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JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE ON ABORIGINAL CONSTITUTIONAL RECOGNITION 
First Report — “Towards a True and Lasting Reconciliation: Report into the Appropriate Wording to Recognise 

Aboriginal People in the Constitution of Western Australia” — Tabling 
MS J. FARRER (Kimberley) [10.02 am]: I present for tabling the first report of the Joint Select Committee on 
Aboriginal Constitutional Recognition, titled “Towards a True and Lasting Reconciliation: Report into the 
Appropriate Wording to Recognise Aboriginal People in the Constitution of Western Australia”. 

[See papers 2775 and 2776.] 

Ms J. FARRER: Nearly one year ago I stood in this place and introduced the Constitution Amendment 
(Recognition of Aboriginal People) Bill 2014 into Parliament. The bill puts into the Western Australian 
Constitution an official recognition of WA’s Aboriginal people as the first peoples of this land. 

My bill started life more than 10 years ago. It had been discussed at various times during that decade, and the 
first Labor President in the Legislative Council, Hon John Cowdell, was able to obtain legal advice some years 
ago confirming the soundness of the amendment. I decided in 2014 that it was time we had another serious 
attempt to get the bill into Parliament. I did that because I think amending the Constitution is one of the ways we 
can give Aboriginal people a really clear sign that here in WA we are all equal: equal in law, equal in humanity 
and equal in both life and death. In January 2014, I put before the Parliament the suggestion that I could bring 
the bill before members of the Legislative Assembly. I explained that although this is a small step, it carries great 
significance for this state—indeed for our nation. That small step was to amend the Western Australian 
Constitution to specifically recognise all Aboriginal people. At that time I said that I knew there were people on 
both sides of the house who would shy away from taking this step because they would be afraid of the 
consequences. Members will remember that I called on members not to be timid because timidity has never 
achieved anything great. Actually, I think the Premier and his ministers know this. They have proposed the 
Noongar (Koorah, Nitja, Boordahwan) (Past, Present, Future) Recognition Bill 2013, which recognises the 
Noongar people as the traditional owners of the south west of Western Australia. It really moves me to read the 
Premier’s words of acknowledgment about — 

… the significant and unique contribution that the Noongar people have made and continue to make to 
the heritage, cultural identity, community and economy of the state.” 

Words are important. Actions are important. People listen to your words and watch your actions to see whether 
you really mean what you say and really believe in what you do. The Premier was not being timid when he 
spoke those words, and if the Noongar recognition bill becomes law, he was not being timid when he took 
action. But as I said to the Premier at the time, Aboriginal people in this state are not all Noongar people. We are 
Gidja, we are Nyikina, we are Yawuru, we are Karajarri, we are Walmadjari and a whole lot of other different 
language groups. That is why I have spent the last year challenging people to step forward with me and deliver 
a great act for all Western Australian Aboriginal peoples to recognise them in our state. I have not mentioned 
a lot of other language groups, but they have not been forgotten. 
My aim, and the aim of WA Labor, has always been to bring everyone along on this journey. When we got to the 
second reading debate in June last year, I was happy to see that members in this house seemed to be generally 
supportive of the idea of constitutional recognition. The Premier commended me for bringing the bill forward. 
He made it clear that, in principle, the government supports constitutional recognition. When I asked the Premier 
directly in question time last November about whether his government would support my bill, he was very 
specific. He said — 

We are prepared to work in a genuinely bipartisan way … on bipartisan legislation, properly prepared 
and properly canvassed with the wider community of Western Australia, and done in a genuinely 
bipartisan way. 

The Leader of the National Party expressed his in-principle support, too. During the second reading debate he 
said — 

… our party room fundamentally wants to ensure that a bill survives and gets through Parliament and 
makes a difference. I say that up-front. It is fantastic that the member for Kimberley has triggered that. 
She has the National Party’s full support to ensure that we have a bill that goes through both places and 
gets into our Constitution to make change. 

