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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from 11 November.  
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [5.52 pm]: I am very pleased to support the motion moved by Hon Helen 
Morton and wish to thank her for her kind words during her Address-in-Reply. 
Wherever he goes, His Excellency the Governor, Dr Ken Michael, brings something special, as he did when he 
came here for the official opening of Parliament. I think that one of the reasons the Governor is so highly 
regarded by his fellow Western Australians is that he is from a migrant family. He comes from a family who 
chose to live amongst us in Western Australia. I believe that His Excellency, in his occupation of the highest 
office in the state, is an inspiration to us all. We need to recall that, although on the occasion of his recent visit 
the Governor was here as a representative of Her Majesty the Queen, it is also his function, a function that falls 
to him on many occasions, to represent all Western Australians. He is our representative to the world as well as 
the Queen’s representative here in the Parliament. In representing all Western Australians, the Governor 
represents those who are seventh-generation Western Australians—there are some; my own children are seventh-
generation Western Australians—and those who arrived on this afternoon’s flight from Cairo. They are all 
Western Australians.  

We have, since the very beginning of European settlement in Australia, been a nation of migrants. In a series of 
migration waves from all over the world, the Australian demographic has constantly evolved and it continues to 
do so, no less now than at any time in the past. When I used the term “migration waves”, I was conscious of the 
implication that it had for the rises and falls in the levels of migration over the years. Indeed, it has very much 
been the case that we have had periods of great activity and also periods during which our migration activity has 
been quite flat. However, those waves of migration have, from time to time, been driven by the uniformly 
desperate need of people from other parts of the world to find a refuge in times of global war, regional conflict 
and, more recently, civil war. I am conscious of the fact that migration is primarily a commonwealth matter and 
perhaps that is why, in this place, we do not talk about it much. I cannot recall a time in my almost 17 years in 
this place when migration has been an issue that we discussed a great deal. Hon Sam Piantadosi referred to 
migration matters from time to time and Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich has touched on it from time to time. I was 
particularly touched to hear from Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich that her village in Croatia, a place I hope to visit in the 
not-too-distant future, rang the bells on her behalf when she became a minister of the Crown—that was 
particularly touching. 
Hon Ken Travers interjected. 
Hon KIM CHANCE: Possibly; I will put that to them as a possibility.  
It is the responsibility of the commonwealth to regulate and govern issues of migration, and to oversee our 
international obligations under the refugee convention. However, I think the whole question of migration 
involves much more and that many of those matters belong in both state and local jurisdictions every bit as much 
as they belong in the commonwealth jurisdiction. Is it not the case that the manner in which new migrants are 
assimilated into our society is a matter for state governments and, indeed, local governments? Are not the special 
health and education needs of migrants, particularly those who are refugees, a matter for the states?  

Housing, of course, is a matter of state responsibility. Some migrants have very special housing needs. Some 
migrants who come to this country have very large families. Our public housing strategy has evolved around 
smaller and smaller families. As a consequence of that, the least financially capable people in our society face a 
market in which there is little or no public housing to cater for a family of seven. These people are forced into 
the private sector of the rental market. The protection of consumers and tenants is clearly a state matter, but does 
our system that protects consumers and tenants recognise the special needs of migrants?  
I think we need, as a state Parliament, to consider a number of these matters. I point out now that I do not raise 
any of these issues out of any sense or position of partisanship. Clearly, if there are deficiencies in the way our 
society deals with migrants and refugees in particular, then those deficiencies existed while we were in 
government; so there is no sense of partisanship. Nor do I claim any special or long-term high ground on these 
issues. Indeed, I have been quite lax. Until quite recently, I have not taken a great deal of interest in migration 
issues or refugees. I know that members on both sides of this house have taken an interest and have done so over 
a great deal of time. Notwithstanding my former lacklustre performance on behalf of the newest of our 
Australians, or perhaps because of it, I am now acutely aware of the immense difficulties that some of our 
newest Australians face when they first come to our wonderful country.  

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 
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Hon KIM CHANCE: Before the dinner break, I said that migration was an area not only in which Parliament 
had not done a great deal, in my time anyway, but also in which I as an individual have only relatively recently 
taken an interest. Notwithstanding that, I think that  at the moment a particular set of people are coming into 
Western Australia, and we need to take special care that they are properly accommodated within our state. I refer 
to those migrants who are refugees. I am acutely aware of the extreme difficulties that they have coming to 
Australia. As welcoming as our country is, we must ensure that we are doing enough for them, given the horrific 
circumstances from which they have come.  
I ask members to imagine the plight of a Somalian woman, still in her early to mid-20s, who has three young 
children surviving from the five that she has already given birth to. She has no Somalian identity papers; she has 
no passport. She speaks only her tribe’s dialect and a smattering of Arabic. Due to the war in her country, she is 
separated from her husband, who is under a death sentence in Somalia, and is now thought to be illegally in the 
People’s Republic of Yemen. She has been brutalised in her own country, and also in a refugee camp in Kenya 
for seven years—a camp that, despite its United Nations’ status, provides no healthcare and only the bare 
minimum of the basic needs of life. The mortality in these ostensibly UN-run camps is horrific. How much can 
we, as Australians, expect from this woman and her family in those circumstances? How much can we expect 
from them? I have not described a real person’s story, but I can tell members that many like her are living 
amongst us today in Western Australia whose stories are infinitely worse than the hypothetical young woman I 
have just described. 
I asked the question: how much can we expect from them? Australia had no choice but to accept this little 
family; otherwise, they would probably all be dead now. Make no mistake, their lives now are incomparably 
better than they were just a few short weeks ago. They are all housed, safe and well fed, and they are at last 
getting the healthcare that they have so desperately needed. They even have some little things that they can laugh 
about. But are we doing all that we can to help them make this extraordinarily difficult transition? Sadly, I do not 
think we are. Hon Kate Doust approached me during the dinner break and said, “Have you looked at the program 
that the New Zealand government has in place for refugees?” She went through and just quickly described the 
transition process that the New Zealand government provides for refugees coming into that country. That 
appeared to me to be a commonsense approach to settling in people who have come from a very difficult 
background. However, it occurred to me quite quickly that New Zealand is able to do that because it does not 
have a gap in jurisdiction between the federal government, where the responsibility primarily lies, and state and 
local governments, although New Zealand does have a gap between state and local governments. We do have 
that gap. I wonder whether we are doing all we can to bridge that gap. Perhaps a good place to start would be to 
look at those New Zealand arrangements.  

