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MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 
Senators Brown and Nettles, Behaviour 

HON BRUCE DONALDSON (Agricultural) [4.27 pm]:  I do not like talking about someone when she is not in 
the House; namely, Hon Dee Margetts.  However, I will do so because I am not responsible for her absence.  I 
think all of us who have any sense of values or decency in life were appalled at the behaviour yesterday of the 
Australian Greens Senators Brown and Nettles.  Their performance can be categorised only as disgraceful to say 
the least.  The editorial in The West Australian this morning summed it up very well when it described the 
outrage of the overwhelming majority of people in this nation at the antics of those two members yesterday in 
the federal Parliament.  Constituents deserve better from those people who represent them.  There is an 
expectation within the community that we should at least be respectful and courteous to visiting dignitaries from 
other countries.  

I remind members of the words of Hon Clive Griffiths, who presided over this Chamber many times.  When 
things got heated about what people said, he used to say -  

As I have often said, members do not have to like what people say in this place - they certainly do not 
have to believe it - but they must listen to it. 

He made a very good point.  Many things are said in this House that we may not like.  The behaviour of the two 
Greens members in front of the president of another country in the federal Parliament yesterday was 
unacceptable.  It is irrelevant whether we disagree with his policies.  We could argue about the attitude to human 
rights of the President of the Peoples Republic of China, who also spoke before a joint sitting of the federal 
Parliament.  The so-called protest was a demonstration of grubby, gutter politics in an effort to show the world 
that their party is holier than thou and the only party that cares about human rights. 

When those two members of the Senate or the House of Representatives - it does not matter where they came 
from - carried on like they did yesterday, the biggest mistake was that the Speaker did not evict them then and 
there.  They refused to go and they should have been taken out of that House by force.  By the grace of God, 
President George Bush said that he believed in freedom of speech and that drew a laugh and diffused the 
situation.   

It is interesting to note that the people who jump up and down in this world about human rights and stick up for 
things that might happen in Iraq or Afghanistan have very short memories.  What surprises me most of all is the 
absolutely deafening silence from them when it comes to women’s rights in those countries.  Women there are 
subservient.  Girls are not allowed to go to school or work.  In many countries they cannot drive alone in a 
vehicle - members can see that in Saudi Arabia.  They are mutilated and they are subservient.  The women who 
get involved with the Australian Greens and who carry on about human rights never talk about the oppression of 
women in these countries.  Hon Dee Margetts is indicating that they do, but they do not.  They are too busy.  We 
never hear a word spoken about them.  Women in those countries are downtrodden and it appals me to see this 
happening.  My good advice to those members of federal Parliament is: if they cannot stand the heat in the 
kitchen, get out.  Their behaviour yesterday embarrassed their colleagues in that Chamber.  Their colleagues 
were disgusted with what happened.  There was no excuse for those two members to perform and carry on the 
way they did.  If they did not want to attend the special sitting, they did not have to.  Senator Brian Harradine 
made that choice today when he did not attend the speech given by the head of China at the joint sitting.  This 
morning I was pleased when those two members, who said that they were going to be in contempt of Parliament 
by going back into the Chamber again today, were kept out by security.  I would have been disappointed if they 
had been allowed in.  If they were, I would have rung my very good friend Ross Lightfoot and he would have 
made sure they did not get in. 

I will turn to a more local issue.  Yesterday, I missed the speech made by Hon Dee Margetts during members’ 
statements.  The last part is on page 56 of the uncorrected proof of Hansard -   

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  I trust the member is not about to quote the uncorrected proof.  If he has an 
understanding of what was said -  

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I have an understanding of what she said.  I did summarise it in my notes and I 
will refer to them.  Thank you, Mr President, for drawing that to my attention.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  You were merely using it as an aide-mémoire. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Yes.  Yesterday, the member admitted to wearing a T-shirt underneath her coat.  I 
think she flashed it somewhere along the line - I am not too sure.  On that T-shirt were the letters “FOG”.  The 
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member said something to the effect that the last two letters of that acronym stood for “off George”.  She did not 
explain what the “F” stood for. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Fly off! 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I do not want Hon Simon O’Brien to interject.  I want Hon Dee Margetts to stand 
in this House and tell the House what the letter “F” meant and whether there were any other letters on the T-shirt 
other than “FOG”?  I want the member to be honest about this.  I also want her to tell the House what the word 
stood for.  This House deserves an unreserved apology from Hon Dee Margetts for lowering the standard of 
dress in the House and for bringing into the House a T-shirt with quite offensive lettering - it does not matter to 
whom it was directed.  I want to know whether the letters on the T-shirt were only “FOG” or whether there was 
another letter, and what that word meant. 

