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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from 17 September. 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [7.43 pm]:  I take this opportunity to acknowledge the speech made by 
His Excellency the Governor, John Sanderson.  I met His Excellency during the opening of the Jurien Bay 
community centre, which he opened.  I did not realise it at the time, but we had a conversation and as it went on, 
I discovered that we went to Bunbury Senior High School together.  

Hon Dee Margetts interjected.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  No, this was later in life.  We started to exchange the names of people we knew.  
Obviously His Excellency was a rowdy little fellow and I was quiet, reserved and insignificant at the time.  We 
had a great conversation.  Although His Excellency was very critical of One Nation, which disappointed me, he 
is doing a wonderful job as Governor.  The opening of the Jurien Bay community centre by the Governor was 
very good.  I guess it is a project of the former Liberal Government that was carried over.  Prior to that was the 
opening of the new area of the Goomalling District Hospital by Hon Bob Kucera, who attended with his wife.  I 
am not trying to be clever, but the extensions to the Goomalling hospital were also started during the term of the 
previous Government.  Things are happening in the Agricultural Region.  I again ran into Hon Bob Kucera at 
Guilderton three Saturdays ago.  He and his wife officially opened the new Guilderton medical centre, which is 
an excellent facility.  It has been open for over a year. 

Hon Dee Margetts:  Do you mean the Lancelin Health Centre? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I thank the honourable member.  The opening was of the Lancelin Health Centre.  I 
should know as I live next door in Ledge Point! 

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  It was another Liberal Government project.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I appreciate that.  The Lancelin Health Centre is also a very good facility.  I am thrilled 
for the people of Lancelin.  Last Saturday morning, Hon Clive Brown opened stage 2 of the foreshore 
development at Guilderton.  I think that was a Labor Party project, although stage 1 was initiated by the Liberal 
Party.  These types of developments in the Agricultural Region are very good for agriculture.  It does not matter 
that many were initiatives of the former Government.  It also does not matter if the next time the Liberal Party 
gets into office it completes projects started by the Labor Party.  I hope the Labor Party’s projects continue to be 
developed and opened.  It is encouraging that these things are happening in the Agricultural Region.   

I encourage the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to reconsider the Lancelin to Cervantes road, which will 
help that area develop substantially.  I hopes she brings the project forward a couple of years as the road is very 
important to the area.  About $800 million of development is hanging on the Lancelin to Cervantes highway.  It 
will be very important for people living in the area, who must currently travel along the Brand Highway to go 
from Lancelin, Moore River or Ledge Point to Cervantes and then Jurien.  That part of the coast is absolutely 
beautiful.  I hope that I am around when the Labor Party finishes constructing that particular section of road, and 
that I stand with Hon Alannah MacTiernan at its opening.   

His Excellency described some of the Labor Party’s policies as addressing the key environmental and 
developmental challenges that lay ahead of us.  I do not have to talk about the water crisis, which we all know is 
with us today and has been developing for years.  The climatic crisis being experienced in Europe is the 
complete opposite of that being experienced in Western Australia.  Europe is experiencing floods of three to 15 
metres, and parts of Western Australia are suffering droughts.  It was reported on ABC television tonight that 
some people have not yet put in their crops.  This is a tragedy.  Europe is under water and Western Australia is 
fighting for water.  