Refugees such as this Somalian woman are entitled to 510 hours of instruction in the most complicated language 
in the world, English. This hypothetical woman whom I have described can barely speak, let alone read, Arabic, 
which is supposed to be her mother tongue. There is no-one in Western Australia who is able to interpret in her 
tribal language. It is most likely that she will have to compete with everybody else, in a still overheated rental 
market, for accommodation, and that in some instances she will have to bid for the right to pay rent. She will 
receive the same level of accommodation subsidy in her Centrelink payment as any other Australian Centrelink 
recipient, and that is the end of it. There is no way in which she can be accommodated outside of that.  

I guess the question that I am asking is: what can we do, not only as a state Parliament, but also as a community, 
to help this woman whom I have described—and others like her—to adjust in a time frame that will enable her 
and her three young children to make the most of their lives? What can we do to help their breadwinner—who, 
remember, is still stuck illegally in Yemen—to find his way back to be reunited with his family? Believe me, the 
difficulties of getting a person out of a country when that person is in the country illegally are horrendous. That 
person could not have stayed in Somalia, because he would have died there, so he took one of the easy options 
for a Somalian, which is to go into Yemen, where they do not ask a lot of questions. A lot of these people are 
also in Cairo now. How do we get such a person out of Yemen? What that person essentially requires is a visa 
subclass 309. However, for a visa 309 to work, someone in Australia must be willing to guarantee to the 
Australian government that they will pay all of the person’s Centrelink receipts over the first two years of the 
person’s residence in Australia. That is a guarantee of about $26 000, or $13 000 a year. Someone in Australia 
would have to come up with what is effectively an unlimited liability guarantee to the Australian government for 
two years of that person’s life. Such a guarantee is not the easiest thing in the world to get.  

I do not know what we can do to help these people. I am only asking us to think about this. However, I believe 
that whatever we are able to do to help these people, and however small that contribution may be, we will be 
amply rewarded. I ask this question: what can we expect from this hypothetical woman whom I have described? 
I believe that if we are able, with a small investment, to help this woman and her family to shorten, even by a 
couple of years, their integration into society, we will get a significant return. 
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A couple of years ago I attended, along with Hon Bob Kucera, an African unity celebration day that was held at 
North Perth Town Hall. It was a great event and a tremendous amount of fun. What I enjoyed the most was 
talking to the young Africans about their life here and how much they enjoyed it and how grateful they were for 
the opportunity that Australia had given them. What really influenced me most was the driving ambition that so 
many of them expressed to me to return to their country of origin once they had gained the skills that could equip 
them to make a positive difference in their damaged homelands. I really thought that, once people had 
discovered this much easier life here in Australia, they would be committed to staying here at any cost, but that 
is not always the case. I spoke to only men because that was appropriate—young men who were training as 
doctors, some as nurses, and one as an architect, whose burning ambition was to go back to his wrecked 
homeland to try to rebuild it. Sometimes it is not unless we have had a chance to understand something of what 
these refugees have endured and seen the way they have recovered their humanity and sanity and faith in other 
people that we get a real perspective about the range of issues that come to us as members of Parliament. Some 
of those issues, of course, are every bit as important and some more important than the matters I have just 
touched on. However, some of them are absolutely inconsequential by comparison. It caused me to have a think 
about the things we do, not just the matters that arise in our electorate offices but, indeed, the things we do here 
in the Legislative Council. Without wanting to hurt anyone’s feelings, I think some of the things we do here are a 
total waste of time. Some of the things we spend the citizens’ money on are a total waste of money, which is 
why I was enjoying so much the debate on the motion today. I am very supportive of the three per cent 
efficiency dividend. We should look critically at everything we do with the aim of achieving some discipline in 
the way we use citizens’ resources.  

It is not now my intention to be drawn into a list of things that I think waste our time and citizens’ money 
because that is not my task. In any case I suspect we will all have very different lists; nonetheless, we will all 
have lists. However, I want to argue for a process of prioritisation—what in our society needs fixing most? Some 
time spent thinking about that will enable the irrelevant issues to disappear from their own gravity. Our 
adversarial party political system only ever allows us to concentrate on the superficial. I thought about this 
during the last election campaign. The poor old electors must make a judgement on the basis of some pretty 
sketchy information. I believe we all think they deserve better than that. On election day we offer them a 
generally unsubstantiated claim that our health, education and law and order delivery will be better than that of 
the other mob. We spend a lot of money selling that message, but that is pretty much what it boils down to. 
Tragically, the electors already know that that is not the case, so we are preaching to the unconvertible. They 
know that both sides of the house do their best and that whoever was last in government did not do a bad job. 
Collectively, I think we give electors far less to aspire to than we could do.  

