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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.01 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Universal Children’s Day - Adjournment Debate 

HON B.M. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [10.01 pm]:  As it is 24 October, it would be remiss of me to allow 
today to pass without bringing to the attention of the House one or two matters.  Today, as other members would 
know, is Universal Children’s Day.  It is celebrated around the world to recognise the importance of children.  I 
will focus briefly on celebrations that I attended last night and today and on a report that I received last night.  
Universal Children’s Day was declared in 1954 by UNICEF and it is celebrated around the world.  It is 
celebrated in Western Australia this week every year.  We have also been celebrating Education Week.   

The celebration of Universal Children’s Day focuses on the needs of children.  This morning at Curtin 
University of Technology, Professor Tom Stannage spelt out some of the key reasons that Universal Children’s 
Day is celebrated.  This year’s Universal Children’s Day is being celebrated in Australia with a focus on the call 
to say “yes” for children.  Aussie children’s activities are to focus on the Say Yes For Children campaign; that is, 
say “yes” to no poverty, to education and to a number of other things for children.   

There is a worldwide activist movement online where people can register their concerns for children.  It is an 
extensive network of people and organisations working in villages, towns and neighbourhoods around the world.  
It is a grassroots campaign reaching thousands of people and inspiring them to take action on matters that affect 
the lives and futures of children on a minute-to-minute basis.  The web site states that we will know the effects 
of the movement -  

By the diminishing numbers of children suffering in poverty or ill health and the fewer numbers dying 
early or needlessly.   

By the number of people, individually or as members of groups, taking action on behalf of children.  

By the growth of volunteerism around the globe.  

By corporations taking the rights of children into account in the new age of global business.  

By governments not just making promises in the name of children but keeping their promises.   

And by the child whose life is saved because one person stood up and said, ‘enough is enough’. 

Last night, I was privileged to attend the annual Art Blast exhibition of children’s work in Fremantle, which 
represented 34 schools from the Fremantle district.  The Minister for Education, Mr Carpenter, opened the 
exhibition and proudly announced the excellence of visual arts in government schools.  I read that into Hansard 
because the teachers and schools in this State are doing an excellent job.  I am tired of the continual criticism of 
the level of schooling that is given to our children in Western Australia in the government and sometimes in the 
non-government sectors.  In this federal pre-election climate, too often we hear that government schools in this 
State are rated very poorly.  However, the Minister for Education declared open an outstanding exhibition of 
visual arts, to which 34 schools from the Fremantle district made a contribution.   

Hon Graham Giffard and I attended Curtin University to celebrate the ninetieth anniversary of the training of 
early childhood teachers in Western Australia.  It was a double celebration that brought the Meerilinga Young 
Children’s Foundation together with the Curtin University to open and announce the inaugural Meerilinga-Curtin 
early childhood scholarship for an indigenous person.  Professor Tom Stannage from the Curtin University of 
Technology was in charge of the proceedings.  He explained how the origin of the compact between the 
Meerilinga Young Children’s Foundation and the Curtin University came about.  Patricia O’Sullivan and Dr 
Joan Winch from the Head Centre for Aboriginal Studies at Curtin University and other people, including 
Professor Graham Dellar, who is the Dean of Teaching, were also involved in the compact.  The announcement 
is significant.  It is an early childhood education scholarship to train an indigenous person in early childhood 
teaching.  It will be a HECS-free scholarship, which will be awarded every two years.  

Hon Derrick Tomlinson interjected.  

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Hon Derrick Tomlinson asked me whether it was part of the Fogarty Foundation.  I am not 
sure, because I was not able to attend the Fogarty Foundation celebration last night because I went to the Art 
Blast exhibition at the University of Western Australia.   
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The reason for the celebration is that it has been 90 years since early childhood teachers began to be trained in 
this State.  The first training took place not very far from here, around the corner at the Pier Street kindergarten, 
and a kindergarten training college was established at Irwin Street.  The college then moved to Meerilinga, at 
1186 Hay Street in West Perth, which was an old house owned by the Rischbieth family that had been 
bequeathed to the kindergarten union.  Relatives of the family were at the celebrations today.  Dame Rachael 
Cleland, who is known to many members of Parliament, was unable to be there today, but her sister Margaret, 
who is well into her 90s, was there.  When she was five, she went to one of the kindergartens, and she can still 
remember those days clearly.  

