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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [9.53 pm]:  Before I move the adjournment, to help 
members in their planning for tomorrow, the order of legislation I propose for tomorrow is orders of the day 13, 
9, 10 and then 12.  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Abolition of Preliminary Hearings - Adjournment Debate 

HON BARRY HOUSE (South West) [9.53 pm]:  I certainly do not intend to keep the House very long, but I 
want to bring a small matter to the attention of members.  On Monday I received a fax from a lady from 
Leschenault who obviously has some concerns about the passage of a piece of legislation.  I will read a couple of 
sentences from the fax.  She wrote -  

In March this year, Attorney-General Jim McGinty introduced legislation to abolish preliminary 
hearings. 
That legislation has passed through the Legislative Assembly but has stalled in the Legislative Council. 
The fact that this important piece of legislation should endure such a significant hold-up is a disservice 
to victims of crime. 

Then she went on and urged my support for the Bill by saying - 

It is my hope you will then do all you can to speed this legislation through.  

I phoned the lady and left a message on her answering machine explaining very gently and accurately to her 
what the process was in the Parliament - Bills proceeding through both Houses of Parliament - and that the 
priorities were attached by the Government.  It was in the Government’s hands to attach a priority to this piece of 
legislation.  I explained that the Opposition supported the legislation and was very keen to see it pass through the 
Parliament as soon as it was brought on for debate.  There was certainly no suggestion that the legislation was 
being held up by the Opposition, and we were very keen to see it brought on.  

I received a fax back to my office today, from the same lady, which read - 

Thank you for responding so promptly to my fax of 9/9/02 regarding preliminary hearings.   

I was sorry I was not at home to take your call.  

This is the interesting sentence - 

It would seem that information given to me by Bunbury MLA Tony Dean was not so transparent as I 
had believed.  

The member for Bunbury is very transparent.  I have risen very briefly to urge the member for Bunbury to get 
his facts right, and stop trying to make mischief in the electorate by spreading information that has no factual 
basis.  That is all I wanted to do - to bring to the notice of the House this very important matter.  The legislation 
is important and the Opposition is keen to support it as soon as the Government brings it on.  The Government is 
in power, and drives the agenda.  If opposition members were easily upset, they could take exception to the fact 
that the member for Bunbury was implying that we were holding the legislation up.  This is a gentle reminder to 
the member for Bunbury not to be too smart by half.  Sometimes it comes back to bite.  

Newdegate and Dowerin Field Days - Adjournment Debate 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [9.57 pm]:  Last week and the week before, I spent two days at the 
Newdegate field day and three days at the Dowerin field day, where I had a stand.  I had a series of nine 
questions, which I, and a couple of staff members, asked people passing the stand.  There was no preselection; 
we just stopped people as they came past the stand.  Some of the questions related to the reintroduction of capital 
punishment for heinous crimes, the introduction of corporal punishment, genetically modified organisms, the 
price of water, increasing the price of fuel in the metropolitan area to subsidise rural Western Australia, the 
abolition of means testing for age pensioners, the abolition of up-front fees for university education, the return of 
illegal immigrants, and stem cell research.  I will not go through the other questions, because I only have eight 
minutes and 58 seconds left. 

A couple of surprising results were the responses to the question on the introduction of the death penalty.  In 
Newdegate, the yes answer to that question was 86.6 per cent; no, 5.9 per cent; and undecided, 7.5 per cent.  The 
undecided would mostly have been on the yes side, which would have pushed that side into the 90-odd per cent 
range.  

