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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from 6 May. 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [5.43 pm]:  I congratulate the Labor Party on its win at the last election.  
It was a stunning win.  I am reasonably astute when it comes to doing numbers, but the numbers did not run 
right, and to this day I wonder what happened.  It would be interesting to swab the Labor Party to see what 
happened.  A couple of interesting facts have come out of what happened.  Firstly, who can we blame?  As far as 
I am concerned, I put part of the blame for my not continuing in this house down to the cane toad express from 
the north of Western Australia, and to the former One Nation party.  Ironically, we came into Parliament on the 
coat tails of One Nation, and over the course of five to seven years, various people from the Labor Party and the 
Liberal Party, particularly Tony Abbott, have worked against the party.  It probably started in the days of Terry 
Sharples, who later changed his name to Ned Kelly.  He was the original pariah of One Nation, who started the 
actions against the party.  Subsequently, their action was very well planned - it caught me with my shorts down.  
In the last election One Nation made a very strong stand against my colleagues and me.  The other thing that 
astounded me is that there was no question that, prior to the election, the Labor Party was on the nose.  There is 
no question that, on the day, the Labor Party won quite comfortably.  I have said to a couple of people over the 
past month that they have voted in higher stamp duty and sales tax, fewer services and one vote, one value.  
There is no use whingeing about it - the Labor Party has a mandate to go mad for the next four years.  I think that 
the party will probably conduct itself with a bit more serenity over the next four years.  Looking at politics from 
my very short time in this place, the Labor Party will probably go another four years after this.  

In congratulating the Labor Party, I also congratulate Hon Jon Ford and Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich on being elevated 
to the front bench.  I do not know Hon Jon Ford very well, but I know Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich quite well.   

Hon Ken Travers:  How well? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Quite well.  

Hon Ken Travers:  You are going red! 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  No, I am not!  

I honestly believe that in a couple of years we will see Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich moving towards the Assembly, and 
hopefully displacing Hon Geoff Gallop, and then it will be a race between Birney and Ravlich.  