Coincidences like this are snapped up for evidence by those who would have us believe that all our weather woes 
are due to greenhouse emissions.  In Western Australia we are told that carbon dioxide is causing global 
warming and is causing a reduction in rainfall.  We are told that we are responsible for wrecking the 
environment and now we must pay.  Is that really the case?  Where is the evidence for this assertion?  Although I 
understand that climate change has occurred and will undoubtedly occur in the future, it is a stretch of the 
imagination to say that the climate change on a worldwide basis is entirely due to man’s puny efforts.  It is a 
media beat up, but who needs facts and figures to guide informed opinion when the media are directing our 
opinion?   
A good example of this is the present Government’s reaction to the forest debate.  All the scientific evidence said 
that the karri cut was sustainable forever and that Western Australian forests were very well managed at the time, 
but then the media got stuck into the politicians, who preferred to genuflect at the altar of the new religion 
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espoused by the Greens.  Science went out the window and humbug became the master of the media.  We were 
media-driven.  It is very easy to believe that the progress of this evil is at the heart of the water crisis, but, as I 
asked before, is it the whole truth or is the lack of rain in Western Australia part of the cyclical or periodic 
weather phenomenon over which we have little sway or control?  There are many reasons to suggest that it is 
more likely the case.   
The most important reason that we know very little about is the process determining our weather.  What, for 
example, are the effects of atmospheric relations in the case in point?  There are El Nino and La Nina 
phenomena.  For those who do not know, La Nina is usually characterised by cold ocean temperatures in the 
equatorial Pacific as compared with El Nino which is usually characterised by unusually warm ocean 
temperatures in the equatorial Pacific.  El Nino and La Nina have far more to do with our weather than global 
warming, yet they are still somewhat of a mystery.  I suggest that funds need to be diverted from greenhouse 
research to the study of ocean currents, celestial changes and solar activity.   
Let us look briefly at how little we know about our planet.  One of the most extensive studies of worldwide 
atmospheric relations was made in the period 1906 to 1936 by Sir Gilbert Walker who searched for the 
relationship between the weather of widely different areas of the earth hoping that a sufficiently large time lag 
existed between the nature of the atmospheric circulation in one area and the subsequent weather in another area.  
In this way, Walker hoped that useful forecasts could be made for months or seasons in advance.  Walker’s 
work, although ground-breaking and extensive, did not return results that could be used in any reliable way or 
with any consistency.  It was not possible to ascribe a clear-cut physical process to relationships that were 
thought to have existed.  The second problem was that the examination, although taking 30 years, was in no way 
over long enough a period to permit conclusive statistical evaluation of his formula from this independent data. 
It is also well known that oceans with their vast stores of saline water are a major influence on the world’s 
climate.  Of particular importance is the Southern Ocean as it is the only ocean that circles the globe without 
being blocked by land.  The Southern Ocean circles Antarctica, southern Australia, New Zealand, South Africa 
and South America.  It is the home of the world’s largest ocean current - the Antarctic circumpolar current.  
Because it connects the Indian Ocean, the Atlantic Ocean and the Pacific Ocean basins, the circumpolar current 
has a powerful influence on much of the earth’s climate.  The current is so vast that it carries 150 times more 
water around Antarctica than the flow of all the rivers in the world combined.  The Australian Academy of 
Science states that the Southern Ocean is important because it controls the world’s climate in a number of ways.  
First, the strong flow of the circumpolar current from west to east around Antarctica connects the Pacific Ocean, 
Indian Ocean and Atlantic Ocean basins and their currents.  The resulting global circulation redistributes the heat 
and other properties influencing patterns of temperature and rainfall.  Secondly, the Southern Ocean is a source 
of cold, dense water that is the essential driving force of the circulation of world oceans.  The cooling of the 
ocean and the formation of sea ice during winter increases the density of the water, causing it to sink from the 
sea surface down to the depths.  This cold, very salty water includes the Antarctic bottom water and the Antarctic 
intermediate water.  Antarctic bottom water originates on the continental shelf close to Antarctica, spills off the 
continental shelf and travels northward, hugging the seafloor beneath other water masses.  It travels far from its 
source, even as far as the north Atlantic and the north Pacific.  
Hon Dee Margetts:  What are you quoting from?  
Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The honourable member will have her opportunity when she makes her speech.   
Hon John Fischer:  Do not tell me we will have to put up with her rubbish! 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Simon O’Brien):  Order! Hon Frank Hough has the floor.  
Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The Antarctic intermediate water is less saline and forms further north when cold water 
sinks beneath the warmer water at the Antarctic convergence.  At the sea surface, water exchanges gases, such as 
oxygen and carbon dioxide, with the atmosphere, at the same time as it is being cooled.  As a result, sinking 
water efficiently transfers changes in the temperature, fresh water and gases into the deep ocean, four to five 
kilometres beneath the sea surface.  Biological processes also play a role, by influencing the carbon dioxide 
content of surface water. 
The extent and thickness of sea ice has a major influence on the earth’s climate.  Its formation is the largest 
seasonal phenomenon on the earth.  The size of Antarctica doubles each year, and the freezing of the ice around 
the continent has a profound effect on climatic processes.  Because of its whiteness, it reflects the sun’s heat 
back into space, intensifying the cold.  It can also act as a patchy blanket, limiting heat loss from the ocean to the 
atmosphere.  Its yearly formation injects salt into the ocean, making the water denser, and causing it to flow 
downwards as part of the deep circulation.  While the significance of the Southern Ocean to the world’s climate 
is acknowledged, knowledge of the mechanisms at work and the relationships between them are far from 
complete.  Aside from the warming and cooling properties of the oceans and the currents, there is one other 
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implication of oceans for the weather.  Oceans are the planet’s largest carbon reservoir, containing fifty times 
more carbon than the atmosphere.  

