uniform legislation. It is because of the 
imperatives of the intergovernmental agreement that the state Parliament almost becomes a rubber stamp and 
flaws and inequities pass under the radar. This, of course, is coupled with the original introduction of a fair 
percentage of this type of legislation into the Queensland Parliament, which, of course, has only one house. That 
point should be noted by the member for Riverton. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon SHEILA MILLS: Sorry; I could not help myself! 
The doozy of this type of legislation was the Terrorism (Preventative Detention) Bill 2005. The hysteria 
surrounding the introduction of the uniform legislative scheme was unbelievable and the draconian provisions 
were extraordinary. While acknowledging that the world has become a more dangerous place, I think that these 
measures were an overreaction and provided little or no accountability. I regret that at the time it was introduced 
and went before the committee to be considered, I did not have the courage to put in a dissenting report on that 
legislation. 
Accountability is a word that is tossed around but often is discounted or ignored. It is quite prevalent now. 
Members of Parliament and public officers are open to constant scrutiny, and rightly so. I note that the Standing 
Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review also has in its terms of reference a review of the 
statutes. This includes not only the statute book, but also legislation that is either defunct, obsolete or needs very 
minor amendments. Last year, the committee dealt with the Statutes (Repeals and Miscellaneous Amendments) 
Bill 2008, which was a rather large bill that dealt with many pieces of legislation that fell into those categories, 
as Hon Simon O�Brien will recall. The committee found that some departments actually slipped significant 
amendments into the legislation that rightfully should have been part of an amending bill and subject to the 
scrutiny of the house. One of the organisations that tried that tactic was the Corruption and Crime Commission. I 
go back to the issue of accountability. The CCC is the organisation that has been set up to pursue matters of 
corruption. It has too much power, in my view, without adequate accountability or scrutiny. I hold no brief on 
behalf of a person or a group in my criticism of the CCC. It is just the type of organisation to which I am 
philosophically opposed. I know that there is the oversight committee and the Parliamentary Inspector of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission, but there seems to be a reluctance on behalf of the CCC to accept any 
criticism of its operations. The disagreement between the previous parliamentary inspector and the commissioner 
of the CCC saw them go to the Supreme Court, notwithstanding that the commissioner was the parliamentary 
officer. There was increasing pressure to seek access to material that was subject to parliamentary privilege. My 
view is that the CCC has always had a presumption of guilt, even of people who were subsequently cleared of 
any wrongdoing. The reversal of the onus of proof is anathema to our system of government, in my view. At the 
end of the day, despite significant findings, the CCC and its predecessor, the Anti-Corruption Commission, have 
not performed particularly well. I note the comments made in today�s The West Australian by the new 
parliamentary inspector, which were positive. In spite of all the hype surrounding the CCC�s performance, I 
think it has performed embarrassingly and well below expectations. I wonder whether funding and surveillance 
powers would be better directed towards WA Police to enhance the squad investigating the outlaw motorcycle 
gangs and organised crime which, to me, provide a far more dangerous threat to Western Australian society.  

In dealing with corruption in the public sector, consideration should be given to strengthening the Public Sector 
Management Act to allow prosecutions to commence against public officers rather than allow them to resign and 
thus become immune to corruption proceedings. This position has been endorsed by the Director of Public 
Prosecutions, as discussed during the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations hearings into 
the Balga Works program. As we know, no charges were laid against a former principal at Balga Senior High 
School for that very simple reason�he resigned; therefore under the Public Sector Management Act, as it exists, 
he could not be charged with corruption. As we all know through the committee�s report, it was a very 
significant abuse of a position of power and public moneys at Balga Senior High School and the Balga Works 
program.  
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Finally, I make comment on our bicameral system of Parliament. Western Australians, indeed most Australians, 
like the checks and balances of our system. This house provides checks and balances, particularly through the 
standing committee system. The committees provide excellent and well-researched reports on an array of 
matters. Sometimes I feel that governments, of any persuasion, do not pay as much attention to these very, very 
good reports as they should. I particularly would like to draw attention to a report that I tabled on Tuesday, 
which I do not think will be debated for quite some time. It is the sixteenth report of the Standing Committee on 
Environment and Public Affairs on municipal waste management in Western Australia. Waste management is 
not a sexy subject�rubbish tips, dumps and recycling�but, to many people, it is a vital service. I hope the 
government takes notice of the recommendations in the report, particularly that waste management should be 
legislated for as an essential service. Appropriate solutions to deal with waste management, landfill and 
recycling issues tend to be pushed to one side. People do not think about it�their bins get picked up every week 
and they do not worry about it. It is a significant problem and will be an even more significant problem in the 
future. I hope members in this house have had the chance to have a good look at that report. It is a very good 
report and its recommendations are very sound. I hope that the government, through the minister, takes up the 
recommendation that waste management is legislated for as an essential service. They are the main matters that 
are of concern to me and have been of concern to me over my period in this house.  