I spoke to Professor David Black, and he asked me what I thought went wrong in the election.  I really believed 
that 10 or 11 days out, the support for the conservatives was incredible.  However, the announcement of the cane 
toad express threw a spanner in the works.  It got to the stage at which, when people went into the polling booth, 
they voted either for the Labor Party or the cane toad express.  They voted for either Liberal or Labor.  
Subsequently, the minor parties were absolutely demolished.  People voted for Arthur or Martha, and no support 
was given to the minor parties.  In congratulating the government, I say that it is hard enough campaigning for a 
minor party without having my former party campaigning against me.  That is rather hurtful.  On the other side 
of the coin, the people of Western Australia supported the policies of the Labor Party.  They supported high 
stamp duty and sales tax.  There is no question that Western Australia is the highest taxing state in Australia.  
That cannot be refuted.  Our rates are three times higher than those in Queensland.  
I had a couple of concerns when I listened to the Governor’s speech.  He was quite precise, and, cunningly, he 
snuck in one vote, one value just before his conclusion.  Cunningly, the Labor Party brought in one vote, one 
value legislation when the Parliament came back.  It was the first cab off the rank.  It was ironic.  I listened to the 
Governor’s most interesting speech.  As he got near the end - I was timing him and I expected he would stop 
soon - I thought that there would be no electoral reform legislation.  However, just before his conclusion came 
the mention of electoral reform.  I guess I could say - I said it in my speech on the one vote, one value legislation 
- that I did not think for one minute that Hon Jim McGinty would lie down.  Come hell or high water, there was 
no way he would concede.  He would continue to keep an eye on what was going on, and at the end of the day he 
would win.  He was going to win, underhanded or overhanded; I suppose that is the easiest way to say it. 
Hon Graham Giffard:  Fair or foul. 
Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I thank Hon Graham Giffard very much.  Quite sadly, some members will leave.  Hon 
Peter Foss will be a sad loss to this place.  Hon Peter Foss’s moving on will not be a loss to the Liberal Party in 
this Parliament; it will be a loss to the government and to the Parliament of Western Australia.  Like him or lump 
him, Hon Peter Foss is very good to listen to; he is very precise and very right.  I suppose sometimes he becomes 
very self-righteous. 
Hon Kim Chance:  Except when he is wrong! 
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Hon Peter Foss:  I can deal with all those things.   
Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Quite sadly, we will lose Hon Peter Foss from this place, and several of the Greens 
(WA) members.  I was told today that there are 13 new members.   
I said also the other day in my speech on the one vote, one value legislation that I have not had one bad day in 
this Parliament.  However, I obviously forgot the bad day that I had on 26 February when the votes came in and 
my people forgot to put a number in the box to vote for me.  That was a sad, sad, sad day for me - an extremely 
sad day.   
There was one other sad day when Hon Bruce Donaldson, Hon Murray Criddle and I were flying back from 
Jurien Bay in the midafternoon on a Friday.  It was stinking hot and very windy.  I will never know why I forgot 
this particular day in Parliament.  As we flew down the coast and came close to Rottnest Island, the pilot, 
Michael, said that there was a bit of a problem; there was a small blip on the radar screen.  The small blip was 
spinning around, which he said indicated a hurricane or a tornado-type disturbance.  At that stage the plane was 
flying absolutely perfectly.  All of a sudden it started to roll violently.  It was not turbulence; it rolled violently.  I 
was in the back seat facing Hon Bruce Donaldson and Hon Murray Criddle.  I was looking over Hon Bruce 
Donaldson’s head, and the pilot was sitting in front of him.  All of a sudden the plane dropped 1 500 feet.  While 
we were dropping, I was eye to eye with Hon Bruce Donaldson and Hon Murray Criddle.  It seemed like forever 
as the plane was going down.  Mr President, you should have seen their faces.  Their heads were hitting the roof 
of the aeroplane, and the plane was dropping violently and very fast.  As we were going down, I thought, “What 
happens when we stop?  Will we feel it?  This is the end.  I’m sure it’s the end.  Fancy, when I go up to heaven, 
the last thing I will have seen on this earth, while I was in Parliament, will have been Hon Murray Criddle and 
Hon Bruce Donaldson.”  Sadly, they probably would not have been up there with me!  However, I thought it was 
a sad way to go.  I also thought about my wife and family, and everything else.   
The plane stopped violently.  It seemed like eons.  Hon Bruce Donaldson said, “Gee, Frank, if we get killed, not 
only will we get the parliamentary allowance, but also, if it happens in a plane, we will get an extra 250 grand.”  
I said, “Bruce, if we get killed in an aeroplane, we will get nothing.”  He said, “Oh, that’s right.  Our families 
will get it.”  I said that he should not wish that on us.  At that point, the plane shot upwards about 600 or 700 
feet.  Instead of Hon Bruce Donaldson and Hon Murray Criddle having their heads on the roof, they were 
hanging on to their seats while the plane went up.  I can tell the house that I have never seen more terrified faces.  
When it stopped, I thought that that was the end; there was no question about it.  Papers were flying all around 
the aircraft.  I thought about my family.  I thought that there was no way we would get out of it.  The pilot called 
Perth airport about making an emergency landing.  He put the wheels down when we were still somewhere over 
Rottnest Island.  The plane shook violently and then dropped again.  I did not know by how much, but at that 
stage I did not care because I knew it was the end and we were gone.  The plane eventually broke through the 
clouds and landed just about sideways at Perth airport.  A couple of big planes on the tarmac had been stopped to 
allow us to come in.  As I got out of the plane, my knees were like jelly.  I thought, “I can thank God for this.”  I 
was laughing about how Hon Bruce Donaldson’s face and Hon Murray Criddle’s face had lost their redness and 
were as white as their shirts.  I laughed about it, but as I went past the mirrors in the terminal, I noticed that my 
face looked the same. 
That was a day of unpleasantness while I have been in this Parliament.  As we walked into the terminal I asked 
the pilot whether he was frightened.  He said, “Frank, I didn’t have time to get frightened.  I was trying to keep 
the plane in the air.”  Two weeks later I met him at Lake Grace at another function.  He was flying the plane in 
which Hon Bruce Donaldson was travelling.  I had a different pilot, and I said to him, “This is the fellow who 
kept us in the air that day.”  I asked Michael whether he really thought we would make it.  He said, “Frank, if 
that ever happened to me again, I would give up flying.  I thought that was the end.”  I raise that tonight because 
the other day I looked at the one vote, one value debate as recorded in Hansard to find out what I did and did not 
say.  Hansard stated that I had said I had never had a single bad day in Parliament.  However, I had two very bad 
days.  I must say that losing the election was not as bad as the day that I thought I would lose my life. 
With the mandate that the government has to govern for the next four years, I hope that the Treasurer will 
address the issue of stamp duty on motor vehicles, in particular, which is the highest in Australia.  When we see 
the Treasurer, Hon Eric Ripper, rubbing his hands together and squawking about the $870 million surplus that he 
has, and we see the people who are waiting outside the hospitals for hip and knee replacements, it is amazing 
that the Treasurer says, “Keep quiet, because we have a three-star rating and I don’t want to lose it.  You worry 
about your legs at a later date.  Wait until the Liberal Party gets in and get them done then.”  I see that that 
$870 million surplus could even increase this time around.  If that is the case, the government should be making 
plans to address some of the problems that this state has.  I have heard nothing about that.  The government very 
cunningly comes up with some of its policies, which I would call populist policies.  It always seems to be able to 
keep the troops quiet, and it brings in those policies at the right time.  I suppose that is a part of the teachings of 
Tony Blair; he teaches the current Premier to say the right things at the right time.  Look at the members of the 
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public.  Prior to the election, they were the greatest pile of whingers, yet they voted for the people they hated.  I 
find that offensive. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  Order, members!  Having regard to the time, I will shortly 
leave the chair.  However, before doing so, I indicate that the President will be unveiling a painting of one of our 
former Presidents in the members’ meeting area, to the left of the chair.  Drinks and light refreshments will be 
served.  Later, there will be the dedication of the honour boards.  All members have been invited.   