Point of Order 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I ask the honourable member to name his sources.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Hon Frank Hough, are you quoting from a document?  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I am.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  Can you identify the document?  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  They are my own notes, but they are from several documents.  It is a conglomeration of 
notes put together by my research officer and me.   

Deputy President’s Ruling 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  While a point of order has been raised, it does not seem that the honourable 
member is quoting from a specific document at this time.  However, I draw to the attention of the honourable 
member, and others, that the standing orders of the Legislative Council prohibit the reading of speeches.  Of 
course notes, even copious notes, can be used and referred to in giving speeches, but it is against the standing 
orders that speeches be read.  I was beginning to form the impression that Hon Frank Hough was reading his 
speech, which gave rise to the point of order.  The honourable member is not quoting from a document; he is 
referring only to his notes.  I remind members that speeches are not to be read.  There is no point of order.  

Debate Resumed 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The notes I have contain statistics.  Unfortunately, unlike the member of the Greens 
(WA), I am unable to keep them in my computerised mind, so I need the notes to continue. 

Hon Dee Margetts:  If you are reading from a source, even if you have compiled it, you should identify from 
where it came, otherwise you are committing plagiarism. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  They are from various sources.  Three billion tonnes remain in the atmosphere of the six 
or seven billion tonnes of carbon released into the atmosphere by burning fossil fuels and deforestation.  One to 
three billion tonnes are absorbed by the ocean and two billion tonnes appear to be absorbed by the terrestrial 
biosphere.  

The Southern Ocean is one of the world’s few oceans in which the surface waters are dense enough to sink into 
the deep sea.  These waters absorb the carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and sink into the depths from where 
they effectively pump out carbon dioxide.  With this process, the build-up of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere is 
much faster.  To understand the global circulation and conditions under which the surface water sinks into the 
deep ocean, it is critical to estimate the timing and magnitude of the climate change.  

Finally, there is a general tendency to believe that the weather we experience on this earth is wholly the result of 
what occurs in the atmosphere and what man has done to modify the mix.  However, another area of study and 
its implications for our weather deserves more attention.  I am referring to solar activity.  In the past, only two 
notable investigations have reported on relations between solar radiation, sunspot activity and the solar-facula 
variations in the effect on the weather.  So little research has been done in this field that studies have been almost 
entirely empirical.  Even so, it is generally recognised that variation in the solar output of energy is in some way 
reflected in the atmospheric process of the earth.  It is entirely feasible that the variations in the electrical and 
magnetic fields of the earth due to solar variations have important consequences for the earth’s weather.   

All things considered, therefore, I believe that the water crisis does not exist.  However, if a crisis did exist and 
we were facing a water shortage, it would be due to a chronic shortage of planning.  Successive Governments 
must shoulder the blame for this.  I suspect that the water shortage is being promoted purely to raise revenue.  

How do we relieve this so-called crisis?  Can we put this problem to rest by piping water from the Ord or Fitzroy 
Rivers to Perth?  The construction of the necessary pipelines and canals is not the issue.  We should forget about 
comparing this scheme with the plan that saw water pumped from the goldfields in 1903.  Nobody could afford 
to use the piped water from the Ord River.  Even if capital costs were paid from taxes and simply written off, 
operating and maintenance costs would see the cost of water increase tenfold.  Furthermore, it is likely that the 
second stage of the Ord development will proceed one day, in which case taking water from the Ord will leave 
no spare water for future needs. 