Aside from arguing for more substantive policy documents pre-election, I do not pretend for a moment that I 
have the answer; if I did, I should have talked about it before. However, I believe we can do more with the 
resources that are allocated to us as a Legislative Council with our amazingly capable and flexible committee 
system and our electorate officers—those antennae or feelers out in the electorate—to attempt to mitigate some 
of the real challenges for people in our society.  

I said that I was not going to give any lists, but I would like honourable members to think about what some of 
those issues might be. I will start with the issue of refugees. Are we providing adequate human support for non-
English speaking refugees in Western Australia? What services are not provided by the commonwealth that 
could be or should be provided at the state or local government level, or by non-government organisations or 
volunteers? Do we work as effectively as we can with the commonwealth on family reunion visa entry cases; for 
example, the 309 visas that I have mentioned? Do we in fact do anything at all to assist those 309 applicants get 
their breadwinner here and recreate their family back in Australia? I do not think we do much at all. I think we 
basically leave that to the Department of Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs and to 
Centrelink.  
Can we use our committee system of this Parliament, something that we control the use of, to gather information 
for the Parliament about how our support systems for these people work and possibly to point to areas in which 
we can work to improve outcomes, not necessarily by spending more money, but just by doing things a bit 
smarter and a bit better? If so, if we believe we can do that, does it have to be through a formal committee 
inquiry system, which can be pretty threatening to people, or can it be by the less formidable means such as a 
community-friendly engagement? Have we even thought about using our committee system in that way?  

I touch now on remote Aboriginal communities but in the same genre; that is, are these things that we have 
looked at or could we do these things better? Do we understand, for example, that students at some, and even 
possibly most, remote community schools speak English only as a second, third, fourth or fifth language? I have 
met Aboriginal kids at remote schools for whom English was their fifth language—not just their second or third, 
their fifth language! If we do understand that, why are those schools not resourced as English as a second 
language schools?  
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Have we really understood why some remote schools have excellent results and attendances and others have 
appalling results and attendances? Are we frightened of looking at the quality of outcomes from schools? We 
should not be because the teachers are much the same people at either school; they are all trying hard. Do we, as 
members of Parliament, as community leaders or as teachers, get too defensive about somebody finding out 
something about what we are doing that has a really disappointing outcome when in fact what we should be 
doing is disclosing everything that we are doing so that experts can actually judge how to make our job more 
effective and make things better?  

If we do understand that that difference exists—that is, between the higher performing schools and those that are 
not—have those reasons ever been articulated? If they have been articulated, where is the policy outcome of that 
articulation? Is a lack of understanding of criminal law a problem in remote communities? If it is, why do we not 
teach basic legal concepts in primary schools? Is it so hard to teach people that stealing a car is a bad thing? Do 
we actually do that? Do we attempt to understand the traditional and sometimes very highly developed moral 
culture of people in those remote areas? If we do—I think some work has been done on that—can we apply in 
some sense that moral culture to our expression of legal concepts and try to marry the two together, not to say 
that there is traditional law out there and there is whitefellas’ law out here and they are never going to be the 
same? If a law is truly based on a moral culture, the two are going to marry together at some level. A person 
cannot take another fella’s property without asking him. How is that different from the law of theft?   

In commerce when we adopt a sweeping reform concept, do we ever sit down quietly to work through as many 
of the consequences of the adoption of that concept that we can be reasonably expected to? If we do that, why 
are there always sectors of society that are disadvantaged by the reforms without any apparent offsetting 
advantage accrual to anyone at all? The national competition policy, for example, was a good policy overall. I 
think that the national competition policy brought very real benefits to our nation. However, there were isolated 
sectors of the community in which its wholesale adoption did nothing but harm, and in doing nothing but harm it 
was really hard to see who benefited from the damage that was done. There was no $1 lost here and $1.50 gained 
there, which is often the outcome and an offsetting benefit. However, when there is $1 lost here and no apparent 
advantage to anyone, why do it? This is not an argument against adopting these sweeping reform concepts. We 
have to have reform and we have to have change. What I am arguing for is a more detailed examination of the 
consequences of the adoption and an establishment of the exemptions to the sweeping policy before they do the 
damage. That cannot be hard. I believe we have a role in that because with the national competition policy there 
were people within these four walls who knew what the negative effects of the national competition policy in 
some of those sectors were going to be, and nobody was listening because it was inconvenient to listen and 
because we did not want to know that something was wrong with the policy. In a sense it was the fault of those 
of us who were arguing that there were problems, because we could not convince people that there were 
downsides to what it was they were trying to do.  

Hon George Cash interjected. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: That is the one that really haunts me. It was one of the worst days of my life when I was 
sitting in a chair over there somewhere and that legislation went through. It was my failure because I could not 
explain to people that although it might be a good policy, parts of the policy would cause enormous harm.  

