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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [9.52 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Totalisator Agency Board Funds, Distribution - Adjournment Debate 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [9.52 pm]:  I am sorry to interrupt 
the One Nation half-hour, but I have a comment I wish to make.  Earlier today in question time Hon Barry House 
asked a question of the Minister for Racing and Gaming on the distribution of Totalisator Agency Board funds.  
In his answer, the minister referred to the legislation that was passed when I was Minister for Racing and 
Gaming and which provided for the minister to spend funds in excess of $50 million at his discretion.  During his 
answer, the minister said words to the effect that -  

It is not for a minister to decide that a particular club he or she favours should receive a bit of largesse.   

I did not clearly hear those words when the minister said them in the House, but I have now read the uncorrected 
Hansard.  Assuming that is exactly what he said, I take offence at his words.  When the legislation was 
introduced, I made it clear to the House that it was my view that the parts of the racing industry that needed 
support and assistance but were not getting it were country racing and country trots.  I have re-read the Hansard 
debates from that occasion and that is what I said and did.  The funds were allocated to groups of clubs or classes 
of clubs; namely, country trots and country gallops.  They were not given to any particular club that I particularly 
favoured personally.  I find it offensive to suggest that I did.  If the minister was not referring to me when he 
made that comment but was making a general comment about ministers’ involvement with the expending of 
TAB funds, I will accept his explanation if that were the case and will not require any further comment from 
him.  However, if he was referring to me, that is an offensive remark that I would like withdrawn.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  I looked at the uncorrected Hansard a few moments ago.  I used words to the effect that you 
expressed.  I think you are accurately citing the words.  I then went on to make specific reference to the 
allocation of money in January 2001 under your ministerial direction.  I made it clear that I did not refer to that 
as largesse.  I do not see your actions in administering that discretionary amount as largesse or favour giving.  I 
think the money was appropriately spent.  If you have taken offence and if I went overboard, I apologise.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I thank the minister for that comment.  I appreciate it very much.  I heard and read 
the remarks in the context of my making a gift or providing largesse to a particular club.  I indicate that that was 
not the case at all.  The money was spent absolutely in accordance with the legislation passed by this Parliament, 
which was supported by the minister when he was on this side of the House.  It was spent in accordance with the 
general directions, which I indicated to the House when that legislation was passed.  I thank the minister for his 
clarification.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  I think your actions were proper.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I thank the minister.  I appreciate that, and am pleased the matter is clarified.   

War in Iraq - Adjournment Debate 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [9.55 pm]:  I was not going to speak tonight, but after I heard Hon Dee 
Margetts’ contribution last night about the war in Iraq, I thought it most important that a reply be made.  She did 
not let the facts interfere with the good story she told.  The Greens have no concept of what is going on.  First, 
our soldiers are trained to go to war.  They are not trained to perform domestic duties around the cities; they are 
trained to go to war.  They are battle-trained soldiers who will go to war and fight.  They understand that.  I 
wonder which side the people in this country who demonstrate are on.  I am frightened to think about what is 
behind me.  When members of the Greens walk behind me, I start to worry and feel the hair on the back of my 
neck stand up.  These people protest that Howard is treasonous and Bush is a traitor.  Some of the signs I have 
seen include “Howard is a coward”, “Howard commits war crimes”, “Bush the children killer” and “Bush the 
monster”.  What about Saddam Hussein?  People carry on about Bush and Howard having committed all these 
crimes, but they forget to mention the Butcher of Baghdad.  He is let off the hook.  I cannot believe people like 
Hon Dee Margetts.  The member’s speech as reported in the uncorrected version of Hansard reads -  

He marched alongside more than 600 people from Esperance . . . considering the size of that 
community, that probably represented the majority of the people in Esperance. 

That will probably be corrected at a later date, but once again it is a fabrication.  A couple of hundred people 
marched; and, for the information of the member, 15 000, rather than 600 or 1 000, people live in Esperance.   
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Hon Dee Margetts:  If you read the rest of the Hansard, you will learn about the extrapolations that are done by 
social scientists on a regular basis.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Why does the member not become a tree and plant herself in a salt lake?    