Mining Project Delays 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [4.40 pm]:  On 17 October this year I made certain observations 
to the House about the unacceptable delays in mining projects throughout the State.  I made specific reference to 
the proposed expansion of the Portman Ltd iron ore mine at Koolyanobbing.  I also pointed out that a member of 
the House was involved in activities that led to excessive delays in that project’s proceeding, as also were 
anthropologist Ronald Parker, who trades as Australian Interaction Consultants, and anti-mining activist Peter 
Muir of Leonora.  I referred to evidence that Parker had accepted payment from Portman to act as a consultant 
but had actually combined with third parties to frustrate, hinder and prevent the mine’s further development.  He 
had misrepresented comments made to him by Aboriginal elders traditional to the Koolyanobbing area and had 
used members of the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee to assist in his campaign against his employer.  I 
questioned his ultimate aim and suggested that it was to discredit the Aboriginal people traditional to the area 
and install Muir and his cronies as spokespersons for the region’s heritage.  
My Aboriginal sources in the goldfields and the Pilbara have now informed me that they believe Ronald Parker 
is planning a further campaign against his former employer, Portman Ltd, by combining with Peter Muir to 
mount a public demonstration at the Portman mining site in early November with the aim of drawing adverse 
public opinion on the proposed expansion and, finally, putting a stop to the project.  To that end, I am informed 
by Aboriginal people from both the goldfields and the Pilbara that it is intended to bus in a rented crowd from 
Perth, the Pilbara and even from the central reserve.  My sources have not been able to tell me, however, from 
where the funds for this act are being accessed.  I suspect that the source is a political party whose members are 
bitterly opposed to the proposed mine expansion.   
I am also advised by my Aboriginal sources and have a sworn statutory declaration from Mrs Elizabeth Sambo 
that verifies that Parker was the instigator of applications regarding the Portman expansion project that were 
made to the federal Minister for the Environment and Heritage under the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
Heritage Protection Act.  Mr Peter Quinlan, a Perth barrister, is currently investigating these applications on 
behalf of the federal minister.  Two active applications have been made on behalf of Mr Neil Phillips, whom 
Parker represents in a matter of future act notices and Aboriginal heritage surveys and one Albert Corunna.  Mr 
Corunna is a signatory to the Perth-based combined metropolitan working group native title claim.  It stretches 
credibility to suggest that Mr Corunna has traditional rights in Perth and Koolyanobbing at the same time. 
I have also studied Mr Phillips’ Pandawn native title application and I note that he claims to be a descendant of a 
white settler on the Irwin River near Dongara and a local tribal Dongara woman on one side of his family, and a 
descendant of the Badimia family from Wydgee station near Mt Magnet on the other.  Again, one must wonder 
how he can have any links with the Koolyanobbing area with that pedigree.  The only conclusion that can be 
drawn on the applications under the federal Act is that some person is using these people as pawns in a game of 
establishing Muir and his cronies in the Koolyanobbing region.  In an astonishing incident of dark comedy, I am 
also advised that Ronald Parker has been the convenor of the ethics subcommittee for the University of Western 
Australia’s professional anthropological body.  It was his job to write the code of ethics for that group.  I find it 
incredible that a person who behaves as Parker does to his clients would have such a task allotted to him.   
If we cast our minds back about 10 years to the time when Dominion Mining was trying to get its nickel leases at 
Yackabindy into production, Peter Muir opposed them.  He was aided in his mischievous endeavours by the 
centre for pre-history, which was part of the University of Western Australia.  As events unfolded, it was proved 
that Peter Muir’s claims were just vexatious fabrications, and anthropologists from the centre for pre-history had 
behaved quite unethically.  Sadly, although Dominion Mining was completely vindicated, it was a pyrrhic 
victory for the company because the delays and costs that Peter Muir engendered caused the company to shelve 
the planned development.  The lease was sold to Western Mining and it is hard to understand, but it had to go 
through substantially the same nonsense that had been imposed on Dominion Mining. 
Mr President, it is my view that unless the Government is going to be complicit in the Greens’ plans to destroy 
the nation’s economic base by attacking any development project that does not fit their obsessions, the 
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Government will have to do something about changing the present unworkable legislation.  The imposition of 
substantial fines for bringing frivolous or contrived section 9 or 10 claims under the federal Aboriginal Heritage 
Act would be a start.  Such fines should be levelled not only against the applicants, but also the lawyers and 
anthropologists who are often very complicit in these applications.  It must be realised that, apart from being the 
source of a lot of the money that flows to Aboriginal people, the mining industry is also the prime source of 
training and job opportunities.  In this case I am told that the local Aboriginal people in Kalgoorlie, who 
undoubtedly have the best claim to be the traditional owners, are extremely supportive of the Portman Mining 
project and are very unhappy about what they see as unwanted interlopers interfering in claims on land over 
which they have no valid claim.  Unfortunately, the mining industry is basically intoxicated with short-term 
outcomes.  Those in the industry should get their act together and fight as a united industry.  If they fail to do so, 
they will be picked off one by one.  Notwithstanding their shortcomings, it is a great industry that is essential for 
the wellbeing of the economy of this entire nation.  I certainly do not want to see Portman Mining go the same 
way as Dominion Mining, and I intend to expose the humbug of Muir and Parker at every opportunity.  I have a 
wealth of material that shows the perfidious actions of these gentlemen and I intend to make sure that the public 
has the opportunity to judge this for itself. 