What we must consider here is whether we make the mistake of simply accepting the broad picture analyses that 
the thrust of the policy is sound, which may well be the case—I do not deny that—and then let the exceptions 
slip by us. This is where the chickens will come home to roost because if we do not ask the question, probably 
nobody else will. This is where our responsibility comes into effect. We are the only people, and in some cases 
the last resort. If the problem is not fixed at the broad levels of the Council of Australian Governments or 
wherever it is that decisions are made, it is our job to say, “Hang on, this policy is sound enough, but it will have 
this consequence.” Let us deal with that consequence. It is a very important endeavour to try to understand what 
it is we do here. Without necessarily being critical of the past in any way and certainly without being partisan 
about it, sometimes we need to challenge ourselves about what we are here to do and ask ourselves whether we 
have properly prioritised our capacity with all the powers of this place, so that it is used to the extent it can be. It 
seems to me that despite the undoubted goodwill of our parliamentary, religious and community leaders, we do 
not always perform to our ability, because our vision is limited by a combination of our adversarial structures, by 
our way of doing things and by a timidity that we have about questioning conventional wisdom.  

By that I mean that people are reluctant to challenge a sweeping claim about a popular cause because they would 
be seen to be questioning a broadly assumed fact. They would then risk being named as economic troglodytes—
that is one name I can recall; social engineers is another, and deniers is worst of all—when, in fact, all they 
would be doing is asking that we look more carefully and dispassionately and less emotionally at the facts. What 
are the facts? What are the detailed outcomes of what is being proposed? 
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I do not think we can correct the habits of centuries just by adopting some resolution to reform, because that 
would be falling victim to the very faults that I may have identified. We are human, and these failings are human 
failings. Our genes carry those failings; the traits of aggressive tribalism, if one likes, have served us so well for 
millennia. However, I question now whether they are perhaps outdated—except, of course, when Collingwood is 
playing! I believe we can have a less adversarial nature and take a more forensic approach to what we do in 
Parliament, how we use the capacity of Parliament and the way we see its place in our community. We can do a 
lot of things that can make people’s lives a little better. Some things we cannot fix, but some things we can 
improve. We do not have to change who we are, but we have a collective duty to work more on fixing what we 
can fix and perhaps to work a little less assiduously on wasting time, which would be a really good start, and on 
wasting citizens’ money, which also would be a good thing. 

I mentioned briefly the last election. It is a courtesy, which I mean sincerely, to congratulate the Liberal and 
National Parties on their election victory. Indeed, in mentioning the National Party, I had said that we did not 
offer anything during the election campaign to inspire people. Of course, there was a significant exception—
there was the National Party’s barbecue stopper. It genuinely inspired people. The royalties for regions initiative 
was the one thing in the election campaign that caused people to say, “Yes, there is the spirit of change, the spirit 
of improvement, contained in this message.” It clearly won the hearts and minds of a significant cohort of the 
electorate. We can define that cohort however we like, but when we consider that but for 67 votes in one 
electorate, we would still be in government—I think something like that was needed to win the thirtieth seat—
we can see that it is a pretty near thing. 
Hon Sue Ellery: Sixty-four votes. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Okay; that actually means that only 32 people needed to change their vote. Anything that 
inspires makes a significant difference. The National Party won far more votes than that. I have spoken to 
people, many of whom voted for the National Party for the first time in their lives, and I have found that they 
were all influenced by the royalties for regions program. Since the election, we have been trying to work out 
what the royalties for regions program actually means. It is interesting to go back into the history of the concept. 
The concept is not all that new. For years now, people, Pilbara local government authorities in particular and 
Pilbara members of Parliament such as Larry Graham, Tom Stephens and others have been saying that more 
royalty revenue that is earned in the Pilbara needs to stay in the Pilbara to provide the services that the people in 
the Pilbara so sadly miss. It is a good argument, and it is very hard to knock that argument. However, I was a bit 
bemused when the National Party began to run the same line, because the royalties revenue that is derived from 
National Party electorates is not all that big; there are not too many mines that pay royalties in National Party 
heartland. I really wondered how the Nationals thought the plan could possibly help their electorates. Indeed, it 
would seem that their electorates, which currently have a share of the Pilbara royalties, could even be 
disadvantaged if more of those royalties were retained in the Pilbara. They could actually miss out as a result of 
that program.  

Then we found out that, although the concept was that royalties from the Pilbara should not be spent in Perth, it 
was okay to spend them in other places that did not pay royalties; it is just Perth where the royalties should not 
go back to. I think that is what the royalties for regions program means. It is a strange logic. The logic becomes 
even more bizarre when we remember that most of the workers who earn those royalties actually live in Perth. 
They are fly in, fly out workers. Their wives and kids live in Perth and benefit from the royalties that were spent 
here in Perth. 
Hon Ed Dermer: My constituents.  

Hon KIM CHANCE: Indeed, they are the member’s constituents. I am not necessarily a critic of the royalties 
for regions program—I am as excited by it as anyone—but the poor old Pilbara seems to miss out both ways. It 
still does not get a big slice of the royalties that are generated because instead of being syphoned off by Perth, 
the royalties are now to be syphoned off by other non-mining electorates. The Pilbara FIFO workers miss out 
again because the royalties that used to contribute to the services that their wives and children enjoy in Perth are 
now diminished because the royalties for regions program means that those services can no longer be provided in 
Perth in the same proportion.  