I will go on to my thankyous. I thank the staff of the Legislative Council and committee office for their 
professionalism and support. I also thank the security staff, dining and catering staff, Hansard and Cathy, 
Marilyn and Rosie on the switchboard. I am deeply appreciative of my electorate office staff, Sandra Smith, 
Helena Ball and Kiley Roberts for their hard work, loyalty, friendship and professionalism. I thank my family�
my husband, David, and my son, Simon.  

I wish to make one more comment about the failure of the Legislative Assembly to acknowledge the work and 
role of the Legislative Council. There seems to be a view that the Legislative Council is merely here as a rubber 
stamp and that the work done here is of little or no value. I think the contrary. The work of the Legislative 
Council is of greater value than the work of the Legislative Assembly in its scrutiny of legislation, its standing 
committee reports and its considered debate. I suppose the Legislative Council has a lack of raucousness.  

The bicameral system serves this state very well. The only comment I make about that is that the electoral 
system for this house should be looked at. The legislative system that was put in to get the one vote, one value 
legislation through should be looked at and analysed, maybe by a standing committee. I do not think it is a 
democratic system.  

Other than that, I have enjoyed my time here�even Hon Norman Moore, who has given me a very hard time on 
occasions.  

Hon Norman Moore: I do not think so.  

Hon SHEILA MILLS: Yes, you have. 

Hon Norman Moore: I think your speech tonight has been marvellous. I agree with everything you have said.  

Hon SHEILA MILLS: He has been a good Leader of the House; a great traditionalist. There is nothing wrong 
with that�it is good to keep traditions. I thank Hon Simon O�Brien, whom I have worked with on the Standing 
Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review, for his sense of humour.  

Hon Simon O�Brien: It has been a privilege to serve with you, Sheila. Good luck.  

Hon SHEILA MILLS: Underneath that gruff exterior, he has got a good sense of humour! I would like to thank 
my colleagues on my side of the house. I particularly thank Hon Bruce Donaldson for his support as deputy 
chairman of the Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs, and anybody else who has participated 
in the committee system. Thanks.  

HON BRUCE DONALDSON (Agricultural) [7.46 pm]: It was around 16 years ago that I became a member of 
the family of the Parliament. I had left local government only about a month before and came into the house. At 
the opening of the thirty-fourth Parliament I had the privilege to move the Address-in-Reply. I can well 
remember how it all went. Some questions without notice and some motions had led to time running on and I 
noticed that I stood up at 3.49 pm. All the people in the gallery and everywhere else wanted their afternoon tea�
that is what it boiled down to. That feeling of it being afternoon tea time sweeps through our society, especially 
when we get into the domain of the Parliament! Hon Clive Griffiths was the President at that time. A couple of 
days before, I indicated that I might speak for 35 to 40 minutes. The President replied that I would speak for a 
quarter of an hour at the most! I was late. I was looking at him and of course he was rolling his eyes and flicking 
his head back at the clock. I got the message; subtly. It is a wonder he did not stand up and point! I decided I had 
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better dispense with a couple of pages of what I was going to adlib from and sit down. I will always remember 
that.  

I have looked back at some of the things I said in my first speech in 1993. If others can remember, there were 
some incidents around Western Australia, over east and overseas, about members of Parliament. We come in for 
a hard time�we are our own worst enemies, quite frankly. I recounted when I went down to Esperance with 
Murray Nixon in 1992, campaigning at the Esperance Show. Richard Court was shearing a sheep. He had been 
practising shearing for two days before the show to try to at least get some wool off and not cut their throats! We 
went through all this procedure. We were handing out balloons with �Liberal Party� written on them. Two young 
girls, who were probably 10, 11 or 12 years of age, already had a couple of balloons, but they came back about 
10 minutes later and asked for two more balloons. I said, �No. You already have two; you have one each. We 
haven�t got that many.� One girl had a packet of Maltesers in her hand. She said, �If I give you and Mr Nixon 
this bag of Maltesers, can we get two balloons? We know that members of Parliament like to be bribed!� I 
thought: this is a nice sort of arrangement I am going into, being a member of Parliament. That conversation 
must have happened around the table at home. I was espousing to the greater, wider, more informed masses what 
they should be doing.  