Protest by the Greens in Federal Parliament 

HON JIM SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.49 pm]:  I rise in response to comments made by Hon Bruce 
Donaldson.  Firstly, I wish to correct a couple of factual matters.  He said something about how the Greens had 
embarrassed and shamed the great majority of Australians.  I will read some polls I received via e-mail.  The first 
is from the The Age - 

Do you support the Greens Senators protesting in Parliament? 

Yes - 61% 

No - 38% 

Guess what?  The honourable member is in the minority.  The next is from Sky News - 

Do you support yesterday’s actions by the Greens Senators during the Bush speech? 

Yes - 66% 

No - 34% 

Again, the honourable member is in the minority. 

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  How many people were polled? 

Hon John Fischer:  Did you listen to talkback radio this morning? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  I did, in fact.   

Hon Ray Halligan:  Eighty-two per cent voted no.   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  The Sydney Morning Herald poll split the pro votes into three categories - 56 per cent voted 
for the action and 38 per cent against it.   

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  Look at the polls this morning.   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Hon Bruce Donaldson should be careful to check that people support his position before he 
jumps up and spouts.  I also want to challenge another little thing he said.  Hon Bruce Donaldson went on about 
what happened in Iraq.  He was basically saying that a wonderful thing had happened in Iraq and that we should 
be supporting it instead of speaking against it.  I must tell him that it was George Bush and people of the same 
political persuasion as Hon Bruce Donaldson - the conservatives - who armed Saddam Hussein in the first place.  
John Howard was fully aware that weapons were going into Iraq, even through Australia at that time, including 
chemical weapons.  He did nothing about it.  It was people like the Greens who spoke out about that sort of thing 
at that time.  It was Hon Bruce Donaldson’s friend who did that.  Now, the situation has suddenly changed.  
Unlike Hon Bruce Donaldson, the Greens were always appalled by the actions of Saddam Hussein and about 
what was happening in Afghanistan.  We were against the Americans arming the Taliban and paying their 
wages.  We were against it then, unlike the newcomers, who have suddenly swung onside.  We were always 
against violence and the rape of women, unlike people like Hon Bruce Donaldson, who have swung that way 
only in recent times.  Hon Bruce Donaldson should not give us that guff.  We have always been against violence 
and war as solutions.  These other people are newcomers.  We have always been against it and still are.  Hon 
Bruce Donaldson should not tar us with that brush when he has supported those who armed those people, paid 
their wages and taught them, and sent into that country people far more effective than Mr Hicks and his 
individual efforts.  They sent in CIA operatives to train the Taliban.  They taught them how to do these things, 
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because they wanted to thwart the Russians in Afghanistan.  There was no concern whatsoever at that stage.  
Hon Bruce Donaldson should not talk to me about the Greens not caring about this matter.  We cared about it 
then and we care about it now.  Hon Bruce Donaldson and his friends are the ones who should be ashamed of 
themselves.  Bob Brown and Kerry Nettle were standing up for international law.  Hon Bruce Donaldson was 
standing up for the trampling of people’s rights.  People have been tortured without there being any evidence 
against them.  

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  What happened in Iraq under Saddam Hussein?   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Nobody from Afghanistan was on the aeroplanes that flew into the twin towers.  They came 
from Saudi Arabia and Egypt.   

Hon John Fischer:  Where did they train?   