After a lifetime of advocating better services for country people, I have always understood that what I sought 
could be achieved only as a result of a properly constructed analysis of equity and cost benefit. It is a fair but 
logical process and it has not always been easy. Do we have that process in the iteration of the royalties for 
regions process that is now in front of us? I think the answer to that is no, we do not. As flawed as the royalties 
for regions concept is, as I said, in its present iteration, it is not beyond repair. I believe that the arrangements 
that were proposed by the Labor Party in our bid for the National Party’s support went a long way towards 
achieving a great and long overdue deal for people who live in the regions.  
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The challenge at the beginning of the term of government for the Liberal-National government is to produce an 
outcome from the royalties for regions concept that can simultaneously be seen to be both fair to Western 
Australian people, but also deliver what it promised. This is an unforgiving world in many ways and failure to 
deliver on the royalties for regions process will not be treated kindly by the electorate. So far, I have no reason to 
be confident that the government knows how to deliver on this admittedly difficult formula. How will both of 
those things be delivered simultaneously? I respect both the Treasurer and the Department of Treasury and 
Finance, but so far they have not been able to show us even in broad principle how they intend to achieve a 
balance between those two factors; that is, is it fair to Western Australian people generally and does it deliver 
what it promised? I believe that it will be the defining issue for this government.  

The government has other challenges and, indeed, I thank the Leader of the House for taking us through some of 
those in his contribution to the debate. There is no doubt that the government faces real challenges. To assume 
government, even from the very strong financial position that the state is in now, at a time of such global 
financial turmoil, not the fault of the government in any event, is a difficult task. It has to meet expectations that 
have arisen over time because we have enjoyed some very good years. It is not an unachievable task. The real 
difficulty will be to simultaneously deliver on those two factors: is it fair and does it do what it could for people, 
their aspirations having been raised? 

Where will the $675 million a year come from? Even in the three per cent efficiency dividend, we understand 
that the royalties for regions process can deliver benefits for not only capital works, but also recurrent 
expenditure. How do we analyse the input of finance going into a budget in the recurrent sense and how do we 
then apply the three per cent efficiency dividend to that? If the royalties for regions process going into an agency 
is not to be impacted by the three per cent efficiency dividend, it means that we have to apply the three per cent 
efficiency dividend deeper into the core function of that agency. It will present a range of issues that will be very 
difficult to work through.  

I do not believe for a moment that the opposition will be in any sense obstructive. I do not think my enthusiasm 
for what can be achieved for regional people is in any sense in isolation in the opposition. The opposition wants 
to see it work because it is excited about it also. Indeed, we tried do an iteration of it in our offer to the National 
Party. It will be enormously difficult to do. The electorate might be fooled once or twice, but it will not be fooled 
in the long term. Make a mistake on this and the electorate will cut the government’s throat, and it will deserve 
it.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: It deserves it now.  

Hon KIM CHANCE: No, give it a go; it is only 50 days in.  

That concludes my contribution to the Address-in-Reply. I thank members for their attention. I thank His 
Excellency for his address that he has been pleased to give to this house and I commend to the house the motion 
moved by Hon Helen Morton.  

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West — Minister for Child Protection) [8.08 pm]: I am also pleased to 
support the motion. I thank His Excellency, Dr Ken Michael, Governor of Western Australia, for his address at 
the opening of the thirty-eighth Parliament. His Excellency was sworn in as the thirtieth Governor of Western 
Australia in January 2006 and, together with his wife, Julia, he represents us with great commitment to our 
community and the people of Western Australia.  

On 22 October I presented the Children’s Week recognition awards, and Mrs Julia Michael was also there with 
her grandchild, Julia, who is two years old and was named after her grandmother. Mrs Michael is the patron of 
Children’s Week and her dedication is to be commended.  

Like the Government, I also acknowledge the passing of Hon Victor Jasper Ferry, MLC, member for the South 
West Province from 22 May 1965 until his retirement on 24 July 1987. He represented the area that Hon Barry 
House, Hon Nigel Hallett and I now represent. By all accounts, and as outlined in the condolence motion that 
was moved yesterday, he was a very distinguished man. He spent 22 years in this place, and then his seat went to 
Hon Barry House, who looks like beating Mr Ferry’s record. We are a very strong and determined group of 
politicians in the south west. Hon Bill Stretch also represented the South West Region for some 20 years. I 
caught up with Hon Bill Stretch at the upper Blackwood show last Tuesday, and he is enjoying his retirement 
down on the farm at Mobrup.  

Hon Kim Chance: He is in great shape. I saw him the other day. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: He is in great shape. 

Country shows are the culmination of a great deal of hard work in rural communities, as members would know, 
and almost everyone in the district and the surrounding districts attends. The drawcard for the upper Blackwood 
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show is that it is held on Melbourne Cup Day, which is a big feature of the day, along with horses, crafts, 
chooks, school displays, flower displays, homemade cooking, sideshow alley and other exhibits. 

Hon Ken Travers: Do they have a holiday in the area for the local schoolchildren so that they can attend? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: They do, actually, but unofficially. The schoolkids come because a lot of their 
craft is shown on the day. People from the city do not realise what a big event an agricultural show is. 

Hon Ken Travers: That’s why I was intrigued to know how the kids got to the show since it is held on a 
Tuesday. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: They do; they go to it. On this particular show day, five politicians turned up, 
which is a very good number considering that we almost outnumbered the locals. I had my tongue in my cheek 
when I said that.  

Hon Kim Chance: Was that pre-election or post-election? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: It was Melbourne Cup Day. 

Hon Kim Chance: That’s remarkable. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: All I can say is that you seem to be very active after the election. I hardly saw you 
before. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: They do have their fun over on that side of the house. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: I was just saying that it’s like you’ve come to life or something. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: Really! 