Hon Norman Moore:  That is a terrific idea.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  At least it would be useful.   
Many good soldiers have died so that people like Hon Dee Margetts have the privilege to speak freely.  She 
really does not understand that.  She criticises Bush and Howard and forgets about the Butcher of Baghdad.  That 
is the most important thing.  At 7.30 am on this morning’s Today show four Iraqi women and a couple of Iraqi 
men were interviewed about what they thought of the war.  They all wanted the war to get the Butcher of 
Baghdad.  It was reported last week that Saddam Hussein is buying American uniforms, probably to dress up his 
troops and tell them to shoot his own people, and then blame the American and Australian soldiers.  This is the 
kind of person members opposite tolerate and support, which is incredible.  
The Greens say that the Perth march against the war was great.  The Perth anti-war march crowd was a pittance.  
Do members opposite know how many people went to the sky show?  Between 300 000 and 500 000 went to 
watch the crackers, and a few thousand people were protesting about the war, holding stupid signs about the 
Australian Prime Minister, George Bush and Tony Blair.  The Greens members said it was a great success, with 
about 100 000 people there.  Over one million people live in Perth.  The footy grand final pulls a bigger crowd 
than the one at the march in Perth.  At Esperance, the anti-war march attracted 600 people, we were told, but 
they get 5 000 people to a grand final there.  Hon Dee Margetts is marching around saying 600 people were at 
that protest.  I bet she counted them on her fingers, as about 200 people were at the rally.  The left-wing 
Trotskyites always count with their toes and fingers and come up with double the true crowd.  It is called an 
exaggeration of the facts.  It would be great to have Hon Dee Margetts with the armed services going to war.  
She would say she had 500 000 troops behind her, but one would see only five of them behind her.  The 
member’s counting and her attitude to our country are questionable.   
We are talking about battle-trained soldiers.  They know what they have to do.  They obviously are frightened to 
go into war.  I do not like war; if I were a soldier, I would be nervous as all hell.  However, they are trained to go 
in and fight.  They did not become commandos and Special Air Service troops to sit around the city and probably 
do gardening around the barracks.  These people knew that ultimately there would be war. 
Hon Dee Margetts says that we should listen to the United Nations.  What a weak and gutless mob of people are 
on that body!  They have not helped Zimbabwe and Rwanda.  It is the same as how Saddam Hussein has helped 
his people.  What a pathetic bunch of lunatics they are - they are weak.  Greens (WA) members support weird 
people, groupies and lunatics.  Everything they get associated or affiliated with has something queer about it - I 
use that terminology in the sense of odd. 
Could you imagine, Mr President, being a solder in Iraq and the news coming from home that 200 000 were at 
the march?  It would get exaggerated over in the Persian Gulf.  The half a dozen people who marched in 
Esperance would be exaggerated to a higher figure.  These troops are told that Australians are marching against 
them, and do not want them to go to war.  They are at war.  It will happen on Saturday.  Friday is the holy day.  
The deadline extends to four o’clock on Friday morning, so they cannot fight on Friday as to do so would be 
against the Muslim religion and an insult to Arab nations.  They say they will probably fight on Saturday.  That 
is how much consideration Bush and our Prime Minister have given to the opposition.  They told them there will 
a war and have given a warning.  They have told the Butcher of Baghdad that if he moves on with his family and 
gets out of the country, the attack will not happen.  What more can they do?  They have threatened the fellow.  If 
we do nothing and sit on our hands, the man will treat us as the laughing stock of the world; we would be 
regarded as a weak, insipid nation.  We would probably have to join the French sitting on their hands and leave it 
to the main countries to support this effort.  
It is most important that we stand by our commitments and by our troops.  God help us; let us hope the casualties 
will be very limited.  Ultimately, the Butcher of Baghdad must face the music.  He has got away with it for many 
years.  I was talking in St James to some former Iraqi solders of the Desert Storm campaign who are now 
mechanics.  They are good friends who fix my cars; I know they are good people.  They told me about Desert 
Storm.  They hate the Butcher of Baghdad with a vengeance, like members would not believe.  The people on 
television this morning hate Saddam.  Some of the things done to them were incredible.  How the Greens 
members could support someone like that, and denigrate our PM, I do not know.  I am not a Howard fan; I really 
do not care about him.  However, how can members opposite denigrate the Prime Minister when the man in 
question is Saddam Hussein?  I would not be too upset if the marchers’ signs had read “Saddam the butcher” and 
so forth.  To denigrate Blair, Howard and Bush is a retrograde step.  The member should be thoroughly ashamed 
of herself. 
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HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [10.05 pm]:  I am not ashamed of one word.  The former British 
Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs, Hon Robin Cook, knows exactly what contribution 
his country has made to the arming of Iraq.  He is very well aware of the contribution that companies within 
countries like the United States have made to the arming of that despotic, cruel leader Saddam Hussein.  That is 
why people like Hon Robin Cook in such a very difficult time have taken the immensely powerful step of 
resigning from their Governments.  He has been privy to much of the information about the contribution that 
countries like his and the United States, and companies within those countries, have made to the arming and 
empowering of the despotic, cruel and thoroughly unsupportable leadership of Saddam Hussein.   
Today we are on the eve of an unjust and illegal war against Iraq.  For those people who suggest at any level that 
they support law and order, one would think the most important law that we should abide by is the international 
law that is set down to prevent despots, cruel leaders, maniacs and lunatics, whoever they might be, from taking 
power unto themselves.  When people threaten the basis of international law and agreement, which is what has 
happened over the past few weeks by the actions of those states wishing to wage war, people are taking the most 
dangerous steps.  For all those people in the United States, British and Australian Administrations who have said 
that the United Nations organisation is being threatened, in psychological terms that is a case of projection.  The 
actions that those people in those Administrations have taken against international law and reason are threatening 
the best security that we have had over at least the past 50 years.  If anything positive is coming from the lunacy 
of some people in the Administrations of the United States, Britain and Australia, it is the phenomenal public 
response to those decisions.   