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm  
Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I cannot recall where I left off before the dinner break, but one of the reasons my 
speech was a bit higgledy-piggledy before the dinner break is that just before lunch today I discovered that the 
notes I had prepared were either at home or had been shredded.   
Hon Ken Travers:  The dog didn’t eat them?  
Hon FRANK HOUGH:  No, the dog did not eat them and the chooks were in the pen at the time.  I think they 
have been shredded.  I was not going to go out to Manning to see whether I had left them in my briefcase, 
because I probably would have gotten caught in another disaster on the freeway after another pipeline had burst.  
I could have been held up for three hours and therefore I would not have been here to make the speech anyway.   

I recall that I was complimenting the Labor Party and Hon Ken Travers was doing his utmost to make me turn on 
it, but I can do that later with the notes I have.  I complimented the Labor Party and congratulated it on winning 
the election.  I am still baffled.  During dinner I wondered how people in this state could honestly have voted for 
higher taxes and one vote, one value.  I was stunned.  The public has given the Labor Party a mandate to rule.  
The public has endorsed higher taxes and one vote, one value.  It is quite astounding.  Perhaps a lot of people 
thought that the referendum at the state election was on daylight saving; I do not know.  I think that they 
probably thought that the referendum was on daylight saving, on the cane toad express versus the Labor Party 
not building it, or on the desalination plant that it said it would build.  That will be one of the Seven Wonders of 
the World - if it ever gets built.  Obviously one of the main reasons the government has selected Rockingham as 
the location for the desalination plant - I spoke about this nine or 10 months ago - is that it will produce quite a 
bit of water and, hey presto, it will be near the sea-swap operations for the United States Navy, which will need 
about three-quarters of the water that the desalination plant will produce.  I am not into conspiracy theories, but 
the Labor Party has built a railway station near the sea-swap operations.  About 1 500 and maybe up to 3 000 
sailors will participate in the sea swap and obviously 3 000 seamen cannot be accommodated in taxis to travel to 
Perth.  It was a great idea of Alannah MacTiernan to put a railway station there so that the troops can travel to 
the city.  There were alternatives.  I wonder why the desalination of Wellington Dam was never considered at the 
time.  We spoke on this issue at length.  Wellington Dam currently holds about 185 gigalitres of water.  The 
Water Corporation says that the salt content is about 950 parts per million.  However, I have pictures.  I have 
been privy to samples taken from the slug area, which is at the base of Wellington Dam.  The samples indicated 
that the salt content was 1 450 ppm and at the top of the dam it was 1 375 ppm.  I have pictures of the measuring 
device stating that clearly.  However, the Water Corporation obviously uses a different measuring device from 
Murdoch University.   