Hon Bruce Donaldson flew down, of course, as he does, with Hon Brian Ellis. Hon Nigel Hallett and I went, 
along with the Minister for Agriculture and Food, Mr D.T. Redman, who is the local member. Sandy Lewis, who 
is a former member of the Legislative Council, also attended, along with, as I said, Hon Bill Stretch. 

Western Australia went to the polls on 6 September, which resulted in the Liberals, Nationals and Independents 
forming government, led by Premier Colin Barnett. I congratulate Hon Colin Barnett. He is an excellent Premier, 
and the state has the utmost respect for his abilities. I was very pleased to be given the ministries of child 
protection, community service, seniors and volunteering. These are the portfolios I wanted. In the upper house, I 
will represent the portfolios of agriculture and food, forestry, culture and the arts, and planning. Tony Simpson is 
the parliamentary secretary for seniors and volunteering. Tony won his seat of Darling Range very convincingly, 
and has good working relationships with seniors and volunteering groups throughout his electorate and the wider 
community. In fact, the ribbon I am wearing today signifies the voluntary State Emergency Service groups that 
function around Western Australia in times of crisis. If it were not for those volunteers in country areas, people 
would be in dire straits in emergencies.  

I take this opportunity to thank my predecessor, Hon Sue Ellery, for the assistance she gave me in opposition. 
Every time I asked her something behind the chair, we had good rapport with each other. We both have a special 
place in our hearts for children who are abused and cannot go back home to live. I congratulate her on her new 
position as Leader of the Opposition.  

I was very pleased to hear the Governor say that the savings identified in the three per cent efficiency dividend 
will be reinvested to boost front-line services, particularly in law and order, health, education and child 
protection. Child protection is always in need of money, staff and services. That is just the way it is. More 
children are coming into care. At present 3 011 children are in care, 1 100 of whom are under six years of age. 
Many little ones are coming into care. Unfortunately, many children are being neglected and this is of major 
concern in Western Australia and nationally. Neglect is when a child is not provided with adequate food or 
shelter, effective medical, therapeutic or remedial treatment and/or care, nurturance or supervision to a severe 
and/or persistent extent. I will return to neglect at a later stage. 

This week we remembered those brave young men who went to war, never to return, so that we can all enjoy the 
freedoms we have today. My grandfather would have just left Hale School when he went to war, and he had to 
get his parents’ signatures to allow him to enlist. He then fought in Gallipoli. I have obtained his war record 
online. He was a stretcher-bearer in the Army Ambulance Corps, and he must have seen some horrible suffering. 
Last Anzac Day I dedicated my speech to him and those who fought alongside him. At 11.00 am on 
11 November, 1918, the guns fell silent on the killing fields of World War I. Thirteen million people had died, 
including nine million combatants. In 1918, I doubt whether the population of Australia would have been as 
much as 13 million. Yesterday, as I was writing this, the clock struck 11.00 am and out of curiosity I looked out 
the window to see who would stop on the street below. To my great pleasure, many people had stopped. I looked 
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at the flag being raised and thought about the Western Front and the men who fought and died in agony in the 
rain and mud under that flag, because 1918 was a terrible year. They were probably thinking of their homeland 
and the loved ones they left behind. Yesterday I wore the red poppy. Obviously I know the significance of the 
poppy; it is from Flanders fields, but I wondered about where the tradition started. A surgeon attached to the 
Canadian First Field Artillery Brigade, Major McCrae, spent 17 days treating injured men including Canadians, 
British, Indians, French and Germans. He later said of the experience — 

I wish I could embody on paper some of the varied sensations of that seventeen days…Seventeen days 
of Hades! At the end of the first day if anyone had told us we had to spend seventeen days there, we 
would have folded our hands and said it could not have been done. 

He was particularly sad because he had to bury one of his friends, and there was no chaplain to perform the 
service, so he sat on the back of an ambulance and wrote a poem. I know it is unusual to read a poem in 
Parliament, but it signifies what we all remember — 

In Flanders fields the poppies blow 
Between the crosses, row on row 
That mark our place; and in the sky 
The larks, still bravely singing, fly 
Scarce heard amid the guns below. 

We are the dead. Short days ago 
We lived, felt dawn, saw sunset glow, 
Loved, and were loved, and now we lie 
In Flanders fields. 

Take up our quarrel with the foe: 
To you from failing hands we throw 
The torch; be yours to hold it high. 
If ye break faith with us who die 
We shall not sleep, though poppies grow 
In Flanders fields. 

I like to remind myself and others of the terrible waste of human life. I think people now equate the Western 
Front with Gallipoli, yet it has taken so long to reach that stage, and so many more people died on the Western 
Front than in Gallipoli. Two thousand diggers died on the Fromelles battlefield, and a further 3 500 were 
wounded in that bloody battle against the Germans in July 1916. I cannot quite remember, but they were all 
killed over a very short time—two days or a week. A massive grave of 400 Australian and British soldiers was 
recently found near that battlefield, and a memorial will be erected on the site to honour their remains.  

Recently I attended a very historic event. It was the Australian Defence Force Trackers and War Dogs 
Association function. It was the first time ever that the association had awarded the dogs of war with medals. 
The federal Minister for Veterans’ Affairs was sitting behind me and I was the one who had to pin the medals on 
the dogs. He must have a sense of humour because he leaned over and said, “I won’t be pulling its tail” and I 
said, “Thank you, minister.” 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Where did you pin it on? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: Ha ha; on their hair! No—they had their rugs or jackets on. 