Other members made it very clear to me, both in public and private, that they supported my bill and wanted to 
see us take this small but significant step without delay. The decision this house took in November last year to 
send this bill to a select committee was taken in the spirit of bringing everyone along and of helping everyone in 
this place to know in their hearts and their souls, as well as in their minds, that they were doing the right thing by 
voting to have Aboriginal people recognised in our state Constitution. 
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I can tell honourable members that in some ways this was not an easy committee to be on. I live in Halls Creek 
and represent thousands of people, many of whom are in great need of help, in an electorate that is thousands of 
kilometres away from Perth. My family miss me when I am away and my constituents need me to be around the 
Kimberley. The summer recess is a time when many members of Parliament take a break, but working in the 
Kimberley I take a day or two off over Christmas and New Year, but for the rest of the summer I am hard at 
work. It is the working season: no tourists, no distractions and lots of problems. Suddenly I was the deputy chair 
of a very important inquiry that was obliged to work all through the summer recess to deliver our report on time. 
Thank goodness for Skype—I did not know anything about Skype before, but thank goodness for that!—and 
thank goodness for Mr Tim Hughes, principal research officer, and my staff in Broome and Halls Creek who 
managed to keep me connected throughout the summer on the occasions when I could not get to Perth. 
The other reason that serving on this committee was not easy for me is that I have a sense of urgency about the 
need to make meaningful changes in this state to the way Aboriginal people think about themselves and the way 
Aboriginal people are treated by people from other cultures. This is literally a matter of life and death. 
Western Australians have traditionally had a blind spot about the nature of Aboriginal culture, our languages and 
traditions, our laws, our kinships and our heritage. That blind spot connects directly with our high suicide rates, 
our high rate of imprisonment, our lower life expectancy and the poverty and desolation in which far too many 
Aboriginal people live today. I want to change this, and I want to change it right now. Committees are not 
famous for being places in which things happen quickly, and lawyers have not always been my preferred allies 
on the barricades! However, in the most important way, the Joint Select Committee on Aboriginal Constitutional 
Recognition was a great committee, and I give my heartfelt thanks to my fellow committee members for the 
enthusiasm, energy and genuine commitment they brought to the committee’s work. The committee comprised 
the chair, Hon Michael Mischin, MLC, member for North Metropolitan Region; deputy chair, Ms Josie Farrer, 
MLA, member for Kimberley; and members, Hon Jacqui Boydell, MLC, member for Mining and Pastoral 
Region; Mr Murray Cowper, MLA, member for Murray–Wellington; Ms Wendy Duncan, MLA, member for 
Kalgoorlie; Hon Dr Sally Talbot, MLC, member for South West Region; and Mr Ben Wyatt, MLA, member for 
Victoria Park. They have been part of something truly momentous, and for that I honour them. 
I must also pay tribute to all the lawyers who helped us to get our heads around some very complicated bits of 
constitutional law. I especially want to mention Mr Peter Quinlan, SC, and Mr Adam Sharpe, specialist research 
consultant. You both showed real understanding of the importance of getting this right. You have earned your 
places in history and have played your part in bringing about the significant change that the committee’s report 
endorses, because this report that I have tabled today is a genuinely bipartisan endorsement of the recognition of 
Aboriginal people in the Constitution of Western Australia. Most importantly, the report recommends that, with 
one minor alteration, the statement proposed in clause 4(2) of my Constitution Amendment (Recognition of 
Aboriginal People) Bill is an appropriate form of words for insertion at the end of the preamble of the 
WA Constitution Act 1899. 
As well, the report provides strong reassurance on the following points that I know are of concern to several 
members. First, it finds that such an addition could be enacted by ordinary legislative procedures—in other 
words, we do not need a referendum. Second, it finds the suggestion that such an addition could limit the 
legislative power of the state can be discounted. Third, it finds that the risk of the addition having any impact on 
the interpretation of other Western Australian legislation or legislative powers is exceedingly low, or negligible. 
Fourth, it finds that the addition will not have any substantive effect on native title law or pastoral leases. Finally, 
and very importantly, the report finds that a non-effects clause should not be incorporated into any statement of 
recognition, and notes that “a non-effects clause … would undermine the spirit in which the statement of 
recognition is made”. 
I want to draw the attention of the house to one further finding of this report, finding 14, which states — 

The Committee considers that section 42 of the Constitution Act 1889 (WA) ought to be deleted. 
That is the section of my bill that removes the reference to the “aboriginal natives” of Western Australia being 
excluded from calculating the population of the colony. I am pleased that the committee found that the reference 
to the “Aborigines Protection Board” in section 75 of the Constitution Act should also be removed, noting 
that — 

The continued presence of these spent provisions within the Constitutional Act 1899 (WA) would be 
inappropriate and inconsistent with the spirit of reconciliation inherent in a statement of recognition by 
the Parliament. 