Hon Christine Sharp:  How many people did you actually ask?  
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Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Several hundred.  We have them all recorded if anyone needs to see them.  All the 
forms are available for viewing.  It is something that would be new to the Labor Party.  The Government should 
ask people what they want.  I was surprised that the proportion of people supporting corporal punishment 
dropped down to 83.1 per cent yes, 9.2 per cent no and 7.7 per cent undecided.  At Newdegate, the figures were 
different, because there was a larger percentage of country people.  Therefore, a few cream puffs appeared in the 
survey.  However, in Dowerin 77.8 per cent said yes, 14.6 per cent said no and 7.6 per cent were undecided.  In 
Dowerin in answer to a question about the birch for corporal punishment, 78.5 per cent said yes, 13.8 per cent 
said no and 7.7 per cent were undecided.  Amortising those two sets of figures, the figure for introduction of the 
death penalty was close to 80 per cent.  That was amazing and I was surprised at that figure.  The survey had a 
comments section and if honourable members read them they will see that this was not a contrived, pre-prepared 
form with which one could log onto groups of people on radio or television and make up the answers.  This 
survey was undertaken standing at the coalface, asking people to answer questions and make comments.  Some 
comments under the law and order section suggested the death penalty for paedophiles, harsher penalties for all 
crime, Australia tolerates too much crime, young people should face the consequences of their crime, ex-partners 
should be made more accountable for child maintenance paid by fathers and that money was spent by mothers on 
themselves instead of their kids. 

Several members interjected. 
Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The Greens (WA) members opposite can laugh.  They would not know what it is like to 
talk to people.  They stand in their tutus in their little green fairyland pirouetting around.  They would not know 
what is going on in the community.  At least I spent time in the field talking to people.  Do they know what 
people look like?  Do they know how to approach people?  When the people surveyed continually said, “Hang 
them all and you will get the guilty”, I thought I should look for a greenie because I should get a no in the 
survey.  I then selected a person with funny clothes and a beard and thought I had a greenie.  I said to him, “Mr 
Greenie, will you fill this in?”  I was shocked when Mr Greenie selected yes for the death penalty and yes for 
corporal punishment.  I therefore went to a fellow in a suit, thinking he was from the city and would feel 
differently.  I tried so much to appease the Greens and the Labor Party. 

Hon John Fischer:  He tried to get a normal green but couldn’t find one anywhere. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  There were no trees there and we could not find any greens; we looked up and there 
were none hanging anywhere.  Talking to people is something the green movement should do.  The Greens 
would enjoy saying to them, “Sir, Madam, how do you feel about this item here?  For instance, should Western 
Australians pay more for water in the light of the current situation?”  When that question was asked in Dowerin, 
36.5 per cent said yes, 55.6 per cent said no and 7.9 per cent were undecided.  Ironically, in Dowerin, 54.5 per 
cent said no versus 55 per cent who said yes in Newdegate, which is therefore a one per cent difference between 
Dowerin and Newdegate.  I knew that the bleeding heart choir on the other side of this Chamber would start 
singing stupid verses to me; I have therefore kept all the paperwork on the survey’s results which I will make 
available for them to go through. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I want to hear the one on genetically modified crops. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  That is an interesting one, minister.  In answer to a question on GM crops, 12.1 per cent 
at Newdegate said yes and 56.1 per cent were undecided. 

Hon Adele Farina:  What was the question?  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The question was: do you agree with the introduction of genetically modified crops and 
food?  In Newdegate 12.1 per cent said yes, 56.1 per cent said no and 31.8 per cent were undecided, which 
indicates that at this stage many people know nothing about it.  I return to Dowerin, which was different and 
surprising.  To the same question in Dowerin on GM crops and food, 29.6 per cent said yes - basically double the 
figure in Newdegate - but ironically 52 per cent said no and 18.4 per cent were undecided.  I will thrill members 
with the rest of the results of the survey on genetically modified crops tomorrow night.  It is so intricate that I 
want members to understand and be enlightened about what is going on outside the Parliament, which will help 
the Labor Party.   

The response of some people to stem cell research was also very indifferent.  A lot of people did not know what 
we were talking about when we mentioned GMOs.  I had to go to great extremes to explain it.  The issue of 
capital punishment or the death penalty for heinous crimes posed no problem; I just picked up my tie and said 
that this is what it is and people understood what I was talking about.   