When the world witnessed the events of 11 September 2001 there was horror but not total surprise from many 
people in the world.  The reason there was not total surprise was that the twin towers were very symbolic of the 
new form of corporate globalisation - casino capitalism - about which people are expressing considerable 
concern.  Instead of working with the nations of the world to set up a strong force such as a commission on 
terrorism, action has been taken to try to exact military revenge inappropriately, and there is no more strident 
symbol of that inappropriate action than that which is being proposed for the next day or so.   

However, if there is a positive, it is that in places such as Australia people are asking questions and seeking 
responses, and they are not accepting the trite arguments that are being given by people like George W. Bush, 
Tony Blair and John Howard.  They are now beginning to see that the free-trade regime and the current United 
States militarism are not dissimilar in their goals; that is, to further the spread of the particular type of free-
market domination by some of the world’s largest corporations.  In the past few days in Australia there has been 
an enormous effort by some, including Mark Vaile, the federal Minister for Trade, to now say, “Don’t worry; our 
support for the war has nothing to do with some people’s desire for a free trade agreement with the US.”  That is 
total piffle.  The US Ambassador had planned a road show for Western Australia and the other States of 
Australia not long ago - cancelled only because of the ambassador’s appendicitis - which linked those two very 
issues and which has been on the lips of trade ministers and officials for months if not years.  For as long as 
Australia’s military response has been imminent, there have been discussions about not only Australia linking 
trade but also largesse or punishment by other countries in a positive or negative way.   

The trade and war scenarios are absolutely linked.  Interestingly enough, as is patently obvious, the war scenario 
has been thoroughly popular with the wider population.  By that I do not mean with the weird people, groupies 
and lunatics, unless that is the way One Nation members describe the people in their electorates.  Some of the 
strongest opposition I have seen has come from those very electorates in regional Western Australia.  The fact 
that numbers of shires are putting forward motions on Iraq and want democratic debate and accountability gives 
the very strong indication that these issues are being talked about on the streets of regional Western Australia.  
Yes, I said that over 600 people turned up to a rally in Esperance.  According to the principles that have been 
enunciated for many years about how the number of people on the street represents the level of concern about a 
particular issue, the data that has been given year after year in many written papers indicates that every person on 
the street in a protest or a march represents around 10 times that number of people who have similar strong 
views.  Those 600 people represent a large part of the Esperance population.  The person who counted the people 
on the streets in Esperance would find it very interesting to be called a left-wing Trotsky, having been a former 
president of the Esperance branch of the Liberal Party.   

It is denial to suggest that the majority of the Australian population - who by this description are all weird 
people, groupies and lunatics - are not trying to give their opinion on this issue.  The most positive thing to come 
out of this debacle that our Prime Minister has got us into with the United States and Britain is that the people 
are not buying it.  Hopefully, after the fewest possible number of people in the world have lost their lives as a 
result of this lunacy, we can start talking about how we will get through this economic globalisation debacle as 
well and start working towards a better future together instead of going on the way we are - free markets, so-
called free trade and militarism - to try to get the way of one superpower representing many of the world’s 
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largest corporations.  It is not just the United States; it is not just anti the United States; it is about anti-corporate 
globalisation and the impact it is having on the people of the world, including regional Australians. 