I want to pay tribute and convey both my personal thanks and the thanks of the committee to all those people and 
groups who made submissions to our inquiry. They are listed in appendix 2 of the report, and I think it is important 
to acknowledge them. They are Professor George Williams, AO, University of New South Wales faculty of law; 
Mr Lawrence Thomas, Goldfields Land and Sea Council; Mr Terry Grose, chairperson, Central Desert Native Title 
Services; Hon Fred Chaney, AO; Professor Anne Twomey, professor of constitutional law, University of Sydney; 
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Mr Greg McIntyre, SC, International Commission of Jurists, WA branch; Mr Simon Hawkins, chief executive 
officer, Yamatji Marlpa Aboriginal Corporation; Professor Marion Kickett, director Curtin University Centre for 
Aboriginal Studies; Mr Matthew Keogh, president, Law Society of Western Australia; Mr Matthew Howard, SC, 
vice-president, Western Australian Bar Association; Mr James Back, executive officer, Reconciliation WA; Mr 
Cliff Weeks, director general, Department of Aboriginal Affairs WA. Thanks again to all of you. Some of you will 
see your views directly reflected in our report. Others will see how your views have informed our discussions. I 
trust that nobody will feel that their views were overlooked or ignored. The views expressed in the submissions, all 
of which we have made public, have added a rich range of voices to the significant consultations that have already 
taken place on my bill. 
In tabling this select committee report this morning, let me end by reminding members exactly how the key part 
of the statement of recognition endorsed by this report reads. It states — 

And whereas the Parliament resolves to acknowledge the Aboriginal peoples as the First Peoples of 
Western Australia and traditional custodians of the land, the said Parliament seeks to effect a 
reconciliation with the Aboriginal peoples of Western Australia: 

We have called this report “Towards a True and Lasting Reconciliation”. Let me table this report by repeating 
the words with which I introduced my Constitution Amendment (Recognition of Aboriginal People) Bill nearly 
a year ago. Here is an opportunity for us as parliamentarians to do something remarkable; let us be magnificent; 
let us step forward and deliver a great act for all Western Australian Aboriginal peoples: let us move together 
Towards a True and Lasting Reconciliation. 
I want to again pay tribute and convey both my personal thanks and the thanks of the committee to all those 
people and groups who made submissions to our inquiry, as listed in appendix two of the report. I think it is 
important to acknowledge them. Thank you. 
[Applause.] 
MS W.M. DUNCAN (Kalgoorlie — Deputy Speaker) [10.16 am]: This is truly a historic moment. I take 
a moment to welcome the schoolkids who have just walked into the public gallery this morning. They are 
witnessing a historic moment—that is, a recommendation from the report of the Joint Select Committee on 
Aboriginal Constitutional Recognition to recognise the Aboriginal people in our Constitution. I hope they recall 
this special time. 
It has been an absolute honour to be part of that committee. I would like to thank my leader, Hon Terry Redman, 
for not only his work in finding a way forward after a fairly difficult debate last year and having this matter 
referred to a select committee, but also giving me the honour of being a member of that committee. It is 
something that I will be forever grateful for. 
The select committee members worked incredibly well together in a true spirit of reconciliation. That is why 
I am very pleased that this report has been named after the member for Kimberley’s quote at paragraph 2.13 of 
the committees report — 

Recognition, acknowledgement and acceptance are necessary steps to true and lasting reconciliation 
and this bill is just one of those steps. In a way it is more than a step; it is a confident stride forward. 