Hon John Fischer:  It will not go ahead if the Greens have their way because they have done more to inhibit and 
stop development along the Ord River than anyone else. 
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Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Thank you.  The entire Fitzroy valley is locked up with native title and Aboriginal 
heritage issues, so it would be very difficult to build the necessary dams there.  In step two, I suggest that we 
abolish the Water and Rivers Commission and go to the system used in South Australia.  It has successfully 
established the South Australian South East Environment and Drainage Board, which is working perfectly.   

Step three would entail thinning out the forests in all the dam areas to get run-off into the dams, which would 
give us more water in our dams.   

The last step is the better integration of the Wellington Dam.  Although the Wellington Dam is one of our most 
effective dams in terms of the reliability of its catchment, the Wellington Dam has become slightly saline.  This 
should be kept in perspective, as its salinity ranges from between 700 parts per million to up to 1 000 parts per 
million, which is right on the borderline of the World Trade Organisation’s limit for potable water.  The dam has 
a capacity of 186 gigalitres, and every year about 70 gigalitres of water is drained from the bottom of the dam.  
Almost every year the dam is overtopped.  The volume of the overflow would fill both the Canning and 
Mundaring Dams.  It should be possible to pass water from the Wellington Dam to the Harris Dam and then to 
the Harvey Dam.  In fact, since all of our dams are located in the Darling Scarp, it should be possible to 
interconnect them all.  The water from the Wellington Dam could be shandied with water in the other dams, as 
this could alleviate some of the existing salinity problems.  For example, Mundaring Weir runs at about 300 
parts per million of salts.  If that were topped up to 50 per cent of its volume with the Wellington Dam water, its 
salt levels would rise to 450 ppm and would still be well within the WTO guidelines.  If we factored in Peter 
Coyne’s scheme for the Blackwood River, within a relatively short time the salt levels in the water of the 
Blackwood would reduce.  The salt levels in the Wellington Dam would reduce in turn.   

At the end of the day, the most sensible approach to the water crisis must encompass a short-term plan to 
overcome our immediate problem and a longer-term plan to ensure we have adequate water resources for future 
demand.  Without both a short-term and a long-term plan, we will be susceptible to authoritarian and draconian 
actions by bullies who would cajole us into acquiescing to their agenda using fear and ignorance as the big stick.  
A good long-term solution would be to utilise the renewable resource of our aquifers.  It is an indictment of this 
and previous Governments that we do not know how much water can be extracted from many of our aquifers 
without lowering the standing water level.  Therefore, we do not know if we can mine this resource to meet our 
immediate needs.  It is possible too that some of the water will need to be desalinated to comply with WTO 
guidelines.  This should not be a problem, as desalinating only slightly saline water using reverse osmosis is 
relatively cheap.   

In the longer term, we simply need to access more water.  However, therein lies the rub.  From where are we to 
get this water at an affordable price?  As with many things, the answer lies in the soil.  On average about 20 000 
litres of available water is contained in every square kilometre of our wheatbelt.  This has the capacity to 
enormously increase the flow of our rivers, particularly the Avon, because of the wheatbelt’s huge catchment 
area.  Initially this water would average about half of the salinity of sea water, but the salinity level would drop 
in a relatively short time as the salt in the land was leached out.  The salt stockpiled in the salt lakes would be 
mobilised and flushed out to sea.  Apart from eradicating the problem of the blue-green algae, it would provide a 
source of water that could be desalinated to supplement our potable resources from run-off and underground 
aquifers.  In fact, the volume of water trapped below the wheatbelt is so large that it could be pumped into the 
goldfields to meet its water requirements.  It could be stored in the already available palaeo drainage channels for 
use by industry.  Domestic requirements could be met through desalination.  

Another area that must be addressed is salinity, which has been a fairly hot topic of late.  An article in The West 
Australian of Monday, 16 September headed “Saline soil breakthrough” states -  

Chinese scientists have developed genetically modified soybeans, rice and tomatoes capable of thriving 
in soil with high salt content, state media said yesterday.  Researchers at East China’s Shandong 
Normal University said they found a salt-resistant gene after sequencing the genes of Suaeda salsa, a 
common plant found in saline soil in China.  China has about 33 million hectares of saline soil.  Saline 
soil makes up about one quarter of the Earth’s landmass. 