A world-renowned German company called QED Occtech Ltd was asked what it could do for our problems at 
Wellington Dam.  I cannot remember the name of the fellow who worked for QED Occtech.  I have a letter from 
QED Occtech that refers to the saline problems at Wellington Dam.  It also quotes the cost per kilolitre of water.  
To desalinate the water at Wellington Dam, the company was prepared to bear the capital costs, provided it got a 
20-year renewable lease.  It would have charged the Water Corporation 65 cents a kilolitre with no capital costs.  
One of the advantages of the proposal is that a lot of these plants are power driven.  As members are probably 
aware, the fall from Wellington Dam to Roelands, where it is proposed the desalination and reverse osmosis 
plant be located, is about 178 metres.  Power is not required to drive the water through the plant because it is a 
gravity feed.  That would then be transferred to Harvey Dam to be shandied with its water supply.  The 
advantage of the Wellington Dam proposal by QED is that the salt content of the water would be about 50 parts 
per million.  With a salt content of 50 parts per million, rather than 1 375 parts per million, at the top end of the 
plant, the water would probably be too pure.  It would be purer than bottled water; in fact, it would have to be 
shandied with the water from Harvey Dam.  The concern of QED was that the water would be too pure.  Once it 
was shandied with the water in Harvey Dam, it would be a viable proposition.  There would be no capital costs 
to the Water Corporation and the water would cost 65 cents a kilolitre.  All QED wanted was a 20-year 
renewable lease.  The letter states -  

We understand that the Water Corporation is currently seeking to obtain 45 gigalitres pa from the South 
West or other sources for this purpose.   
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Mr. Peter Macintosh, Technical Director, QED Occtech Ltd. has been asked to comment on the 
Proposal Concept with respect to the technical and engineering aspects of desalinating Wellington Dam 
water under gravity delivery.   

The letter goes on - 

Wellington Dam is one of the largest and safest dams in the State; it holds 180 gigalitres of water and 
an annual inflow of approximately 100 gigalitres.  The salinity level of the water is in excess of 1000 
parts per million and, as such, cannot be used or sold as potable water.  A contract exists between the 
Water Corporation and the South West Irrigation Co-operative for 68 gigalitres pa of the Wellington 
Dam water.  South West Irrigation, for many years, has raised the issue of increasingly excessive 
salinity of the water.   

Not only is the water excessively saline, but also, because of the level of salinity, the production of irrigated 
crops in the south west has reduced.  It goes on -  

Each year the Water Corporation scours a saline slug from the bottom of the dam into the Collie River.  
The amount of scour water released is between 15 and 40 gigalitres annually.   

Ironically, 15 to 40 gigalitres matches fairly well with the 45 gigalitres that the Rockingham desalination plant 
will provide.  The fellow whose name I could not remember earlier is Peter Coyne.  The letter continues - 

Mr Coyne’s proposal seeks to transfer this scour water or bulk water from Wellington Dam via a pen 
stock (large diameter pipe) down the face of the Darling escarpment, to a point on the southwest 
highway near Roelands.   

At Roelands the water would be delivered under gravity pressure, and treated by a large reverse osmosis 
plant with a capacity to treat 50 gigalitres of water.  After treatment, the purified water would be 
delivered to either Harvey or Stirling Dam, a distance of approximately 40 kms, for storage and 
delivery through to the metropolitan area.   

We have been talking about many different concepts for water.  One other area that I spoke about was cloud 
seeding.  The reason I believe the government was not interested in cloud seeding was that the last cloud-seeding 
exercise was done in 1969 with a little biplane out in the back hills of Narembeen somewhere using dry ice.  The 
government said that it was unsure about the viability or cost effectiveness of cloud seeding.  I do not know why 
we would cloud seed in Narembeen with a biplane.  This is 2005!  We have large, fully equipped aircraft that 
could use silver iodide, not dry ice, for cloud seeding.  The instruments and equipment that are now available can 
calculate the estimated time of arrival of clouds as they travel from the ocean across the Darling Scarp, when the 
clouds should be seeded and where.  That is all done electronically by computers.  We are not using those little 
counters with the beads any more.  We have moved forward from the old counter system with the little beads.   