That captures the spirit of not only what we are recommending here today, but also our deliberations in this 
select committee. 
Western Australia is the last mainland state to recognise Aboriginal people in its Constitution. I suppose in 
a way, that is something that we should not be too proud of, but, on the other hand, it gave us an opportunity to 
learn from what the other states have done and, I think, come out with probably the best solution in Australia. 
The form of words that we recommend in our select committee report are those canvassed widely by the member 
for Kimberley since they were first proposed. Not only that—this is something the member for Kimberley was 
very keen on—the words have a simplicity of form that makes them easily interpreted and understood by people 
throughout the state of Western Australia. One of the issues that the member for Kimberley pointed out in our 
deliberations is that for many Aboriginal people, English is their sixth or seventh language. To have a form of 
words that is so clear in its intention is something that I am very proud of. The other thing of course is the 
consultation that has taken place. This was evident in some of the submissions that were made to the committee. 
It was clear that this particular form of words had been canvassed widely and is supported by organisations such 
as Reconciliation Australia. 
During the debate in the house last year there was considerable concern about unintended legal consequences 
that may flow from the incorporation of the proposed words into the preamble. There was particular concern 
about section 73(1) and (2) of the Western Australian Constitution. Consideration was given to whether 
a referendum should take place, and whether this proposal would limit the power of the Parliament in its 
legislation or the executive in its work. Considerable legal advice was taken by the select committee. The 
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committee came to the conclusion that the possibility of such an occurrence—that is, of state powers being 
limited—was negligible. 
One of the select committee’s most momentous findings was that it believes there is no need for a non-effects 
clause. Many people who made submissions to the committee through the course of deliberations talked about 
non-effects clauses and how they take away the spirit of reconciliation. It is almost like giving with one hand and 
taking away with the other. The committee was very sure that it did not want to do that. Our recommendation to 
this Parliament is that the form of words be incorporated but that there is no need for a non-effects clause. 
Another committee finding is there is no need to entrench the words into the Constitution; that is, put in a clause 
that makes it more difficult to change the form of words that are incorporated. Just as this Parliament has had the 
freedom to suggest an amendment to the Western Australian Constitution, we believe future parliaments should 
also be able to react to current needs and make changes, should they be necessary. 
Another issue that was raised prior to the appointment of the select committee was would the incorporation of 
these words into the Constitution affect native title law or pastoral leases, in particular the rollover of pastoral 
leases. We asked very senior counsel these questions. The committee has found that there is very little likelihood 
of those aspects of the law being affected; in particular, native title law being federal law is paramount. 