Hon Simon O�Brien: Did you take the Maltesers and give the kid a balloon?  

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: I will read what I said in my Address-in-Reply speech �  

It was a reminder of the standards we need to set in this House in order to rebuild people�s confidence 
in us as legislators. They did not get their balloons, and I was not eating Maltesers for the rest of the 
day! Instead, I gave a diplomatic reply that politicians do not stand for bribery and corruption�  

In one of the other parts of that speech I talked about the coastline between Lancelin and Cervantes and the 
bombing range. I have been very critical of the Greens because, some years ago, as Hon Kim Chance might 
remember, I encouraged them to come to the beach and stand with me to stop bombs being dropped on our 
coastline. I still think it is wrong. If other nations want to drop bombs, they can drop them on California or 
somewhere like that in their home territory, but that would not be allowed, would it? I also said in 1993 that we 
should demand construction of a coast road to develop and encourage tourism and to better manage the coastal 
environment.  

I will go on to say that in about 1990-91 I represented Australia in local government for Western Australia. I was 
the transport portfolio holder. I used to go to all the transport ministers� conferences. I also went to AusRoads, 
under which all the commissioners of the roads departments met. That is when I had a good working relationship 
with our present Governor, Dr Ken Michael, on the Australian Transport Advisory Committee. Bob Brown was 
the federal Minister for Land Transport and Shipping Support in the Hawke government. I had said a couple of 
times in a couple of the transport ministers conferences how much we needed money for that road. I think he got 
sick of me talking about it so he turned to the minister, who I think was Pam Beggs at the time and asked, �Is the 
state government prepared to help with the funding?� It was only about one-tenth of the price of what it is today, 
and she said, �Yes we are.� He said to me, �I think the correct way of going around it, Bruce, is to talk to your 
local member�who is he?� I said, �Well, I don�t think you�re going to like it.� He said, �Who?� I said, �Wilson 
Tuckey�. He said, �Oh, well, we can�t let that stand in the way either�. Blow me down, he was then shifted away 
from that ministerial portfolio and the road proposal collapsed. I started getting involved with the Shires of 
Dandaragan, Gingin, Coorow and Carnamah on a central coastal coordinating committee. It is now some 21 
years later and we might have that road open in another two years. I hope I live long enough to see it. I have a 
vested interest because I own a house at Jurien Bay. I will not mention another member of Parliament who is 
retiring who also owns a house there. I will let that member speak for himself.  

The other thing that concerned me at the time was the coal seam that is in about 100 hectares of crown land that 
Bob Pearce decided to incorporate with the Mt Lesueur National Park. It contained a very valuable coal deposit. 
I said that I did not believe that particular 100 hectares of crown land should have been incorporated. I did not 
disagree that we needed Mt Lesueur National Park, but I did not think that crown land should have been 
incorporated. No government, I said, regardless of which party its members were from, should lock up those 
resources; they belong to the people of Western Australia. I see Hon Giz Watson smiling away there because she 
disagrees with that. Luckily, we are a democratic society and if we all agreed with one another in here, it would 
be absolutely dreadful. 

The other issue was about educating kids in country areas. Prior to 2001, just before we lost the election, our 
current Premier, Hon Colin Barnett, was then Minister for Education, and he did quite a bit of work to find out 
what it would cost to lift the amount of money the state provided for children living in isolated areas. It did not 
amount to a lot of money; only about 2 500 kids were affected. I was very pleased when Mr Barnett and the 
shadow Minister for Education at the time, Hon Peter Collier, went to Geraldton during last year�s election 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 20 May 2009] 

 p4248c-4260a 
Hon Ray Halligan; Hon Sheila Mills; Hon Bruce Donaldson 

 [8] 

campaign and announced the increase from $1 200 to $2 000. I would have liked the amount to be double that, 
but it was a good start. I encourage the Premier and Dr Liz Constable to have a very good look at that aspect. 
The commonwealth does increase its funding and has done so for years. I think the amount is now about $6 500. 
Let us face it; we have to give country students an opportunity to have curriculum choice, and that is not 
available at a lot of small country high schools. It is just not economically feasible. So if we want those children 
to have quality education, I think that is a very important issue for country people. 