Hon Dee Margetts:  Some of them in America.   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  That is right; they trained in America.  Some of those people lived in America.  They did not 
take action against their own country.  I am saying that some people are showing a huge amount of hypocrisy.  
Bob Brown and Kerry Nettle are extremely courageous people.  They did not want to have to stand up and do 
that; they had to do that because of gutless John Howard, who will not look after his own people.  He has glibly 
allowed this kangaroo court to be set up and for people to be tortured and made to say whatever their tormentors 
want them to say.  Did members not watch the Four Corners program earlier this week?  It showed innocent 
people such as taxi drivers and their passengers who had been dobbed in for a handful of money and taken to and 
tortured in those camps.  They have now been released.  They are injured.  They have lost their livelihoods, all 
without any access to common law and in contravention of international law.  These other people are too 
frightened to stand up to bullies or to say anything.  At least the Greens have the guts to stand up to the bullies 
who breached international law when they went into Iraq.   

Hon Ray Halligan:  What did Iraq and Afghanistan do about international law?   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Kofi Annan and Lord Goldsmith said it was illegal.   

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Hon Jim Scott will come to order and Hon Ray Halligan will cease interjecting.  I 
will hear from Hon Jim Scott and no more from Hon Ray Halligan, who is taking up other people’s time.   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  We are always against violence, whether it comes from the Taliban, the Iraqis or the 
Americans.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  You are about the destruction of property and destroying roads and buildings, and seeing 
the police and reason as the enemy.  Hon Bruce Donaldson is talking about something that happened in the 
Australian Parliament, not Guantanamo Bay or whatever you are talking about. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  I am glad that the member is feeling guilty about it.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  I am not feeling guilty about it. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  He does not have the guts to stand up for international law.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  You will not front the issue that has been raised.  You want to talk about something else. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  The member will have his turn when it is his turn.  He has no answer.  Does he agree that 
people should be interned without trial and without access to lawyers and be tortured in order to extract 
confessions?  The Americans are no better than Pinochet, whom the member’s side supported in his day.  The 
member is a supporter of an extremist regime.  He should be ashamed of himself.  The Greens party has the 
courage to speak up for the majority of Australians who are ashamed of a Prime Minister who kowtows.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  What extremist regime do I support? 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Hon Simon O’Brien has not been given the call.  If he were to stand up now, he 
could not be given the call because he has given his speech. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Sorry.  I thought the honourable member was addressing me and not the Chair, Mr 
President. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  The member was yelling so loudly that I could not address the Chair.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  You make outrageous remarks, accusing us -  

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Which one of them is not true? 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  You cannot put up. 
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Hon JIM SCOTT:  What did the Canberra journalist write about all this?  She wrote of the Bush speech - 

George Bush’s speech was almost contemptuous in its tired banality.  He treated us as children, he told 
us a simplistic fairy story laced with cheap flattery.  Recalling John’s visit to George in Texas, he said: 
“You might remember that I called him a man of steel.  That’s Texan for fair dinkum.” 

That codswallop is to give people a big glow and make them feel wonderful.  Honest John lied to us about the 
reason for going to that place.  There are no weapons of mass destruction there at all. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Will the member identify the document that he has just quoted from? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  It is an article by Margo Kingston in The Sydney Morning Herald.  The article continues - 

MPs and Senators never look comfortable together in the same chamber, but this time the discomfort 
was palpable.  John Howard invited Senators - the people whose power he wants to crush and who have 
twice censured Howard for invading Iraq and lying about his reasons - to the House of 
‘Representatives’ to applaud the man who asked him to do it. 

On the Labor side, outspoken Labor larrikin MP Harry Quick was the only one to wear a white 
armband.  The two Greens Senators wore a sprig of wattle over a postcard picture of the two Australian 
citizens interned in Guantanamo Bay.  The pair, Mr Hicks and Mr Habib, have been held by the 
Americans without charge for nearly two years in gross breach of international law and in stark contrast 
to the treatment received by the American captured in Afghanistan.  He received all the rights 
guaranteed by the American bill of rights.  John Howard did not protest.  Two Senators had the guts to 
insist that Australians and Americans had equal rights. 

I applaud them.   

Children’s Issues 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.59 pm]:  Today, 24 October, is recognised as Universal 
Children’s Day and is part of Children’s Week.  Yesterday I made some comments about this Government’s lack 
of priorities for children’s issues in this State.  Today, in the short time I have, I intend to deal with a few other 
areas of concern over the issues of prioritising children and putting them high on the Western Australian political 
agenda.   