Hon Sue Ellery:  Abacus.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Abacus; we have moved forward from that.  We now have computers, global 
positioning systems and all that stuff.  The government has been talking about a 1965 cloud-seeding system.  It is 
trying to fight with a bow and arrows when submachine guns, rockets and God knows what else are available.  It 
has said that cloud seeding is not practical.  That is absolute bulldust and rubbish.  It is practical.  The 
government could conduct a trial.  The Labor Party will be in office for another four years.  If it plays its cards 
right, listens to me, reads Hansard, follows this speech through and works off it, it could be here for a further 
fours years if it is smart.  I will be interested in this issue in another four years.  Today’s equipment is not 
yesteryear’s equipment.  A smart bomb can be dropped from up near the stars, from some hundreds of 
kilometres up in the sky, just about through a toilet seat.  This is 2005.  This is not 1969.  Admittedly man 
walked on the moon in 1969, but we have now reached Mars.  We are far past the moon!  I think the state 
government is smart enough to make those assessments.  It should look at them.  As a cloud comes in from the 
ocean its volume can be measured and its precipitation anticipated.  The amount of seeding required can be 
determined.  It would just about be possible to seed the cloud at a certain point over the scarp so that it would 
deliver water to the dam system.  If the government spent $5 million on this idea, it would know whether it 
would work.  From what I can gather, the government is already spending $5 million to assess the idea of 
bringing water from the Kimberley.  That is commonly known as the cane toad express.  People will convince 
one another about whether it will or will not work.  The committee will say that it will not work.  At the end of 
the day other alternatives will be examined.  The government will spend $5 million on that.  That committee will 
keep the people of Western Australia satisfied that something is being done.   

Hindsight is a fantastic thing.  In hindsight I wish that Colin Barnett had not said what he said.  I wish in 
hindsight that Colin Barnett had said that the Liberal Party would look at bringing water from the north to the 
south and, if this seemed a feasible proposition, that it would hold a citizens’ initiated referendum and the people 
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would make the decision.  If Colin Barnett had done that, I really believe that we would be standing on the other 
side of the room talking to the Labor Party in opposition.  However, that did not happen.  The whole world 
turned around on one issue.  Each of the past few elections has usually been won or lost on a single issue; for 
instance, the MV Tampa incident and the introduction of the goods and services tax.  I thought that Colin Barnett 
had a fantastic platform of working purely on sales tax and stamp duty and on repairing Western Power.  All he 
had to do was to make a commitment to look at Western Power over the next four to eight years and to say that 
he would evaluate Western Power.  Western Power was a great opening.  I heard the new opposition leader, Matt 
Birney, speaking either today or yesterday.  I thought he was getting close to the mark when he said that the 
opposition would look at burying or undergrounding powerlines.  Ultimately, that is a great wish list.  It is 
something that we should work towards.  I live in Ledge Point where all the powerlines are buried.  The 
humorous part is that from the main highway to Ledge Point all the powerlines are strung from wooden power 
poles.  For the past two years those wooden poles have burnt down in bush fires.  The twits have gone along and 
replaced them again with wooden poles.  I find that very hard to believe.  Instead of doing that, Western Power 
could have dug a trench and buried a line from Wanneroo Road to Ledge Point so that if the same young kids lit 
a fire next summer we would at least have power.  I have digressed from the water issue.   