In these types of speeches, we tend to thank our families last, but I would like to thank my wife first. She had to 
put up with me for 16 years as a member of Parliament and for 13 years in local government. She has suffered 29 
years of long absences from me. She sort of rolled her eyes a bit when I came home and said I had been endorsed 
as No 1 on the Agricultural Region ticket. She said the decision to stand was up to me, and I said, �No; it�s up to 
whether you will support me or not.� She said, �I�m only too willing to. I�ve done it for 13 years now; what�s 
another 16 or 12 or whatever time it takes?� It was very important that she agreed. The next group of people who 
we cannot do without, let us face it, are our staff. I think we all understand and know that too well. In cleaning 
up my Collins Street office, we have used 12 wheelie bins and two or three bins in my office here. That has been 
done by one staff member because my research officer, who had been with me for 11 years, now works as a 
research officer for the member for Ocean Reef, Albert Jacob. My current electorate officer, Paula Kennewell, is 
now known as Paula Hodge as she got married last August, in Venice as a matter of fact. I think she must have 
caught the travel bug, which is perhaps what happens in our office. Talk about a revolving door in my office! I 
notice that all my staff seem to spend a fair bit of time overseas on their holidays. Perhaps that is where I caught 
it from; I do not know.  

Hon Kim Chance: Maybe they�re trying to catch up with their boss.  

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: It could be the case, too. Kim Davies worked with me as research officer for over 
10 years, and Rosemary Rose and Kathy Wheeler worked as relief staff. Paula is still with me after eight years. 
She did her work experience in my office prior to that. I have always been very indebted to them, especially to 
Paula at the moment, who is carrying the workload. It is very nice for me to be over here enjoying myself in 
Parliament while she is having to work very hard to get the offices shipshape for the next person to move in.  

As I say, I was fortunate enough in February 1992 to be one of 17 candidates for the Agricultural Region. I and 
Murray Nixon were given positions 1 and 2. He was a great colleague and it was a disappointment and of great 
sadness to me to lose him in the 2001 election. That was all due to the Pauline Hanson factor that swept through 
Australia. Between 2001 and 2005, as Hon Kim Chance will remember, we had the most democratic system in 
the electorate we could have had. There was one of each of us: one Labor, one Liberal, one National, one Green, 
and one One Nation member. We could not wish for a more democratic layout of people involved in Parliament. 

Members rely very heavily on the branches supporting them, and I always tried to support the branches by 
attending the annual general meetings when I could. It was the same with the divisions of the Liberal Party, and 
attending the conferences. I was honouring the fact that they supported me. They should not be left out in the 
cold and expected to rush around and help at critical times. The state council, in its wisdom, makes sure that the 
endorsement goes through. If the state council says no, there is a problem. I thank all those people in the 
Agricultural Region who worked very hard for our party, manning the polling booths. Anybody representing the 
Agricultural Region, such as Hon Brian Ellis and Hon Kim Chance, will be fully aware of the number of small 
polling booths there are, from Esperance to Kalbarri. An awful lot of people are needed to man all those booths. 
Failure to man those booths detracts from the overall vote. I thank them most sincerely for all that they have 
done for me, to give me the privilege of being a member of this parliamentary family. 

As I said earlier, the defeat of Hon Murray Nixon was a great sadness for me because we got on very well 
together. We travelled a lot on chartered Skywest aeroplanes. He liked black coffee and so did I; he liked one 
and a half sugars and I liked one and a half sugars. We took three little packets of sugar out of what was 
provided to us so we were able to have black coffee with one and a half sugars each, and there was no waste. He 
became a very highly valued member of this house, and highly valued within the electorate. Without the Hanson 
factor, he would have been standing here tonight making his valedictory speech. That would have been very 
appropriate. Murray had a great knowledge of classic cars�he had a couple of his own�but also did a lot of 
research in the area of road safety. The moment speed limits were introduced in Western Australia, the road toll 
went up. That is a fact, and he had the figures to prove it. Anyone who was in the house between 1993 and 2001 
will remember his advice not to be so stupid about speed limits, or that speed was the real killer. In actual fact, 
people drove more appropriately to the conditions of the road when there was no speed limit. I am as guilty as 
anybody else. If there is a 90 kilometre-an-hour speed limit, I drive at 90, although if it is raining I will slow 
down. I do not go mad around corners. By the same token, we used to do that before there were signs on the 
road. He put an interesting concept to us. 
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Being a member has been a great opportunity to get to know a lot of people in this house. Many former members 
have moved on, including Hon Peter Foss and Hon Derrick Tomlinson. I will not try to name all of them. I have 
worked on committees with many current members, and I see them in the house. I am talking here about both 
sides of politics. I am very pleased to see Hon Brian Ellis become a member for the Agricultural Region. He has 
a vast farming background, and a background in local government. Sometimes people laugh, but I always try to 
encourage people with a local government background to stand for Parliament. Maybe I am a little bit biased. It 
has been a great learning curve, and the respect and friendship we have for one another has been terrific. I do not 
agree with a lot of the philosophies, and members opposite do not agree with mine, but we get on well together. I 
have worked very closely with Hon Kate Doust on the Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs 
for the past eight years, and it has been really excellent. I have also been fortunate to know a grey-haired fellow 
by the name of Hon Norman Moore, who I think became a member just after Federation�about 1901. He has 
become a very good friend of mine, and I have learned a helluva lot from him. If I ask for advice, he will always 
give it, and he has also put me on the right path a few times. I get a bit testy at times, and he tells me to slow 
down and not go down a particular pathway. I have respect for that advice.  