Pat O’Sullivan, who trained at Meerilinga in 1948, gave a concise and potted history of the training of 
kindergarten teachers in this State, beginning in 1911 at Pier Street and in 1913 moving into Irwin Street.  As an 
outcome of the Knott report in 1972, an agreement was made with the Western Australian Institute of 
Technology at that time for the training to be moved to WAIT from Meerilinga, which it was in 1975.  Of 
course, WAIT became the Curtin University of Technology in 1987.  Therefore, 90 years on in 2001, the 
compact between Meerilinga and Curtin University came together to provide a scholarship for an indigenous 
person. 

I briefly note in the Parliament this evening my sincere congratulations to all the people who were involved in 
today’s celebration and the instigators of the establishment of this scholarship.  It was recognised at the 
celebration today that if we do not have early intervention, especially with indigenous young people, later 
intervention work is often too late.  Therefore, the earlier we begin with them, the better.  I therefore register my 
sincere congratulations to all those involved in the establishment today of that scholarship.  I also refer briefly to 
a report that came to me from London last night on the state of London’s children.  I will deal with the report in 
detail when I talk about the meetings I had in London.  However, this is the first report from London to bring 
together this information. 

Afghanistan, Australia’s Support of United States of America - Adjournment Debate 
HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [10.11 pm]:  I express my total disagreement with the comments 
made by Hon Dee Margetts in the adjournment debate last night relating to Australia’s support of our American 
allies in Afghanistan.  The Taliban Government has openly trained and supported terrorist organisations 
throughout its country.  It has openly supported Osama bin Laden and his al-Qaida organisation, which has been 
irrefutably linked to the horrendous attacks on American citizens.  If the Muslim country of Pakistan - a country 
that borders Afghanistan which will certainly suffer more than any other country in the region as a result of its 
compliance with the stand that the US and her allies have committed themselves to - can say openly to the world 
that it is prepared to offer assistance to wipe out these murderous terrorist groups and to see them suffer the 
consequences of their actions, then the loyalty to this country expressed by Hon Dee Margetts and the people 
who gathered outside this Parliament yesterday must surely come under question. 

I noticed yesterday that among the group gathered outside the Parliament were members of a movement known 
as “Resistance”, an irrational left-wing organisation that professes to support Fidel Castro and is open in its 
social and revolutionary agenda.  In the message delivered by Hon Dee Margetts last night, one sentence stated - 

Last week alone hundreds of helpless and innocent civilians became the victims of this ominous and 
dangerous military game. 

Yet the USA is currently suffering biological warfare that is totally disrupting innocent lives in that country and, 
if unchecked, will destroy the social fabric of millions of innocent citizens.  It is understandable that the Afghan 
Social Council is distraught at the destruction of its former homeland.  However, to turn the other cheek to these 
murderous religious zealots will accomplish no more than Neville Chamberlain’s infamous “peace in our time”, 
and Australian citizens will eventually face the same fate as their American allies.   

Estimates Committee Process - Adjournment Debate 
HON CHRISTINE SHARP (South West) [10.15 pm]:  I want to make some comments about last week in this 
Parliament when we went through the process of examining the forward estimates, and to note for my colleagues 
in this place my sense of frustration about the way in which the Estimates Committee was handled.  That process 
was not entirely satisfactory, because it did not maximise the ability of members of this place to bring out an 
adequate depth of information to make the process worthwhile and worth taking up a week of the time of 
members and many public servants and ministers.  I am not suggesting that the fact that the process was not 
entirely satisfactory was deliberate, nor am I suggesting that there was an attempt to make the information 
difficult to obtain.  In my view, it was due more to the fact that, as a result of changing our standing committee 
process, we have established a slightly different mechanism for the organisation of estimates week.  That process 
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should be examined by this House before next year’s estimates week and streamlined to make the Estimates 
Committee more satisfactory.   