I guess I am talking about essential services - water and power.  It does not matter where people live, neither 
service is easily fixed.  I suppose it is a tough call to be in government, because both the education and health 
portfolios are a poisoned chalice to the relevant ministers.  There would still be problems even if schoolrooms 
had one teacher and seven students, and people had access to immediate health care.  I do not believe that we 
will ever cure the problems in providing health and education services.  Every country in the world regards the 
provision of health and education services as their primary problems.  I hope that this current government will 
work to alleviate the problems in providing those services.  It must do something about water and power 
services.  The damage created by the tornado on Monday could not have been avoided; I do not blame anyone 
for that.  It would be difficult and unfair to put the blame for the burst main on the freeway the other day on 
those who control the water supply.  Although there was one burst main, there are probably another 250 that are 
perfectly okay; one in 250, therefore, is not bad.  Unfortunately, the damage to property and the disruption that it 
created to people were insurmountable.  The government is not perfect but ultimately it must indicate that it is 
trying to rectify these problems.  I will digress from that issue to talk about another issue. 

Last week I went to Broome on business.  Some members will be irked and will carry on about what I have to 
say, but it is important that I bring up the matter.  On Thursday afternoon, which is pension day in Broome, 
every single park and every single tree in the bush had Aboriginals sitting in or under them.  By late Thursday 
afternoon they were all totally and utterly inebriated and legless.  Members can call it what they like, but it was a 
sickening sight.  I was with my wife when I walked up to an Aboriginal lady.  My wife asked me what I was 
doing, and I said that I was just going to talk to her because it was important.  I asked the Aboriginal lady why 
did she drink.  She did not know.  However, I looked around and the sight was ugly.  It was just pathetic to see 
people rolling around drunk, some crawling and unable to scratch themselves.  I have seen similar sights at 
Mullewa and at Three Springs, but it was very much highlighted in Broome.  I always wonder when people say 
that there is a cure for everything.  The sight at Broome really upset me, as, although I am critical about different 
issues, people ask how we can cure the problem.  However, there is a cure for this problem, but for some reason 
no-one speaks about it.  We all brush it under the carpet and pretend it does not happen, yet we let it happen 
Thursday after Thursday after Thursday.  These people drink themselves stupid and then die.  I sat back and 
looked at the sight; it was ugly and we should be ashamed of it.  Ultimately, I suppose, we could blame alcohol.  
The answer is: do not give them alcohol.  However, that is discriminatory.  Should we do something to help save 
them?  If we see a person in the water who cannot swim and is sinking, we jump in the water and save that 
person; it is just a human instinct.  If we see a kid on the road and a truck going towards the kid, we race out and 
grab the kid; it is a human instinct.  However, we stand in a park and watch these people in gaga land, inebriated 
and dying.  I would love to be able to use my terminology but, unfortunately, it would be classed as 
unparliamentary.  However, we stand back and say that we will appoint a select committee or conduct an 
examination.  We do not need select committees; we do not need examinations.  Take the damned grog off them.  
That is not discriminatory; it would save their lives.  It is a disgrace and the white man has a lot to answer for.  
We have dragged these people out of their camps, from the desert and everywhere and told them to live like us.  
Perhaps they believe we are stupid and they do not want to live like us, but we jam our way of life down 
everyone’s throat.  Why do we not leave people alone?  It is most irritating and concerning.  It is really genocide 
by stealth; there is no question about that.  We sit back, tongue in cheek, let it happen and pretend that it is a way 
of life.  It is not a way of life; it is the wrong thing to happen.  As a community we must be smart and strong and 
if we need to be discriminatory, we must be discriminatory and do something.  We will have a lot to answer for 
if we tolerate that style of living.  I will not be here in 100 years, and nor will any of those people in the park or 
the bush.  They will all be long gone.  They will be a blip on the ocean and forgotten.  I believe at the end of the 
day that everybody has a place in this country and deserves more.  These people cannot help themselves because 
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they have succumbed to our way of life, to consuming alcohol and to petrol sniffing.  That is unacceptable.  We 
must be tough and unforgiving, and we must educate them.  We must educate the mums and dads, not the kids, 
because the kids will ultimately do as they are told if they have strong mums and dads.  It was very concerning to 
me to see them as I did.  I have seen such sights everywhere.  I have seen it in Wellington Square in East Perth.  
We turn the other cheek and walk past it.  However, I turned around in Broome and walked up to the woman.  
My wife asked what I was doing and I said that I just wanted to talk to her.  I asked her why she drank.  She 
probably could have asked me why I drink.  At least I know when I am full and when to stop.  I am not saying 
that the white race is any better or any worse.  However, I would say that if white people in a park in Broome 
had been falling around, stretched out, vomiting or flaked out, the coppers would have dragged them away. 