Another person who gave me some terrific advice when I first became a member was a person I effectively refer 
to as the smiling crocodile�Hon George Cash. I met him on 17 November 1984, when he stood in the by-
election for the seat of Mount Lawley and won. I stood in the Central Province and lost at a by-election. I 
remember meeting George when I first came into Parliament and thinking that he was one man I should never 
cross. He has that ability to keep a lovely, warm, embracing smile on his face while he is taking someone to 
pieces. He was the Leader of the House in the first three or four years I was a member. It was dreadful what we 
did to members of Parliament in those days; we would not get away with it now. We would be sitting here at two 
o�clock, three o�clock, four o�clock, five o�clock and six o�clock in the morning, and then they would call in the 
chefs. Hon George Cash told me not to worry about it; breakfast was free. It was very comforting to save $4.50. 
So we all trooped into the dining room to have breakfast. Then I got a parliamentary refreshment account 
showing one breakfast, priced at $4.50. I said to Hon George Cash, �I thought you said this breakfast was free.� 
He replied that he thought it was too, but he had found out that it was not. Hon Max Evans asked for marmalade, 
and the staff told him there was none, because the dining room did not normally cater for breakfast. So Max 
brought in his own little jar of marmalade and asked the staff to put it away in a cupboard for the next time we 
had breakfast. The hours we were keeping were absolutely shocking. 

Hon John Cowdell, me and a group of other people asked to look at the standing orders because we thought they 
were pretty ordinary. The situation then arose about the afternoon tea. In our draft 15 or 16, we decided that we 
would chuck out the afternoon tea between 3.45 and 4.00 pm. We were starting at 3.00 or 3.15, and it just was 
not worth it. I took the proposal to our party room. Hon Peter Foss spotted the change and went off his face, 
asking what I was trying to do. I was told to go away and rewrite the proposal, which I did. The trouble was that 
when Margaret Lynn, who worked for me, drew up the plan and timetable, she inadvertently forgot the afternoon 
tea section. Who would pick it up first but Hon Peter Foss? I think Hon Norman Moore might remember his 
remarks. That is why, in our lovely little afternoon tea lounge, we see a sign that Andrew changes every day. I 
remember Hon Nick Griffiths saying to me that this was a good lesson for me. There were 34 members in the 
house, and 33 were against me. He asked me how I felt. We made sure that I never again had anything to do with 
trying to get rid of the afternoon tea.  

Some of the new members coming in I already know, and there are some I do not know. I just hope that they 
have as great a time as we all do. I think this has been said already many times, but they should have fun when 
they are in this chamber as well. There is hard work, long hours and a lot of driving et cetera, but at the end of 
the day, one should have fun and make friends with other members. We do not have to live in each other�s 
pockets, but members should be courteous to one another�that is what it is all about. All members have their 
own visions, as I think Hon Ray Halligan said, and we may never achieve all of them. 
I won �The Whip�s Award� � it was presented to me by Hon Muriel Patterson! I would like to read it out 
because she is quite a poet. It reads � 

He came to us � a loyal and trusted one � 
A country chap � undoubtedly, Koorda�s favourite son! 
�I�m here for the good of all � and not defined by borders� 
That was fine � before he spied our standing orders. 

Never one to miss a chance, to gain the upper hand 
Something he quickly learned while tilling Koorda land. 
�These rules are old and out of date, let�s get with the time, 
I will not let it go� became his constant chime. 

�Committees are the way to go � you�ve got to give them range,  



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 20 May 2009] 

 p4248c-4260a 
Hon Ray Halligan; Hon Sheila Mills; Hon Bruce Donaldson 

 [10] 

Before we can do that � we have to make the change�. 
So up came copy number one � and soon draft twenty four 
George said �Get him out of here, before he dreams up any more�. 