As we know, salinity is a major problem in Western Australia.  Terry O’Leary of the Acton Consolidated real 
estate group has said that up to 30 per cent of the value of agricultural land in this State is being lost to salinity.  
It is no longer a problem confined to a scattering of farms way out in the scrub.  The Natural Heritage Trust 
estimates that the number of towns affected by salinity will rise from 68 in 2000 to 125 by 2020.  In 2050, the 
figure is expected to reach 219.  Salinity has already affected the infrastructure of towns such as Nyabing, 
Dowerin, Mullewa, Wagin, Lake Grace, Pingelly and Merredin, to name a few.  If left unchecked, it will 
eventually impact on the metropolitan area.  The loss of so much land is impeding the State’s capacity to earn an 
income.  It has been estimated that the capital value of the land already lost to salinity is $700 million.  Lost 
agricultural production is estimated to be $130 million a year and rising.  Those figures were quoted by Justin 
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Murphy of the ABC in 1999.  Alex Campbell, the 2001 Chairman of the National Dryland Salinity Program, 
estimated that the damage to infrastructure was costing between $100 million and $150 million a year.  The 
Natural Heritage Trust estimates that by 2050, more than 5 000 kilometres of rail line will be blighted by salt and 
the number of wetlands affected will rise from 80 in 2000 to 130.   

Salinity cannot and should not be ignored by politicians because of other pressing issues of the day.  One of the 
prime examples is that $20 million was spent on the clean-up of the chemical fire at Bellevue, which I think 
came out of the $60 million salinity budget.   

Salinity is at its worst in medium to low rainfall areas of southern Australia.  The Western Australian wheatbelt 
is particularly blighted.  Official figures from the Australian Academy of Science indicate that in 1996, about 
1.8 million hectares were affected.  It is a frightening fact that this area could treble within the next 15 to 25 
years if action is not forthcoming.  In all, a staggering six million hectares are at risk of becoming saline in 
Western Australia if nothing is done.  Figures from the National Dryland Salinity Program show that the 
Australia-wide figure of 2.5 million hectares could potentially increase to 12 million hectares.   

For all members who are still unfamiliar with the issue of salinity, I will provide a brief lesson.  Dryland and 
irrigated land salinity occurs when excess water is applied to already high levels of ground water.  The term 
“ground water” implies that water is held below the surface of the soil.  The water is most commonly held within 
the soil profile and in an underground cavern.  The top surface of the ground water layer is known as the water 
table.  When we talk about salinity, a number of important terms must be kept in mind, two of which are 
“recharge” and “discharge”.  Recharge is the amount of water being added to the ground water of irrigated land, 
which means recharge in the form of irrigation of areas of dryland.  Recharge is also rain.  If the amount of 
recharge is greater than the amount of discharge - discharge being the amount of water lost from the ground 
water - the water table rises.  

As we know, when the water table rises, it brings salt to the surface, which affects the surface area.  When the 
water evaporates, the salt is left on the ground.  This is why we have saline problems.  If the salt water keeps 
rising, it wipes out our farmlands.  Therefore, the first priority must be to lower the water table, which can be 
done in any number of ways.  The most effective and immediately useful way is by the engineering solution 
called sub-surface drainage.  Despite the Government having acknowledged that salinity is Western Australia’s 
biggest environmental problem, it has never seriously considered the engineering solutions.  How could it not?  
Some of the land is so badly affected by salt that drainage offers the only viable and expedient way to revive the 
land.   

I refer to yesterday’s The West Australian.  John Hall is a drainage entrepreneur who owns a property in 
Narembeen, in the Merredin area.  The article states -  

A group of Wheatbelt farmers is challenging the State Government to justify more than $30 million a 
year it claims to have spent on salinity.   

I can verify this story because I have been to the property and I have seen it working; I can bet my life on it. 
Hon John Fischer:  Hold on, the Government did not do it through its drainage program did it?  It was done 
independently of the Government.  Where did the $30 million go that the Government spent?  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Probably on sinking more railways.   

The article further states -  

Arterial drainage proponent John Hall, of Narembeen, says 3000ha of salt-blighted land has been 
rehabilitated in his shire by deep drainage at farmers’ expense.   