Some people also had no problem with the issue of corporal punishment.  I was surprised that the result of the 
survey on corporal punishment was one or two per cent lower than that for the death penalty.  The three women 
who conducted the survey with me were more well versed and open than I.  We got quite a number of yeses and 
I was getting a little concerned.  I thought that if I took this survey to Parliament, no-one would believe me.  At 
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that stage of the survey I thought I had a problem, because I knew that members of Parliament would not believe 
me, so I was desperate to find people to answer no so that it was more believable.  I will not tell members what 
the results were for the immediate return of illegal immigrants; I will thrill them with that tomorrow night.  They 
will have to wait for those results. 
At the bottom of the survey form people were asked for the suburb they lived in.  If they lived in Dowerin, 
Badgingarra, Claremont or Nedlands, there was provision for that.  Surprisingly, in Dowerin, the response to that 
question was 53.5 per cent country and 47 per cent city.  However, the mix in Newdegate was totally different.  
About 77 or 78 per cent were from the country versus 23 per cent from the city.   
In Newdegate, the results of the survey on much stiffer penalties were much higher.  Dowerin has a good cross-
section of people; it attracts a lot of city folk.  I will thrill members with the rest of the results of the survey over 
the next couple of nights.  I hope members take them on board.  

Terrorist Attacks, September 11, 2001 - Adjournment Debate 

HON CHRISTINE SHARP (South West) [10.07 pm]:  On a very different note, today is September 11, as if 
that fact could have escaped anyone’s attention.  It has been an opportunity for us all to concentrate on what the 
horrific events that took place on this day last year mean to everyone on this planet.  I guess we have all thought 
about it in very different ways.  However, perhaps some universal questions arise for us all.  Perhaps the most 
universal question is why it happened.  What was the cause of such political frustration that would lead people to 
such acts of extreme violence, suicide, death and destruction?   
Another theme that would arise for everybody in considering the events of last year is the relationship of the 
current situation in international politics to the situation in Iraq, as well as the importance of the lesson we 
should learn from the events of September 11 and the need for peace, tolerance and compassion in this world.  
We must remember that on September 11 last year, not only were those people in New York killed but also, 
according to the United Nations, some 24 000 other people in the world died from starvation.  Every day since 
September 11 last year, 24 000 people have died from starvation.  On 1 September, during the two-week recess, I 
organised a gathering at the Origins Centre in my home town of Balingup, which was built last year in the 
Buddhist tradition.  A peace pagoda is a traditional building that has been used for thousands of years by many 
different cultures to symbolise peace.  There is much discussion about war with Iraq and justification for pre-
emptive strikes on that country.  It seemed important to give people who do not subscribe to the view that a pre-
emptive strike can be justified and who acknowledge that a first strike is against international law and not 
recognised as a legitimate means of self-defence an opportunity to come together.  The majority of people have a 
great sense of dread about the statements we hear in the media, particularly by the United States Government but 
also by the leaders of our national Government.  At the beautiful little centre in Balingup on 1 September, I made 
a commitment that I would read out for members in the Parliament the words that people at that gathering felt 
were important for instilling peace in our hearts and the world.  The general theme was that peaceful hearts, 
families and relations with one another are essential for world peace.  The people from various towns in the 
south west who gathered at the pagoda were invited to contribute a few words to the theme of peace.  I made a 
commitment that I would read those words to the House on the anniversary of September 11.   

The words are: mature relations; peaceful relations; rejoicing; peace; God’s breath; connection; cooperation and 
care; respect; refuge; happy to be vulnerable; peace everywhere; laughter and joy; patience and tolerance for our 
differences; humanity is one; peace for the children of the world; compassion and respect; commitment, “make 
me a channel of your peace”; oneness with the universe; being quiet; consideration of others; friendship; peace, 
love, sharing, ahimsa; the wind reminded me of laughter and joy; drastically improve access to legal 
representation for people on low incomes; may the wilderness remain to heal us; grace; hearts; atonement; love; 
oneness; harmony; us all; righteousness; justice; help others; integrity; relax; generosity; friends; courage; 
humour; invest; and hearts.  That was the list of words that people contributed at the gathering in Balingup on 1 
September.  I hope that it helps all of us in this House to feel heartened that so many people in the community 
have profound concern about the dialogue we hear at the moment.  People are concerned that Australia should 
remain at peace with all countries and that we should not go down the path being discussed of war with Iraq.  I, 
for one, feel enormously heartened that other people have the same concern.  I hope some members draw 
strength from the fact that the majority of people have an absolute abhorrence for war. 

Question put and passed.  

House adjourned at 10.16 pm 

__________ 
 