God made heaven and earth and all therein, about a week 
Without a copy or a draft � just common sense, so to speak, 
No one wants to change the plan � we�re more than satisfied 
You could have knocked me down, when came his motion to be tried. 

I can well remember that! It continues � 

It really begs the question � why a motion such as this 
With all the changes to be made � was this really his? 
One does not doubt his sincerity � was there just a tiny fudge? 
Far from me to say � but you may be the judge. 

Amendments came in thick and fast, and tore the thing apart, 
And to a lessor man, he would have lost all heart. 
This man is made of sterner stuff and took it on the chin, 
I�ve heard he�s offering 10 to 1 these standing orders will stay in! 

We know but little of what may come next � 
Nor can we follow all his detailed text � 
But now, we do know how to vote and when to pee 
And thank goodness, he left us our afternoon tea. 

I thought it was quite clever. I was quite thrilled that she recognised the frustrations I must have gone through 
with my colleagues when trying to get some semblance of order in this house to comply with standing orders. 

I want to read something else by way of explanation of this myth that has developed around me and travel. It 
seems to expand and grow; someone says something, and� 

Hon Ken Travers: It just takes off! 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: It does, that is right! Just because my mobile phone number has the numbers 747 
in the middle does not mean a thing; Telstra was not playing around! 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: It�ll probably go up to 380 when you retire! 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: Someone suggested something like an A380, but I could not find a car of that 
make! 

When the Court government first got in, there was a lot of travel undertaken in charter aircraft. I had the pleasure 
of travelling with the then Premier, the Deputy Premier and ministers such as Hon Peter Foss and Kevin Minson, 
over time. We flew to different places. There was the iron ore issue down in Esperance, for example. I seemed to 
spend a lot of time out at the airport and flying around the state. Then along came some of the committees I 
became involved with, and it just seemed that they needed to travel internationally! It seemed that they had not 
travelled for a long time, and it was felt that travel could provide some good input. The first attempt we made 
was knocked back; that was for the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation, and the Premier was not 
very happy. The Clerk at the time was the late Laurie Marquet, and he said to me, �Bruce, you�ve got to be 
accountable. Put a report in to the house and get approval to travel.� It was an eight-person committee, and it was 
agreed that either we all went or no-one went. We put the report in, and the house actually approved our travel. 
We went to the United States, the United Kingdom and France. We were looking at common law and civil law. 

Hon Jon Ford: Are you trying to put this myth to rest? 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: I was trying to put it to rest! 

Hon Jon Ford: It�s not working! 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: I thought I had better be upfront! If I kept going, I would kill myself, do not 
worry! I am not going to bury myself! 

It was the first time that a committee had come to the house to get approval for travel. I can tell members that the 
Premier was not very happy with me; neither was Howard Sattler. I finished up having a hell of a round of 
constant pressure from the media, for about a week, about what a waste of money it was. I had to try to talk 
about this with the media and explain that it was vital to look at the handling of subsidiary legislation, especially 
in the Westminster system. They asked me why I was going to France, and I said, �To look at civil law.� They 
looked a bit blank � 
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Hon Norman Moore: That would�ve thrown Howard a bit! 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: Howard gave up and said, �Bruce, you know what you�re talking about�, and I 
said, �Well, I�m not too sure whether I do or not!� 

I have another poem, written by Hon Bill Stretch. It was rather unkind, but it was very clever of him! It is titled 
�Genesis �98�. It reads � 

 �and on the 7th day God rested. 

On the 8th day, He looked at His handiwork and thought �Maybe Man would look better with wings, 
like the birds of the air�; but on the 9th day God discontinued the development of that model. 

But lo, the instinct lived on in certain Men as Man begot Man down through the generations, so after 
many millennia, God looked down on Earth, saw the Man who could only live half on land and half in 
the air. 