Yesterday I spoke about the cutting of the newborn infant hearing testing program.  Today I inform the House of 
a particular case.  When I raised this issue in the House yesterday I reminded my colleagues that early 
intervention was absolutely critical.  A little baby called Lily Conlin was the first child picked up by the 
program.  She was detected with severe to profound bilateral sensorineural hearing loss at one week of age.  She 
was fitted with hearing aids at three weeks and received a cochlear implant at three months.  Early intervention 
has meant that now, at two years and four months of age, she has good hearing, good speech and excellent 
communication ability.  If she had not been picked up by the screening program, her hearing loss might not have 
been identified until she was 24 to 30 months old and it would have been very difficult for her speech and 
language development to catch up.  In addition to the cutting of the newborn hearing testing program, capital 
subsidies to the child health centres scattered around Western Australia will be cut.  Those health centres are a 
very good base for mothers with newborn babies.  The development of community-based multi-systemic therapy 
for adolescents who need intensive individual and family counselling will be deferred, and we have heard about 
the life education.  Other programs in the health area will be cut.   

I remind the House of the Government’s election promise that health and education would be the two priority 
areas.  The Labor Government said that nothing was more important than the future of our children.  It said that 
children must be given every opportunity to succeed and that Labor would accept nothing less than a world-class 
public education system.  Class sizes have always been an integral part of the education system and debate.  
Small class sizes have been recognised worldwide as best practice.  They achieve the best results.  Today I asked 
a follow-up question to a question I asked during the estimates hearings about kindergarten classes.  We know 
that the coalition Government put in place kindergarten classes for every four-year-old child across the State.  
The maximum number of children allowed in those classes is 20.  This Government made a commitment to 
retain those class sizes and said that, by 2003, the maximum class size for preprimary to year 3 would be 24.  
This Government has broken that promise.  Today I received evidence of that.  The Minister for Education and 
Training told me that of the 621 state kindergarten classes in Western Australia, 63, or 10 per cent, contain more 
than 20 students; that is, more than the maximum.  I ask members in this House who have knowledge or 
experience of three to four-year-old children if they would like 24 of them in their lounge room all day on a 
Saturday or Sunday.  How much sense do they think would get from themselves, let alone the children, at the 
end of the day?  Large classes of small children do not work.  I have been told that 63 classes contain more than 
20 children.  That is a disgrace.   
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I remind the Premier of his words when he released the Government’s response to the Gordon inquiry.  He said - 

Today my Government is drawing a line in the sand and saying enough is enough.  This has got to stop. 

He was referring to child and sexual abuse in Aboriginal communities.  Today in this Parliament, on Universal 
Children’s Day, I say to the Government that it has drawn a dividing line between rich and poor children through 
its cutbacks in diagnostic and therapeutic services for young children and increased class sizes for the early years 
of schooling.  The Government is causing a great divide between the rich and the poor.  The Government has no 
long-term strategies.  This is a short-term gap to save money, instead of looking further down the road in 20 
years when these children will need to be picked up in special classes for disability services, special schools or 
hospital wards.  The line this Government has drawn is between parents who have money and those who do not.  
If a family is wealthy in this town, its children can go to private speech therapy lessons; an elite private school 
with maybe 14 in the kindergarten class; a private physiotherapist; or private therapists in all of the other areas.  
The average people in this State and the poor, however, are reliant on government services.  I am disgusted 
today, as the Liberal spokesperson for children this State.  I will say it again and again: early intervention works.  
It is a long-term strategy.  Short-term results cannot be seen if hearing, speech or sight defects are detected in a 
baby under six months old, but $7 will be saved later on for every dollar that is spent on diagnostic testing or 
early intervention. 

This Government does not have a good record in the delivery of services to children.  Yesterday I drew the 
attention of the House to the child protection unit at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children.  It was meant to 
have opened some weeks ago.  A total of $570 000 has been spent on a building that is sitting empty because the 
Government does not have the money in the health budget to fill the staff quota.  The answer I got back 
yesterday said it would be filled in January.  That is a disgrace.  I am very concerned about the lack of 
implementation of the programs in the early childhood area and for children in need in this State, when the 
Premier speaks wonderful words about meeting the needs of children and says that they are our priority.  He 
does not consider them a priority. 

I will finish with some words from the federal Minister for Children and Youth Affairs, Hon Larry Anthony.  On 
this Universal Children’s Day, he says that there has been overwhelming support for the national agenda for 
early childhood.  The media release reads - 

“There is significant and bipartisan support for the Australian Government's commitment to developing 
a National Agenda for Early Childhood.  All stakeholders agreed with the aim to better support parents 
and to focus on young children’s needs, recognising the importance of the early years of a child's life. 

“It was also agreed that there should be clearer statements around the roles and responsibilities of all 
levels of Government and the community sector, and that there should be better integration of services 
for families and children.  

This State Government is a national disgrace for its derelict actions on the delivery of good children’s services in 
this State.  When we are resource rich, with huge projects on the agenda bringing in money, our children are 
obviously not being considered as our most important resource.  A civilised society should recognise that.  

House adjourned at 5.08 pm 

__________ 
 