Air Chief Marshall Sir Basil Embry - Adjournment Debate 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [10.16 pm]:  It has been said that some people are born great and 
some people have greatness thrust upon them.  Air Chief Marshall Sir Basil Embry, the late father of my 
parliamentary colleague Hon Paddy Embry, is great on both accounts.  I believe it is relevant and fitting to bring 
to the attention of the House that he has recently been inducted into the Agricultural Hall of Fame.  I sometimes 
think it is a pity that this recognition does not come to people until after death has claimed them.  However, I am 
sure Sir Basil would not have minded at all.  What he saw as his duty was the overriding imperative of all his 
actions.  To paraphrase Rudyard Kipling, he was a man quite capable of meeting both triumph and disaster and 
treating those two imposters just the same.  I have no doubt that his recognition as a significant contributor to the 
future of agriculture in this State is well deserved, and I can do no better than quote the citation of the Royal 
Agricultural Society of Western Australia.   

After a most distinguished career with the Royal Air Force, before and during the 1939-1945 war, and post-war 
service as Commander-in-Chief of Fighter Command, later being appointed the Commander of NATO strike 
forces in Europe, Sir Basil Embry and his wife emigrated to Western Australia in 1956.  Here they established 
themselves as sheep farmers on largely undeveloped country, first at Boyup Brook and later at Cape Riche.  
Elected President of the Farmers Union in 1971, Sir Basil Embry gave dynamic leadership, lifting morale and 
making the union more professional.  He was a founder and first Chairman of the Rural Traders Cooperative, 
developing direct marketing opportunities for rural products in South East Asia.  He widened the rural sector’s 
sense of the possible.  Sir Basil Embry was new to agriculture, and it was a measure of the man that he was able 
to see the way forward.  He was a man of vision and resourcefulness.  He was, after all, the first allied 
serviceman to escape from the Germans and continue his enormous contribution to the war effort.  He had the 
insight and the knowledge to help devise a method of low-level attack to avoid detection by radar, and this was 
an enormous strategic and tactical advantage that saved lives while providing the element of surprise.  There can 
be no doubting his own courage.  He was the most decorated person in the proud history of the Royal Air Force.  
His courage was not just physical valour; he had enormous moral courage and would fearlessly pursue the course 
that he deemed to be right.  Despite his hectic schedule, he was able to find the time to serve for many years on 
the State Advisory Board of the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation, where his 
extensive experience and keen intellect would have been a great advantage.  He was also Chairman of the Cancer 
Foundation and was involved in many community projects.  Truly he was a man amongst men, and a natural 
leader, with great vision.  I am pleased that he has received recognition for his tireless efforts and I can say to 
Hon Paddy Embry - his son and my friend and colleague in this House - that his father was a truly great man and 
should long be remembered, especially in the trying days ahead of us, when our present leaders sometimes 
appear to have feet of clay.  

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [10.20 pm]:  It is a little embarrassing, but I thank Hon John Fischer very 
much.  It was very humbling on the day.  My father’s involvement in agricultural politics was only for two years, 
and he started at the age of 69.  Farmers are truly a very conservative group.  I do not necessarily mean 
politically conservative, but rather slow to change.  It is remarkable that a man who went to his first union 
meeting in November would be elected general president the following March.  Everyone is proud of their dad, 
and everyone’s dad is special.  Mine was certainly no exception.  He was a difficult man to live with, I must add.  
I found it most humbling that, in light of the very short period that he was involved in politics, on the day he was 
installed in the hall of fame, three other people who were installed at the same time had given a lifetime - around 
40 or 50 years - to agriculture.  It felt a little strange representing my father, who had been involved for such a 
short time.  He was a remarkable man, and he achieved a lot in the very short time he was involved, otherwise 
that recognition would never have been achieved.  I thank Hon John Fischer and honourable members.  

War in Iraq - Adjournment Debate 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [10.22 pm]:  I was about to go home, but Hon Frank Hough 
encouraged me to remain.  I would like to read a letter written to President Bush by somebody fairly eloquent.  It 
is from Michael Moore, author of the book Stupid White Men and producer of the film Bowling for Columbine, 
which, as members would know, has been nominated for an Oscar.  The letter reads - 