The committee deliberated about where to place these words. It believes that the preamble, which includes 
a conclusion of the historical context, is the place. That is where it is read first and gives the spirit of our 
Parliament before we go into more detailed constitutional matters. 
The final thing that the member for Kimberley raised was the issue of sections 42 and 75 of the 
Western Australian Constitution. They were matters beyond the committee’s terms of reference, but it took the 
liberty to recommend that those two clauses are spent and really serve no further purpose. They have historical 
context, they always will, but the committee believes that those sections need to be removed. 
I thank the member for Kimberley for bringing this matter to the house. I particularly thank the Attorney General 
for chairing this committee. He did an excellent job. There was no doubt that there was a great spirit of 
reconciliation in the room. We were very well served by Tim Hughes and Adam Sharpe—they did an excellent 
job—and, of course, Mr Quinlan, SC. 
I close by saying that I feel quite emotional about this day. Obviously, we have not yet amended the 
Western Australian Constitution but we have made a major step forward. I really look forward to the 
government’s response. 
MR M.J. COWPER (Murray–Wellington) [10.26 am]: Mr Speaker and members of the thirty-ninth 
Parliament, there is no impediment to proceeding forthwith to introduce legislation that recognises Aboriginal 
people in the Western Australian Constitution. The member for Kalgoorlie made the point that Western Australia 
is the last state to do so. Maybe we are saving the best until last, but there is no real reason to not recognise 
Aboriginal people in the Western Australian Constitution, and this select committee report is here for all to see. 
In light of the debate that occurred last year, the first report of the Joint Select Committee on 
Aboriginal Constitutional Recognition should set aside members’ fears. This Parliament can act in a collegiate 
fashion and properly recognise the people of Western Australia, not only Aboriginal but also non-Aboriginal, so 
that we can all move forward together and deal with some very trying issues that need to be dealt with. 
Last year the member for Kimberley, Josie Farrer—who I respectfully call aunty—introduced a bill to this 
house. Some people in this place might know that Josie was a neighbour of mine. Her son, a friend of mine, and 
I were instrumental in establishing a football club in Halls Creek. I have a brother of a different skin, in fact 
Pintupi, who calls Josie “mum”. Without going into the hierarchical situation, because he is my brother that 
makes Josie my aunty. It might be a bit foreign to some in this place but that is the respect that is drawn. When 
Josie came to this place and gave her speech about recognising Aboriginal people in the Western Australian 
Constitution, I could sense that she was becoming quite frustrated. Although she had been a member of 
Parliament for only a relatively short time, she was getting a little frustrated with the processes and procedures of 
the house. We heard her say earlier that she felt she needed to get things moving and get the job done. I gave 
Josie an undertaking that I would walk with her to achieve the outcome that she was seeking. 
I was very pleased when I was appointed to the Joint Select Committee on Aboriginal Constitutional 
Recognition, along with the other members who have been mentioned. I have been on a number of committees 
in my time in this place. This committee would arguably be the most efficient committee that I have ever served 
on. It was done in a good spirit. It was done in a collegiate fashion and in a bipartisan way. There were virtually 
no disagreements at all. The member for Kimberley made the point that the committee worked through 
Christmas. We were given a time frame to deliver this report. That meant a commitment by all committee 
members. I recognise and appreciate the commitment that those members brought to the committee. I am very 
pleased that this report has arrived in this place in a timely manner. This issue needs to be dealt with by this 
place. We need to move on and tackle what I believe are arguably more important issues—that is, the health, 
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education and employment of Aboriginal people in this state. Until such time that we deal with this particular 
matter, I do not believe we can properly move on to deal with those other issues. We have a base from which we 
can launch. I recognise this is a significant point in time for this issue to be brought collectively to this place, but 
I think it is only half-time at the football because we still need to get this done and dusted and move on to bigger 
and better matters.  
I would like to thank the people from whom we received assistance—Tim Hughes, Adam Sharpe, our appointed 
barrister, and all those people who provided input into the report and made submissions. They were significant. 
As I mentioned before, the way in which the group worked together was quite enjoyable. Although it took us 
away from our electorates, this is a very important piece of work and I was very pleased to have been part of it. 
In closing, I would like to recognise the member for Kimberley for the great work that she is doing in this place. 
I hope we can continue to walk together and achieve great outcomes for the state of Western Australia for all 
Western Australians. 
MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [10.31 am]: I am delighted to speak to the report “Towards a True and 
Lasting Reconciliation: Report into the Appropriate Wording to Recognise Aboriginal People in the Constitution 
of Western Australia”. Before I go into some detail and make some comments, I want to thank all members of 
the Joint Select Committee on Aboriginal Constitutional Recognition, in particular the chair, 
Hon Michael Mischin; the deputy chair, the member for Kimberley, who really instigated this inquiry; 
Hon Jacqui Boydell; the member for Murray–Wellington; the member for Kalgoorlie; and Hon Sally Talbot. 
I also thank Tim Hughes, the principal research officer; Mr Adam Sharpe, who was effectively our legal 
consultant attached to the committee and a very useful addition; and, of course, our legal adviser, Peter Quinlan, 
SC, whose two pieces of advice are annexed to the report for those who are interested. I also want to thank the 
Solicitor-General, Mr Grant Donaldson, SC, and Dr Jim Thomson, SC, who provided discussion points, if you 
like, in closed evidence to the committee that was of great use to the committee to define the questions that we 
needed to ask. 

There are 16 findings and two recommendations in the report. As the member for Murray–Wellington pointed 
out, we can proceed forthwith. The member for Kalgoorlie outlined the point that the issues, objections and fears 
that were raised and articulated by the Premier during debate around impacts on native title, pastoral leases, town 
development, public works, agricultural land and land ownership have been dealt with. Unsurprisingly, as I think 
we indicated during the debate, there is no impact and any likely impact through statutory interpretation is so 
negligible that the committee was confident that it could be ignored and we could proceed with this 
recommendation. Any fear need not be worried about at all. The committee has accessed the best legal minds in 
the state and resolved those issues. 