“How many hectares has the Government got back into production for the millions they have spent?” he 
said.   

A CSIRO and Department of Agriculture study funded by the Grains Research and Development 
Corporation found, after two years of the five-year evaluation, that the 90km arterial drain scheme 
across 20 Narembeen farms worked better than expected.   

I saw land that used to be totally and utterly unworkable for crops.  John Hall showed me pictures of the property 
from 10 or 15 years ago.  He is now farming the area and has drainage run-off.  It is incredible to stand in those 
drains and see saline water pour out of the property.  When the trees were originally planted, the roots would hit 
the saline water and die and people did not understand why.  John Nicoletti from Westonia did not have the 
equipment and all the instruments necessary to drain his property, so he used one of his front-end loaders to dig a 
two-metre hole in a paddock.  The water level was about one metre from the surface.  After four months of 
drainage it had dropped half a metre; and we wonder why these trees are not growing.  That occurred in the 
highlands where the water is running off.  The proof is in the pudding.  John Hall said that trees will grow but 
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that is not the only solution.  We have tried environmental solutions to cure these problems but engineering 
solutions must be used, and we may need to marry those two solutions.  There is no question that there must be 
an engineering solution.  Instead of asking the Department of Agriculture about these problems, we should ask 
the people with front-end loaders and the people digging drains.  Water is rushing out of their land and lowering 
the level of the water table.  It is incredible to watch. 
John Hall was quoted in the Government’s September 2001 report of the salinity task force as saying he was 
derisive of the attempt by this Government to change current thinking on salinity issues.  He said that an awful 
lot of studies and recommendations had been made but none had really taken the process anywhere.  He believed 
a complete overhaul of the whole structure must be adopted and asked what real purposes and achievements had 
emerged from the millions of dollars that have been spent in this State on salinity.  I must say, not a great deal.  
He also asked what was the summary of the results of all the monitoring and research projects. 
John Hall’s words mirror the sentiments of a large portion of the farming and grazing community.  I can guess 
his feeling towards the rhetoric of the National Dryland Salinity Program.  The NDSP is full of 
recommendations and objectives but very slim on the practicable solutions that can be put into immediate effect.  
I would even go as far as to say that the NDSP probably has not redeemed one acre of saline land.  I have 
wandered around that area and not seen a great deal being done.   

Hon John Fischer:  A good question to ask of the Department of Agriculture at question time would be how 
much money it has spent in the past 10 years and what exactly it has achieved. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  That is a very good question from Hon John Fischer.  More research in those areas is 
usually the conclusion by the Government.  Furthermore, most of the research to date has centred around 
biological ways of dealing with salinity.  Contrary to what anyone says, biological ways have not worked.  Much 
has been made of the planting of salt-tolerant, deeper-rooted vegetation which leaks less water back into the soil.  
Biological methods are favoured because they are traditional.  However, the problem is that we must be seen to 
be environmentally friendly and the potential of biological methods is limited.  Trees have a habit of dying when 
their roots hit an increasingly saline watertable.  Blind Freddy can see that.  Other smaller plants and shrubs use 
much less water and have roots that are too shallow to impact on the water table to the same extent as trees; and 
at least they last. 

There is now research that concentrates on crops and plants that will grow in salty conditions.  I read a report of 
a breakthrough in China in growing salt-type soya beans and rice.  Salt-tolerant vegetation is holding the earth 
together but is not reducing the water problems.  The requirements set down by the Department of Agriculture 
staff prevented land managers from lodging notices of intention to drain.  The vice president of the Salinity 
Management and Drainage Association, Stuart Tohl, said in The West Australian in June 2002 that the whole 
drainage notification system was an absolute shambles.  Mr Tohl said also that salinity is out of control and is 
doing an enormous amount of damage.  In the future , there will be an absolute disaster. 