So behold, God sighed deeply, muttered quietly �Even I, God, can�t win them all,� and He then looked 
up to the sky, was pleased at what He saw, and said � 

�Bless you Bruce My son!� 

That is what galvanised this myth�this poem that Bill put around. I have been fortunate to have done a lot of 
travelling, and I appreciate the knowledge that I have gained over that time. The delegated legislation committee 
did a DNA report that picked up the mistakes that were made in Victoria, South Australia and New South Wales, 
and we learnt a lot from Scotland Yard and the FBI. We once went to a university where a lot of autopsies were 
performed. There were a lot of body bags, and they were cutting a bloke open; he looked awful! Derrick 
Tomlinson looked at the coroner and said in a very droll voice, �That bloke doesn�t look too well, does he?� The 
coroner just about broke up! He could not help but show us everything that was going on. Mia Betjeman was the 
advisory research officer, and Connie Young was the committee clerk. I do not know whether any members have 
ever been into a mortuary, but one gets the smell of formaldehyde in one�s nose and cannot get rid of it! We 
were having lunch, and every time I took a mouthful of something, it was awful! We tried to tell Mia about what 
we had seen, and she said, �Don�t say any more; just don�t say any more!� Every time we tried to tell her or 
Connie about it, she just about went off her face!  

I would like to mention the Parliament House staff and the Presidents of this house whilst I have been a member: 
Hon Clive Griffiths, Hon George Cash, Hon John Cowdell and Hon Nick Griffiths. We have been very fortunate 
to have had such outstanding, unbiased Presidents, and I think they have delivered on and strongly defended the 
customs and usage of the house and the role of the Legislative Council, and have played a big role in what has 
gone on. 

In the chamber, of course Malcolm Peacock is now the Clerk of the house. Before Malcolm there was Mia 
Betjeman for a while, and before her was the late Laurie Marquet. I also thank Chris, Donald, Paul and Nigel; as 
well as Alice, Lisa, Brian, and Peter, Glen and Grant. What wonderful people they all are! They always have a 
happy smile, and they put up with all of us every day. They really make it a pleasure for us to come into this 
place and do our job because the professional support they give us all is just fantastic. I acknowledge all of those 
people and thank them very much for it. 

I would like to thank the catering department, especially the chefs and people like Ossie and Romero and Steve 
and Mark and young Deb. I will not go any further, because I would have to name everybody and I am not sure 
of all their names. It is silver service dining�it really is! It is reasonably priced�I will not say it is cheap, but it 
is reasonably priced! The food is excellent, and I can see myself coming back on a non-sitting day and having 
lunch, maybe with my very good colleagues Hon George Cash and Hon Ray Halligan. We will save up our 
pensions and just come in occasionally! It is better if we save up, because I do not want to have to write to all 
members and ask for a food parcel!  

I was telling a few people recently that there was a big thing about adopting a pensioner�you would have to tick 
the box each side of course! I did not want to adopt a pensioner; I wanted to be adopted! I have some friends 
who said, �Thank goodness you�ve been around long enough, your pension should be reasonably good from 
Parliament and we don�t have to look after you�; I said, �Don�t worry, that�ll soon run out and I might need 
some help!� If any continuing members would like to invite me or George or Ray Halligan or Hon Barbara 
Scott, feel free to do so! We will not be upset if you do not invite us every week, but every now and then it 
would be terrific�especially for dinner! 

I wanted to say a few things about the work of the committees. The committees have certainly come a long, long 
way. I have been a passionate advocate of committee work. We had categories of bills that we thought would be 
non-controversial that we would bring straight into the house. We had about four categories, and the ones we 
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knew there was going to be difficulty with, we would automatically send off to a committee. The funny part 
about it was that we spent a fortnight arguing about the ones we did not think were going to be controversial. 
That was another thing I got mixed up about that really turned out to be a bit of a failure, but anyway. 

The Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation has the explanatory memorandum supplied to it by the 
commonwealth Parliament. When something is tabled in this place by the Joint Standing Committee on 
Delegated Legislation, it could be argued that it is executive government by stealth. Because unless members 
really want to go and get the act out and read up on why they are doing it, members do not understand it. What is 
wrong with supplying the explanatory memorandum, or at least tabling it in this place with the regulations? That 
is something I have argued for before, and I say to Hon Norman Moore that maybe he should be considering 
progressing something like that. I do not know; there may be very good reasons why the government will not do 
it, but I cannot think of one good reason why it would not. No doubt I will probably be told in the future. 