George W. Bush 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave. 
Washington, DC 
Dear Governor Bush: 
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So today is what you call “the moment of truth,” the day that “France and the rest of world have to 
show their cards on the table.”  I’m glad to hear that this day has finally arrived.  Because, I gotta tell 
ya, having survived 440 days of your lying and conniving, I wasn’t sure if I could take much more.  So 
I’m glad to hear that today is Truth Day, ‘cause I got a few truths I would like to share with you: 
1.  There is virtually NO ONE in America (talk radio nutters and Fox News aside) who is gung-ho to go 
to war.  Trust me on this one.  Walk out of the White House and on to any street in America and try to 
find five people who are PASSIONATE about wanting to kill Iraqis.  YOU WON’T FIND THEM!  
Why?  ‘Cause NO Iraqis have ever come here and killed any of us!  No Iraqi has even threatened to do 
that. You see, this is how we average Americans think: If a certain so-and-so is not perceived as a threat 
to our lives, then, believe it or not, we don’t want to kill him!  Funny how that works! 
2.  The majority of Americans - the ones who never elected you - are not fooled by your weapons of 
mass distraction.  We know what the real issues are that affect our daily lives - and none of them begins 
with I or end in Q.  Here is what threatens us: two and a half million jobs lost since you took office, the 
stock market having become a cruel joke, no one knowing if their retirement funds are going to be 
there, gas now costs almost two dollars - the list goes on and on.  Bombing Iraq will not make any of 
this go away.  Only you need to go away for things to improve. 
3.  As Bill Maher said last week, how bad do you have to suck to lose a popularity contest with Saddam 
Hussein?  The whole world is against you, Mr. Bush.  Count your fellow Americans among them. 
4.  The Pope has said this war is wrong, that it is a SIN.  The Pope!  But even worse, the Dixie Chicks 
have now come out against you!  How bad does it have to get before you realize that you are an army of 
one on this war?  Of course, this is a war you personally won’t have to fight.  Just like when you went 
AWOL while the poor were shipped to Vietnam in your place. 

5.  Of the 535 members of Congress, only ONE (Sen. Johnson of South Dakota) has an enlisted son or 
daughter in the armed forces!  If you really want to stand up for America, please send your twin 
daughters over to Kuwait right now and let them don their chemical warfare suits.  And let’s see every 
member of Congress with a child of military age also sacrifice their kids for this war effort.  What’s that 
you say?  You don’t THINK so?  Well, hey, guess what -- we don’t think so either! 

6.  Finally, we love France.  Yes, they have pulled some royal screw-ups.  Yes, some of them can be 
pretty damn annoying.  But have you forgotten we wouldn’t even have this country known as America 
if it weren’t for the French?  That it was their help in the Revolutionary War that won it for us?  That it 
was France who gave us our Statue of Liberty, a Frenchman who built the Chevrolet, and a pair of 
French brothers who invented the movies?  And now they are doing what only a good friend can do -- 
tell you the truth about yourself, straight, no b.s.  Quit pissing on the French and thank them for getting 
it right for once.  You know, you really should have traveled more (like once) before you took over.  
Your ignorance of the world has not only made you look stupid, it has painted you into a corner you 
can’t get out of. 

Well, cheer up -- there IS good news.  If you do go through with this war, more than likely it will be 
over soon because I’m guessing there aren’t a lot of Iraqis willing to lay down their lives to protect 
Saddam Hussein.  After you "win" the war, you will enjoy a huge bump in the popularity polls as 
everyone loves a winner -- and who doesn’t like to see a good ass-whoopin’ every now and then 
(especially when it’s some third world ass!).  And just like with Afghanistan, we’ll forget about what 
happens to a country after we bomb it ’cause that is just too complex!  So try your best to ride this 
victory all the way to next year's election.  Of course, that’s still a long ways away, so we’ll all get to 
have a good hardy-har-har while we watch the economy sink even further down the toilet! 

But, hey, who knows -- maybe you’ll find Osama a few days before the election!  See, start thinking 
like THAT!  Keep hope alive!  Kill Iraqis -- they got our oil!! 

Yours, 

Michael Moore 

Peel Region Scheme - Adjournment Debate 

HON CHRISTINE SHARP (South West) [10.27 pm]:  I omitted to include one important matter in my remarks 
about the Peel region scheme earlier this evening.  I put on record an acknowledgment of the valid concerns that 
have been raised by Mr Shane Kelliher and other local landowners adjacent to the proposed Murray River 
crossing of the Peel deviation route.  I acknowledge that their concerns about the choice of alignment have some 
substance, both on the impact on the river hydrology and through the significant degree of social impact on the 
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residents of Murray Lakes and the adjacent farmers.  Mr Kelliher has been very effective in lobbying members 
on this matter and the debate tonight certainly demonstrated that.  I concur with the remarks of other members 
such as Hon Paddy Embry on the need for proper financial compensation for landowners who may be affected 
by the scheme.  To conclude, however, I do not consider that the concerns raised by the landowners are of 
sufficient public interest, as opposed to private interest, to justify my continued pursuit of the disallowance of the 
Peel region scheme.   

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.29 pm 

__________ 
 