My frustration was due partly to the fact that because the budget papers are presented in the form of accrual 
accounting, members cannot get simple line items informing them of specific programs; therefore, they need to 
ask questions to understand the fundamental funding levels for the various programs.  That has been the case for 
a number of years.  However, that means that the estimates week is even more important and members require 
adequate time to get the information that they seek.  I believe that in last week’s Estimates Committee, possibly 
because we had the very good motive of trying to cover so many agencies, we effectively cut back on quality and 
went for quantity instead.  There did not appear to be adequate time for members to ask as many questions as I 
sensed they would have liked to ask; and, as a result, a large number of supplementary questions have now been 
handed in.   
The problem that there did not appear to be adequate time for members to ask questions about the performance 
of an agency was compounded by the fact that the various sessions were usually chaired by a person who was 
fairly inexperienced in chairing those kinds of sessions.  That meant that the sessions were run in a fairly stilted 
manner and members could ask just one question, followed by, if they were lucky, just one supplementary 
question.  Often the original question was answered in a somewhat inadequate way, yet if the member queried 
just one part of that answer, that member lost the chance to ask a supplementary question and might have to wait 
for another three-quarters of an hour to get in another question.  That meant that members could not get a good 
run up on questions to investigate a particular section of the appropriation that they wished to investigate, and 
that made the whole process very frustrating.   
I want to share with members my frustration about that estimates week and about whether it was worth my while 
racing around during that week and trying to deal with many different estimates sessions, yet each time not 
getting the level of information that I was interested in getting.  I am just throwing that out to members and 
asking whether they were frustrated also.  I assume that next year, the budget will be delivered in its normal time 
frame.  Nevertheless, we have at least nine months before we will be confronted with that situation again.  That 
gives us plenty of time to see whether other members agree that we should streamline the process and make it 
more rewarding for members.  

Afghanistan, Australia’s Support of United States of America - Adjournment Debate 
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [10.20 pm]:  I had to rush into the Chamber after listening to some of 
the comments of Hon John Fischer, and I want to put these matters into a different perspective.  Hon John 
Fischer is giving the impression that somehow the people who are condemning the response going on at the 
moment in Afghanistan think that the people who committed the terrorist acts against the United States should be 
let go and that nothing should be done, and that the American response is wrong.  In fact, what the Greens (WA) 
and other people are protesting about is not that a response is taking place, but that it is a response that has no 
more legitimacy than any other attack that does not take place in accordance with international law.  Had this 
been a considered United Nations response, it would have been a different proposition.  We have been told that 
proof exists of the complicity of Afghanistan in the atrocities of 11 September, but the most proof I have ever 
seen shown on television that Afghanistan had anything to do with it was that some people on those planes were 
known to have links to Osama bin Laden.  

Hon John Fischer:  Do you want proof individually?  If the proof is good enough, as I stated, for the Muslim 
country of Pakistan, I think it should be good enough for the Greens (WA).  

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  The proof was also good enough for Russia, which also wanted the United States and Britain 
and others to go in and get stuck into the Chechen rebels as well.  Many people have their own agendas here, and 
this is not the appropriate response.  In Australia, if the police suspected a person of committing a crime, and we 
killed that person without bringing him to trial, we would be living in a very dangerous country.  The response 
by the leading nations of this world should go through the proper processes, which we have seen at work in the 
former Yugoslavia, where Slobodan Milosevic has now been brought before the courts for his war crimes, and is 
being tried.  It needs patience, and I know it is harder, but it is the proper way to go.  It is the rule of law.  If we 
do not take notice of the rule of law, we will not have a peaceful planet, and we will be in big trouble.  

Hon Paddy Embry:  Do you think that what the Americans did in Yugoslavia was correct?  

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I do not think it was.  I do not think the Americans necessarily did all the right things in 
Yugoslavia.  I do not think that bombing a lot of people who had little to do with the incidents is really a good 
response.  The reality is that the United Nations did the right thing, by going through the process of using the 
courts and trying people.  

Hon Paddy Embry:  It would be about the first time in history that they have done the right thing.  
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Hon J.A. SCOTT:  Maybe it is, but they are doing it under the rule of law, and that is what is important.  

Hon John Fischer:  It was unquestionable to 36 countries that the Government of Afghanistan, the Taliban, has 
supported terrorist organisations throughout that country.   

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  The United States used to support bin Laden and the Taliban.  Are we bombing the United 
States?  I watched the whole thing, like other members.  I saw former operatives of the American Central 
Intelligence Agency talking about how they had assisted bin Laden in causing murder and mayhem in 
Afghanistan.  

Hon John Fischer:  That has been going on for 1 500 years.   