Hon Kim Chance: I’m glad you said that! 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: Ha ha! Where else would one pin a medal on a dog? 

I presented their medals as part of the military memorial ceremony and medal presentation for long-serving 
military dogs and Australian service dogs. The drug-detection dogs were there as well; they are so very clever. 
The drug-detection dogs search more than 50 000 visitors to Western Australian prisons each year, and the 
trainers absolutely glowed with pride when their dogs received their medals. 

In America before 2001 the dogs who were at war and were used in the military were later euthanased. However, 
a bill was introduced into the American Parliament in 2002 which allowed those dogs to be adopted. In Australia 
we have never done that; we have always adopted them out after they have finished tracking. 

Hon Kim Chance: The beagles that do the inspections at the airport are retired with their handler. They actually 
stay with their handler, which is really nice. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: Yes, some of the trainers at the function had taken the older dogs as well. One of 
them said that the older dog really wanted to get out with the younger dog every time she went out the door, but 
obviously had to stay behind. 
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As humans we like to care for animals and many of us care for other people. One of my portfolios relates to 
volunteering and seniors, and people who care for other people. Not long ago I presented youths recognised for 
their caring role. To me two of them really stood out. There are 40 000 young people in Western Australia who 
look after parents or siblings. One young 11-year- old boy had deaf parents, and that was his caring role. When 
we think about what he would have to do, it would involve banking and a raft of things that we take for granted 
because his parents cannot hear. Another little 15-year-old girl had to look after her mother when the mother was 
sick. The girl was doing her exams and trying to look after the kids at home. Some people do that as a matter of 
process, but those young ones really are quite remarkable. One of the young ladies from Albany was called 
Chloe and her mum said that she used to help the other children in the family get ready for school. She 
supervised them after school, prepared meals and helped with the general running of the household. She came to 
Perth with her mum for medical appointments and all the while held down a part-time job and kept up excellent 
grades at school. That is an awful lot of responsibility for a young person. 

I guess one of the nicer things about being a minister, especially with my portfolio, as Hon Sue Ellery will know, 
is that one gets to go to a lot of functions where there are young ones and a lot of young children. This week I 
attended the launch of a book called The Hidden Treasure of Moondyne Joe. The book was an initiative of the 
Western Australian disability organisation Therapy Focus, supported by an $11 000 grant from the Department 
for Communities. The story is about a little girl who is blind and a little boy who is in a wheelchair. The theme 
of the story is that they go to a scout camp with other kids and at night-time a couple of kids say that they intend 
to sneak off to a cave. They say to the little boy in the wheelchair, “No, you can’t come, you can’t do anything”, 
and to the little girl, “You’re blind, you can’t come.” She says, “But I’m really good in the dark”, and he says, 
“And I’m really strong”, or words to that effect. The story just got me thinking how often we think of what 
people cannot do instead of what they can do. The kids who are able-bodied get stuck down the cave and the 
disabled kids hear them screaming. The little blind girl goes down the cave and finds the other kids, and they tie 
rope to the little boy’s wheelchair and he pulls them out. I guess, in a child’s way, they are telling us to look for 
things that people can do; do not just look and see a person in a wheelchair or a person who is blind. They are 
human beings and can do things, too. I guess I am trying to teach all members that lesson as well. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Didn’t they have a campaign on that: look at the person, not the disability?  

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: Yes, they did. Children from around Western Australia submitted 3 000 pieces 
of artwork for that book, and 18 were chosen. I presented their art awards—some of them were really good. I 
would have hated to be the person who whittled them down from 3 000 to 18. 

Back in my own area, I flew down to Bunbury to attend the annual South West Children’s Service Shining Star 
Awards to present awards to 23 regional childcare workers. Childcare workers are not particularly well paid, but 
they do a fantastic job. I presented the awards with Hon Adele Farina, and I think some of the people were quite 
surprised, as Adele is obviously Labor and I am Liberal, that we were presenting the awards together. We will 
fight on the issues in this place, but there is certainly none of that rivalry outside this place. I pride myself on 
never being personal or taking anything personal out in public.  

Childcare workers are a fantastic group of people, who, if one thinks about it, care for some children in child 
care for longer periods of time during the week than their parents do, and yet we do not rate those people very 
highly. I certainly do, but out in the general public theirs is not regarded as a professional role. It certainly should 
be. As Hon Sue Ellery mentioned in question time, at the moment ABC Learning Centres—of which there are 95 
in Western Australia—is in administration. The federal government has invested $22 million to try to save it. 
This morning I heard mention on television a figure of about $53 million, but I have not had it confirmed. I think 
there needs to be something more than just propping it up. There are 6 904 children in Western Australia who 
attend ABC Learning Centres, and it is obviously the country’s biggest childcare centre organisation, having 
1 100 centres throughout Australia, employing 16 000 staff who care for more than 100 000 children. That is an 
awful lot of children. I think the federal government is hoping that the non-government sector will take on the 
childcare centres. As I have said today, I intend to be very proactive on this matter, because I really do not want 
to get to 1 January and find that, even though this is a federal issue, this state has a huge problem. It is not only 
the children who will be affected. The workers in these centres will also be badly affected. As I have said, these 
people’s wages are rather low. Therefore, we will need to look into that very closely. There are two centres in 
Albany, and there are 150 children at those centres. There are a couple of centres in Kalgoorlie and Boulder. It is 
not just a difficulty for people in the city; it is also a difficulty for people in the regions. The Western Australian 
government is responsible for the licensing of these centres, which Hon Sue Ellery was talking about today as 
well. We will do all we can to speed up the licensing if someone is willing to pick up these childcare centres. It is 
a big issue.  