Another great concern to me is what I saw in the newspaper this morning; the commonwealth�s attempt to grab 
the marine waters off Western Australia beyond three nautical miles, to 200 nautical miles. It will destroy our 
fishing, but forget the fishing even. It would destroy a lot of our tourism, the people who go out beyond that 
three nautical miles to look at whales et cetera, which is quite safe and has not ruined the environment. There 
will be no resource development�some of our good gas fields are within that 200 nautical miles. The 
commonwealth has been fiddling around for a number of years on this, and I would urge the government and the 
opposition to actually stand up for Western Australia. There are ways and means of doing it, but not the blanket-
type move that has been proposed by the Rudd government. I think it should be a real concern to everybody in 
Western Australia, and they should rally around and say, �Just keep your hands off it!� There may be room for 
establishing some sanctuary areas, as there may be some areas that are not needed, but at the end of the day, I 
believe it would be almost immoral of a commonwealth government to do that. It does not matter which 
persuasion the government is, because when the Howard government was in power, it was also considering 
doing the same thing. This is not an attack on the Rudd government; it is really an attack on the commonwealth. 
Maybe we should declare war on them, then we will surrender, and as part of that surrender deal they give us our 
waters back up to 200 nautical miles! 

Looking across the chamber at Hon Kim Chance, I remember a couple of things about him. One of those was the 
Western Power break up. I opposed it in this house. I said that I would not cross the floor because of our party 
position, but I spoke against the disaggregation of Western Power. I looked across and I said, �I hope I don�t 
have the opportunity in a couple of years� time to say �I told you so���well, I told you so! 

Hon Kim Chance and I have had an argument about whether we were outside Wyalkatchem Town Hall or the 
Dowerin Town Hall when this next story happened. Hon Jim Brown was about to retire, and it was mentioned 
that Kim Chance�being number two on the ticket�would be coming into Parliament. We were probably both 
having a smoke outside at the time, I think, Kim! Hon Kim Chance said, �It�s not right to just go into Parliament 
that way; there should be an election.� Well, I saw him about 12 months after he had come into Parliament, when 
I joined, and I said to him, �Are you still unhappy about this arrangement?� He said, �No, I�ve had a rethink�
it�s not a bad idea after all!� I said I would tell that story as I was retiring! 

Hon Kim Chance: It was Dowerin. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: Was it? Okay. Was that a drought meeting?  

Hon Kim Chance: No. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: No? Okay. 

A good thing that has happened as I am about to retire is that daylight saving is now no longer a problem for me. 
I had an unfortunate incident when I spoke during that debate, when I happened to say that the husband said to 
his wife as they were frolicking on the beach at about eight o�clock � 

Hon Sue Ellery: Are you going to say it again?  

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: I might as well have the joke on myself! I said that the husband said to the wife, 
�Are you going to go home and put the spuds on? You haven�t put the spuds on, and when you get home, you�d 
better put the chops on the barbie.� Well, I made the lead news items on the four channels that night over this 
comment, and I had never received so many emails in all my life, as my staff will tell members. But one was a 
beauty; it read, �You�re two chops short of a barbecue�. I thought, �I�ve made it!� It had taken me 12 years or 
13 years to get noticed, and all of sudden, over some stupid remark, I made the top news story on all four 
channels! If I had said it the other way, there would not have been a problem. 

Hon Sue Ellery: No, because that would have been true! 
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Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: A couple of women did actually say to me, �Bruce, you�ve got it all wrong; you 
should have said the woman said to the man, �Will you please go home and would you put the spuds on and 
chuck the chops on the barbecue?�, and there would not have been a problem.� 

There are a whole lot of other things I want to say but my time is going to run out. I feel very, very privileged to 
have been in Parliament, and I was pleased that we got back into government. I think it was a great credit to our 
Premier. They said he would never make it; well he did! I think the government is doing a damn good job at the 
moment and I hope it continues. If it does not, as I said to my friend Hon Norman Moore, he will see some 
letters to the editor. I do not know whether I will be game enough to put my name to them. I might get a nom de 
plume or someone else to put his name to them. I am sure the government will continue to do a good job. That is 
the sad part about it. When one gets back into government, it is nice to be mixed up with the government. 
Friends we have in opposition become ministers. We have a better knowledge of them, so we know how they 
operate and think, and we also have access to them, which we do not always get to ministers when in opposition.  

I thank Hon Jon Ford for allowing me to be very much a part of what was happening within the fishing industry. 
He made sure that I was looked after very well in New South Wales and Victoria when I went there to look at 
recreational fishing licences. 

Hon Jon Ford: Boston, LA, Brussels.  

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: I had forgotten about Boston and Brussels. That is for another day. I appreciate 
the fact that I was able to phone people in the Department of Fisheries. I welcomed that opportunity because it 
gave me a better idea of what was happening in the industry, not having to come from left field all the time.  

I wish everyone all the best. Thank you for allowing me to be part of your family.  

Members: Hear, hear! 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Simon O�Brien (Minister for Transport).  
 