I was talking to Nugget Matsumoto.  I cannot remember the name of the place that he runs, but I went to see him 
and spent some time with him.  At night he houses 32 people - drunks who have been picked up and brought in 
by the police.  He gives them a bed, gives them breakfast, gets them to make their bed in the morning and they 
leave.  Ironically, they are the members of a nomadic race of people.  This month they are all from Mullewa, 
next month they will be from Carnarvon and the month after that they will be from Derby.  They move through.  
The headmistress of Mullewa District High School told me that about 42 per cent of the school is a moving 
population.  Some days she goes into the classroom and finds that she does not know half of the kids because 
they have just moved down from Carnarvon or up from Narrogin.  One must face up to it: this is how Aboriginal 
people are.  We must be much smarter and do something about it, otherwise this situation will continue and we 
will create a system that will cause the genocide of a race of people who have got on for 30 000 years without us.  
I do not say that they have become better or worse, but I do not think they would be seen rolling around in the 
bush had we not been here.  We are certainly not helping the situation.   

The Labor Party cannot keep putting its head in the sand and saying that it will appoint a committee.  If the 
Labor Party thinks there is a problem, it can ask me.  It does not need a committee.  The minister can ask me 
what the problem is and I will say alcohol, petrol sniffing, too much drink, and the fact that they are nomadic and 
homeless.  If the government adopts a strategy that will fix those matters, it will fix the problem.  It must educate 
the mums and dads.  All of us have put our heads in the sand.  I am probably as much to blame as anybody else.  
It was probably because it was an emotional day in Broome that it got to me, and I thought to myself that I must 
mention it in the Parliament.  I thought that because I had only a couple of days left, I could not do much about it 
but at least I could get into Hansard the problem for this group of people that needs to be addressed.  I ask the 
government to have a good, strong look at the problem.  It must not say that it will form a committee to have a 
look at the problem, to see who, what and why it is happening.  Everyone in this chamber knows the answer.  
Because of the current law, we are basically prevented from speaking the truth.  We must keep our opinions to 
ourselves.  They must be hush, hush.  We can talk about it in the corridors and then come back into this chamber 
and say that we will appoint a committee to look at the problem.  The problem that must be addressed is of 
epidemic proportions.  It is not confined to Broome; it is apparent on the streets of Perth.  We see it everywhere.  
It is about time something was done about it.   