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  The United States has not been interfering in Afghanistan for 1 500 years.  Violence begets 
violence, as has happened in this instance.  We must go back to the rule of law.  We must condemn not only 
what happened in New York but also what the United States did in Afghanistan before that happened, and what 
is happening in the Middle East.  We must condemn all acts of violence that are outside the rule of law if we 
want a peaceful world.  We cannot follow the stupid path of the biggest person with the biggest stick. 

Hon John Fischer:  How can we have a peaceful world with people like the Taliban? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  We do not have a war with the Taliban.  Two major world powers are bombing the rubble 
that is left from the trouble they have already caused in a Third World country that outside of its boundaries has 
no power whatsoever.  It is an absolute nonsense. 

Hon John Fischer:  The Government has power within its boundaries and has allowed these terrorist groups to 
operate there.   

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  It is just the same with the -  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  Order!  Hon Jim Scott will address the Chair. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  Thank you, Mr Deputy President.   

Australians are objecting to refugees coming here from Iraq, yet Australia has ships at sea enforcing embargoes 
and preventing medicines and proper supplies getting into Iraq.  Thousands of people are dying unnecessarily - 
children, women and innocent people. 

Hon John Fischer:  You mean like the ones in the World Trade Centre? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  As many as that every month.  It is little wonder that people are jumping in boats and getting 
out of those places.  It is no good our sounding off about people being moral when we are not being moral 
ourselves.  It is time that we looked at ourselves.  Flying those planes into those twin towers was a vile act, but it 
is equally vile to be causing the death and destruction that is going on in Afghanistan.  We should not be part of 
that.  We should have the guts to stand up against not only the people who committed that atrocity in New York 
but also the United States when it is interfering in this way. 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural Region) [10.28 pm]:  I will only be brief in answer to Hon Jim Scott.  
The word for what happened in New York is “evil”.  It was nothing other than the most evil act that has ever 
happened.  People like the Greens (WA) and the Democrats want to take the matter back to the committee room 
and discuss whether to do something about it.  The group that met outside of this Parliament the other day is the 
same group of red ragging commos that has followed the One Nation party for the past four years.  I know off by 
heart nearly all the names of those little, grubby, pimply faced people.  They do not know even know whom they 
are against.  They did not realise that they were supporting the Taliban or the Afghans.   

Hon Jim Scott reckons that we should go back and think about it.  If those planes had slammed into London or 
any other city in the world, we would have done the same thing.  I cannot believe that Hon Jim Scott can 
contemplate going back to a committee room to think about it.  The Taliban killed 6 000-plus people who were 
innocently sitting at their places of work.  Bang, it was all over!  Their lives were extinguished immediately. 

Hon J.A. Scott interjected.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The member blathered on for a while.   

The President of the United States, the Prime Minister of Australia, the Prime Minister of the United Kingdom 
and the Prime Minister of France all said that the evidence was irrefutable; it was Osama bin Laden and his 
group.  Hon Jim Scott is now trying to support these evil people.   

Hon Sue Ellery:  You didn’t listen to what he said. 
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Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Do members opposite think it is all over now?  Now they are posting - 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  Order!  Will Hon Frank Hough speak to the Chair?  Then he 
will not attract interjections. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I am sorry, I did not realise I had moved on that angle. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  You veered to the left - sharply to the left. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I veered.  They are now posting letters to innocent people in different countries.  If I 
received a letter in the post from those evil people, and opened it while I was sitting with my five grandchildren 
and happened to cough and they wound up with anthrax spores on them, they would probably be in the same 
position as those people in the United States.  Members opposite can laugh.  However, this is happening, and it is 
only the start. 

Hon Ken Travers:  No-one has accused bin Laden of being responsible for the anthrax.  From everything I have 
heard, the authorities still cannot identify who is responsible for that. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The member should say that he does not believe in coincidences.  However, this is not a 
coincidence.  There had not been one letter contaminated with anthrax in the United States or anywhere else in 
the world, but after the incidents at the World Trade Centre and the Pentagon, and after the aeroplane was 
demolished in a crash and all those people were killed, all of a sudden this contaminated mail appeared 
throughout the world. 

Hon Ken Travers:  Making outrageous claims that cannot be justified devalues the other claims that you make. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I thank Hon Ken Travers.  This is the second part of this evil plot.  It will continue and 
escalate.  People in Australia should not think that they will be exempt from it.  This will come to the folks in 
Australia in the next phase, and probably also to the people in the United Kingdom. 