Following on from Children’s Week, I had the pleasure of being in my home town of Bridgetown for the launch 
of the Bridgetown scout group. It is nice to get home occasionally! For the past five years there has not been a 
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scout group in Bridgetown. I was asked to attend the launch, along with Nola Marino, the federal member for 
Forrest, and Terry Redman. About 100 people from the Bridgetown community attended the launch. It was a 
fabulous night. One of the key changes that has been made to the pursuit of scouting is that it is now open to 
both males and females. There are now male and female scout leaders, and male and female scouts. That is a 
very good initiative for the scout movement. I particularly want to mention Leanne Quin, who is the scout leader 
for children aged between 11 and 15. Leanne is the mother of seven boys, and that was her incentive to get the 
scouts up and running in Bridgetown. She has enlisted Lisa Gibson as assistant group leader, Geoff Dickson and 
Greg Kennedy as cub leaders, and Michaela Breen as joey leader. Lee Steinbacher is the group leader. Lee 
joined the scouts as a venturer in the 1980s. In her time in the scouts she earned a Queen’s Scout award, and she 
sincerely believes that this has helped her achieve in all areas of her life. Lee became a venturer leader some 
years later, and she then became a branch commissioner for venturers at the tender age of 27.  

I guess that when we look at the scouts and cubs, and even the cadets to a great extent, these are often the young 
people who grow up and become the volunteers in our community. As I said before when I was speaking about 
the State Emergency Service, without all the volunteers in our community, the community of Western Australia 
would cease to operate, I believe, because it is the volunteers who make the community in not only the smaller 
areas but also the city. There are many volunteers in our community, and they save the taxpayers billions of 
dollars every year. Therefore I am really pleased that the scouts are back on the agenda. One of my other tasks as 
Minister for Seniors and Volunteers is to commission a review of options for the expansion of the eligibility 
criteria for the WA Seniors Card so that more Western Australians can access rebates and concessions, to 
provide free public transport for Seniors Card holders and pensioners in non-peak periods and to establish a 
ministerial advisory group to give seniors a direct line to government. In the new year, single Seniors Card 
holders will receive a rebate of $100 and couples will receive $150. At present about 267 000 seniors will be 
eligible for that rebate. As I always tell people, one becomes a “senior” at 50 years of age. I have turned 51, and I 
was at a function the other day.  
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: You’re kidding!  
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: No; I am exactly the same age as Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich.  
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: I’m not 51.  
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: She will be in January, whether she likes it or not!  
Hon Kim Chance: I missed the point Hon Robyn McSweeney made. What happens when you turn 50?  
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: Well, lots of things!  
Hon Kim Chance: No, no; what does your speech say about turning 50? We won’t go into what happens. 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: People who have turned 50 are classified as seniors. A lovely old gentleman of 
about 85 said —  
Hon Adele Farina: That’s 10 years early. Isn’t it 60?  
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: No, federally, it is 50. I could not quite believe it myself. The lovely 85-year-old 
man pointed to me and said, “It’s lovely to have a minister who’s a senior.” There we go.  
As I was about to say, a new guide has been released to advise seniors how to remain healthy in the community. 
The population of seniors is ever-increasing, with 16 per cent of the general population 60 years or older and, by 
2041, one in three Western Australians will be a senior.  
Hon Kim Chance: One of the reasons is that we keep bringing down the age. If we start calling 19-year-olds 
seniors there will be expansion!  
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: No; not 19-year-olds—we have enough of them.  

Hon Kim Chance: I thought I would clear that up.  

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: I refer now to the Deborah Kirwan Media Awards. Deborah, who has passed on, 
was a very active senior. I knew her a long time ago, and I was saddened at her passing. She served on a board 
that I served on. She was dynamite as a senior. She loved being involved in seniors’ active learning and enjoyed 
working in the computer room. She wanted all seniors to learn the computer. An award was named after her. 
Phillipa Prior from the Kalgoorlie Miner was the winner of the print media and Dawn Gibson from The West 
Australian was runner up. We have talked about The West Australian recently. Dawn is an excellent journalist. I 
have always found her to be a very well-rounded journalist.  

Members heard me say that the 85-year-old gentleman said that it was nice that the minister is a senior. Recently 
around 14 000 Western Australian seniors met at Burswood Park. It was a huge event and many organisations 
were represented on the day. The chairperson complained that the Water Corporation would not provide any 
water. Every other year the Water Corporation had provided the water for that day. However, apparently that did 
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not happen this year. I will look into that to ascertain whether that was the case. It was all about getting active 
and about seniors being physically active. At 60 years of age, I think seniors are very active. Not long ago, I saw 
90-year-old people in the pool who were very active and put me to shame. We try to keep seniors very active. 

I wanted to talk about redress and about quarantining income. Next week I will sign a bilateral agreement 
relating to the quarantining of income, which is soon to start in our state. I wanted to talk about the carbon 
pollution reduction scheme as well as the intervention in the Northern Territory, but I have had my allotted time 
to speak and I hope that I will have a chance to speak about the portfolio of child protection at a later date.  
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson. 
 