I want to emphasise two points. One is the non-effects clause. The member for Kalgoorlie made the point that it 
was perhaps one of the more significant recommendations. The recommendation is that the wording of the 
member for Kimberley’s legislation should proceed forthwith, with two small amendments: first, change 
“Houses of Parliament” to “Parliament”; and, second, remove the non-effects clause. This is significant. Every 
other state in Australia has a non-effects clause; that is, despite what we say about Aboriginal people, it does not 
mean a thing. Effectively, it is another protection for any unintended legal consequences. We had a lot of 
discussion around this point and we received legal advice on it. As was outlined to us by Mr Quinlan—the 
advice is available for all members to read—any judge who wants to read something into the preamble of the 
Constitution under the current legal stance that we have would be so unlikely that if we had a non-effects clause, 
we could get around that anyway, so we do not need that. That is a very significant recommendation of national 
significance. I hope that in the event that the Noongar people accept the offer from the government and the 
legislation is introduced, the government will look to remove the non-effects clause from the 
Constitution Amendment (Recognition of Aboriginal People) Bill 2014 as well. I hope that the government is 
open to that consideration. The advice from Mr Quinlan and the discussions that we had in closed evidence with 
the Solicitor-General were very positive in that respect. I want to emphasise that at significant length. It really 
means that the bill introduced by the member for Kimberley can be re-debated with two small amendments—as 
I said, the removal of the non-effects clause and the change from “Houses of Parliament” to “the Parliament”. 
I think it is a worthy simple bill that really brings us up to speed with the other states of the commonwealth. 

The other point I want to make is around consultation. The organisations that made submissions referred to 
consultation. There has been some discussion around this, including during debate. Before the member for 
Kimberley’s bill was introduced, she and the Leader of the Opposition undertook significant consultation. These 
words are not new; they have been in the public realm for a long time. As the member for Kimberley said, she 
introduced the bill nearly a year ago. I refer members to finding 2 of the report, which states — 

The Committee has been limited in the amount of consultation it has been able to undertake. 
Nonetheless, it understands that the statement proposed in Clause 4(2) of the Constitution Amendment 
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(Recognition of Aboriginal People) Bill 2014 has been subject to significant consultation. It also 
appears to have the greatest level of current support among advocates of constitutional recognition. 

We can proceed. If we as a Parliament decide that we need to reset the consultation phase—this was part of our 
conversation—in my view, it would kick this off into the never-never; kick it off into the long grass. We can 
proceed with the member for Kimberley’s bill. 
The member for Kalgoorlie made a couple of points about the location of the preamble et cetera. I will not dwell 
on that but I would like to make a point about the issue of spent provisions. The member for Kimberley, and 
I think the member for Kalgoorlie, made the point that even though not a set part of the terms of reference, the 
committee undertook the member for Kimberley’s piece of legislation as the base point for our conversations 
and dialogue. We looked at section 42 of the Constitution and made finding 14 that the committee considers that 
that section should be deleted. Our Constitution has a range of spent provisions, if you like—provisions that no 
longer have anything other than perhaps historical interest. Finding 14 states — 

The continued presence of these spent provisions within the Constitution Act 1889 (WA) would be 
inappropriate and inconsistent with the spirit of reconciliation inherent in a statement of recognition by 
the Parliament. 

It also found that the definition of “Aborigines Protection Board” as it currently appears in section 75 of the 
Constitution Act should also be deleted because, ultimately, it is a spent provision, and if nothing more than 
perhaps historical interest to historians around the country. The arguments that are often made—it is part of the 
big conversation that is taking place at a national level—are that there are many more significant legal obstacles 
to amend our commonwealth Constitution. They do not exist at a state level. We make the decisions here. 
That has been confirmed. 

Finding 8 states that the risk of the Constitution Amendment (Recognition of Aboriginal People) Bill 2014 
having any impact on the interpretation of other Western Australian legislation is exceedingly low. I noted that 
we can always find an argument from a lawyer or anyone about where we can find a potential at some point in 
the future and use it in some way. It would be against all current laws and approaches to statutory interpretation. 
That is what Mr Quinlan pointed out and that is what we found. The likelihood is so low that it should not stop 
us proceeding with the member for Kimberley’s bill, with those slight amendments. 

Native title law, pastoral lease issues, town planning issues, town development issues, public works issues, 
agricultural land issues—all the issues that the Premier raised in his objections, concerns or fears, however we 
describe it, in respect of the member for Kimberley’s legislation—have been dealt with by the committee. 

I want to again thank my colleagues because it has been perhaps one of the more interesting committees I have 
sat on. I want to thank Tim Hughes and I also want to thank again Adam Sharpe and the lawyers involved. There 
is always a reason not to do something. There is also a reason why things such as constitutional recognition are 
too hard or there are too many doubts or too many uncertainties. We cannot do any more than this to cover off on 
those. No-one need have any concern nor any worry and I hope that the Parliament soon—this year—looks to 
bring the member for Kimberley’s bill back on with those amendments so we can all celebrate the passage of 
that legislation.  
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