Hon J.A. Scott interjected. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I did not interrupt Hon Jim Scott once.  I listen to the Greens (WA), and they always 
say that they will evaluate the evidence and make a decision on it.  The Australian Democrats are the same.  
They always take these matters into committee rooms, and nothing comes to fruition.  They will still be talking 
about this in committee rooms in nine or 10 months, while another 6 000, 7 000 or 10 000 people have been 
wiped out with anthrax.  What the United States and the rest of the world combined have done was the 
honourable and right thing to do.  We must show people in this world that we will not be subject to evil acts.  I 
suspect that bin Laden and his group are involved in all this. 

Last night, Hon Dee Margetts said that public opinion had started to turn against our involvement in the war in 
Afghanistan.  She said that the polls showed that.  Hon John Fischer and I sometimes go on the Internet at night 
and work the systems on Derryn Hinch’s web site, which indicate that One Nation captures 75 per cent, and 
sometimes 100 per cent, of the market.  Therefore, one can treat those market polls with a pinch of salt.  
According to the programs on the radio, about 85 to 90 per cent of the public is against those evil acts that were 
committed.  I feel sorry for the Greens and those few in the Labor Party who appear to be jumping on bin 
Laden’s bandwagon.  They are nodding their heads now. 

Hon Sue Ellery:  That is unfair. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  It is not unfair; it is true. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  It is a lie. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I do not tell fibs. I needed to express my opinion.  The Greens have it dreadfully wrong.  

Estimates Committee Process - Adjournment Debate 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.34 pm]:  I will respond to the pertinent issues 
raised by Hon Christine Sharp; in particular, the adequacy of the Estimates Committee process that we have just 
been through.  I hope that the House will in some form go through a post-mortem process of the estimates week 
to determine whether other members feel the same way as Hon Christine Sharp and how we might make 
improvements to the process.  I think the process is structurally very good.  However, we were perhaps a little 
over-optimistic about how many agencies we could get through the process.  I do not want to pre-empt what the 
House might do, but it is important that all members have the opportunity to make a contribution to a post-
mortem of the process and to determine how we might do it better next year.   
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The structure we have is worth persevering with; it is potentially good.  There were clearly deficiencies.  There is 
nothing more frustrating for a member, for whom the estimates process can be very rewarding, to find that after 
weeks of work on some occasions - believe me, I used to do that - that work is not rewarded by being able to ask 
the questions that he set out to ask.  We may have to re-target our ambitions for how many agencies we seek to 
bring through the process, so that we can have sufficient time to go through the issues in a detailed way, as we 
should do.   

One process I tried this year in my own portfolios was to make available, on a limited basis, briefings by 
departmental officers for members prior to the estimates session; that is, after the release of the budget and prior 
to the estimates hearings.  I did that for a particular purpose, in that we had budget cuts, and I wanted to ensure 
that opposition members did not go off on the wrong track in predicating what those cuts were and what their 
effects would be.  If we had bad news I wanted people to understand accurately what that was and to ensure they 
were not misled by the sometimes difficult process of trying to get on top of a budget, when all one has is the 
off-the-cuff interpretation of presumed experts.  We suffered from that somewhat in the Department of 
Agriculture, in which one presumed expert said we had a 28 per cent cut.  The last thing I needed was opposition 
members running on that line.  That in part triggered me to tell all opposition members exactly what the cuts 
were, what they represented, where they were and how we were achieving them.  It was a good process, and 
perhaps one that other ministers might want to think about, because it provides a better opportunity for members 
to look at the process before the estimates hearings begin.  A Government should be proud of its budget and 
should not try to hide any component of it.   

On that basis I note Hon Christine Sharp’s comments and I hope that all members will think about how we 
should structure a post-mortem of the estimates hearings and perhaps discuss that with the Chairman of 
Committees over the next few days.   

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  I do not wish to enter the debate, but it may be helpful if the 
leaders of the respective parties make any submissions on the matter - a number of members have approached 
me as Chairman of the Estimates Committee.  I can assure them that their submissions will be taken up with the 
Estimates Committee.  However, it is up to members to make sure they make some submissions to make the 
Estimates Committee work better.  I understand the comments of members have all been in good faith to try to 
improve the system.   

Question put and passed.   

House adjourned at 10.40 pm 
__________ 

 