Quite a bit has been said about the supply of wheat to Iraq.  Australians built a $20 million handling facility and 
Australia is currently providing 80 to 90 per cent of the wheat going to Iraq.  That figure will probably decrease.  
We have built the facility for the Americans to handle their wheat because we will probably be kicked out.  On 
my trip back from Broome I sat with George and Alex Kailis and we talked about different problems.  George 
Kailis said to me that one of the ways this problem could be cured, if the government had the courage, is through 
intellectual property.  He said that if we really wanted to stuff up the Americans, we could start fiddling around 
with their intellectual property.  To make it easy so that we all understand, it could mean Mickey Mouse or 
Donald Duck.  As members know, intellectual property rights exist for 20 years.  However, because of the 
gentleman’s agreement that we have, they run forever and a day.  If we were smart and decided that we would 
trawl the Mickey Mouse and Donald Duck intellectual property rights, it would probably cause a lot more 
problems for the Americans than $700 million or $800 million worth of wheat.  Most intellectual property rights 
emanate from America.  If we decided not to recognise them, it would be a great bargaining tool with which to 
make the Americans pull their heads in and shape up or ship out.  The Americans subsidise their farmers and 
change the goalposts.  It is said that the Americans play hard ball.  They do not really play hard ball; they cheat.  
It is as simple as that.  When it does not suit them, they move the goalposts.  I believe that if we were to do that, 
the Americans would come to the table and want to talk to us. 
I listened to the Governor’s speech.  Just before it concluded he said that this government would introduce 
electoral reform.  I thought that he might not mention it, but in that last part of his speech he mentioned electoral 
reform - one vote, one value.  It would seem that Mr McGinty heard it more clearly than I, because the first item 
on the agenda upon the recall of the upper house was one vote, one value.  I was amused to hear Hon Nick 
Griffiths say that he operated on a 22-10 rule.  When asked what the rule was, he said that 22 beats 10.  In the 
upper house 18 beats 15.  Even before we became involved in this debate, the outcome was a fait accompli.  Mr 
Deputy President (Hon Simon O’Brien), you and I knew that the legislation would pass through this house.  On 
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Saturday night I was asked by a group of country people to stand and explain what one vote, one value was.  
They did not quite understand what one vote, one value was.  I described it in the best way that I could.  I did it 
with humour and got stuck into the Labor Party.  Many of them supported one vote, one value and asked why I 
did not support it.  One of the reasons I gave was obviously their representation.  They thought that one vote 
would have one value which would be the same value.  They thought it would mean that in Ledge Point the price 
of petrol would go down to 92.8c a litre, that the price of grog would come down by 10c and that one vote would 
mean one value.  They thought each vote would have the same value all over the state and that would be fair for 
Western Australians.   
I said that they would be paying through the nose and that they would not have as many people looking after 
them.  I said that they would probably have to struggle to find a parliamentarian after the one vote, one value 
legislation came into being.  I said that although they probably thought their representative was hard to find now, 
they would probably not know who their representative was in four years time because he would be doing 33 or 
40 per cent more work.  I told them that their chance of communicating with their parliamentarian would be a 
thing of yesteryear.  They then said that they did not realise that; they could not understand.  They thought that 
everyone’s vote would be worth the same value, and therefore everything would be equal.  This is ironical, and it 
brings me back to the election we have just had.  A lot of people probably voted for the Labor Party because of 
one vote, one value.  They thought the value of every vote would be the same.  As I said, I am stunned.  At the 
end of the day, I still cannot understand why the greater general public voted the Labor Party back into office.  
People were complaining about the Labor Party.  They then endorsed the Labor Party and gave it a mandate to 
carry on with what it was doing prior to the election.  I find that very difficult to understand.  However, I will not 
be in this place.  I will be one of those poor disciples out in the community.  However, as a poor little disciple 
out there, I will not accept or cop this business of excess taxes, depleted facilities, power failures and water 
shortages.  I will make sure that I complain bitterly.  I believe it is important that the general Joe Blow or John 
Citizen becomes more aware of what is happening.  If a person listens to talkback radio for long enough, he 
realises after a while that it is the same 50 people who talk to Liam Bartlett and Paul Murray.  I know Ray of 
Yokine, Mary of Attadale and Joe of Bentley.  I hear them.  It is the same group of people.  However, we must 
make the other people aware - 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  All One Nation, Frank supporters.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  No, they are all the party members.  They are all Croats.  They are all little Croatian 
roses out there. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  I’m an Australian. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I understand that clearly.  However, I say to the minister that if she ever becomes 
Premier of this state, she will go back to being the old Croatian rose.  She will say that she is the only imported 
person who has ever made Premier, and she is just a little Croatian rose.  We will probably hear that, because I 
heard the minister mention that the poor little Dubrovnik girl, is it - 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Split. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  - made it as a minister in this government.  How a speech can be changed!  I must say 
that I admire Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich’s answers to parliamentary questions in question time.  I think they are 
fantastic.  I do not know how she has not been chopped off or had her legs cut off.  However, she does it 
fantastically.  I say to all those other little Croatian roses that there is a chance for them in this Parliament.  God 
help us!  There are a lot of them too.  I saw them all near my daughter’s home in Thompson Road, North 
Fremantle on Sunday night when I was looking after my grandkids.  By God, in that rain and hail, it was a full 
house there.  I looked around, but I could not see the minister’s car.  I was going to go in and have a chat.  
However, I did not. 

That has nothing whatsoever to do with the Governor or the government.  I hope that the Liberal Party will keep 
this government honest and under pressure.  I think it will; it is a strong group of people.  I hope that the Liberal 
Party performs.  I do not hope; I know that it will perform, because I believe it is on the right track.  Provided it 
does not get involved in the cane toad express again, I believe there is a great hope for the Liberal Party. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson.   
 