There is no question that the ludicrous rules and regulations that farmers have to follow in some wheatbelt shires 
are causing them to take their own action.  The best people to ask would have been the farmers.  Bureaucrats 
know quite a lot, but not when compared with farmers who have lived on the land all their lives.  I know that this 
type of drainage was done successfully in Carew and Carnamah in the 1950s.  The Gilmores did it long before 
all this later drainage work; in fact, the Gilmores have run water off their land and have successfully redeemed 
quite a few acres.  These people might lose their land and livelihood.  They know the lie of the land, the 
dynamics of their soil and the seasonal environment better than any bureaucrat can from data gathered.  Farmers 
really know what they are about, and we should listen to them.   

To make matters worse, some towns like Esperance do not even have a policy on drainage works.  I was in 
Esperance the other day.  A couple of people have been trying to get into the Esperance area to incorporate deep 
drainage techniques.  The Department of Agriculture talks about the so-called environmental impacts of drainage 
such as soil erosion and demands on stormwater drainage systems and roads.  An article in The Esperance 
Express of 25 July reads - 

The Esperance Shire Council has taken urgent measures to stop farmers from constructing on-farm 
drains without its approval in an effort to prevent damage to its roads. 

On the one hand, desperate farmers are fed up with all the government rhetoric and inaction on salinity and are 
trying to do something about salinity so they can support their family and at least pay their rates and fees to the 
shires.  On the other hand, shires are happy to collect rates and fees but will not allow farmers to implement 
salinity combating solutions.  I visited John Nicoletti’s property.  John is trying to run excess salinity from his 
farm.  The Westonia Shire Council has caused John many problems by making him put in a culvert that cost 
thousands of dollars, when he could have piped it straight under a road that was really a bush track.  For some 
reason, the shire has put so many restrictions on John that it has made it very difficult for him.   
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What are the farmers and the regions getting for their rates?  In most instances, it is not roads.  The roads in most 
small towns, apart from in the main drag, are generally not sealed.  If members travelled to the wheatbelt, once 
they got off the main road they would be on gravel tracks, which are all in a shocking state.   

Peter Bertola of Esperance wrote to The Countryman on 22 August and said -  

The neglect by the present government of country roads is scandalous, to put it mildly.   

As soon as they were elected, the stop signs went up, money was diverted to the big smoke and the 
coastal strip of the South-West.   

One wonders whether there are any bush parliamentarians over at Harvest Terrace.   

There are.  I am one of them, another two are sitting next to me, and there are several others in this Chamber.  
This is how country people feel.  I know how I feel when I drive around the country and they are all gravel roads 
- 

Hon John Fischer:  With your radar detector on. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Yes.  They try to get what is called “incremental income”.  They hang from trees and 
try to catch motorists speeding past; it is unbelievable.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  But not on gravel roads. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The member should not tell me they are not on gravel roads.  I was roaring along KW. 
Road between Lancelin and Brand Highway and I saw the coppers were coming the other way with their radar 
on.  I suppose they were trying to catch a kangaroo.  They certainly did not catch me because, as the member 
would know, I keep within the speed limit.   

On the topic of culverts, I have been shown newly installed culverts in country towns which farmers seriously 
doubted had the capacity to cope with the annual rain flows.  I have seen a couple of culverts where the water 
has been covering the road.  Some of the culverts I have seen have been installed during a dry run, but when we 
have a wet season, God knows what will happen.   

A more land manager-friendly system is required for our drainage system.  At the moment, farmers bear the cost 
of salinity management, but they are not free to choose what salinity management strategy to implement.  If they 
choose drainage, the Department of Agriculture will make sure the land manager is adequately hamstrung by red 
tape.   

An added obstacle is the new religion that has sprung up with the Greens (WA).  The Greens have always 
opposed drainage, precisely because they know it works and will negate their preferred plan of depopulating 
rural areas.  It is their idea to move everyone out of the country to the city and plant trees.  I do not know where 
the food will come from; I guess it will be imported from overseas.  The strategy and the agenda of the Greens is 
to get everyone out of the country.  We will survive only if we pull together as a nation.  By setting city against 
country, the Greens are playing a dangerous game, and it is about time they realised that short-term political 
attractions cannot be sustained long term. 

Another plausible solution for the salt problem is the Whittington interceptor salt-affected land treatment system, 
which the Government refuses to study.  The WISALT system was pioneered by the Whittington Interceptor 
Salt-affected Land Treatment Society, which was formed in 1978.  The society was established to implement 
methods developed by Harry Whittington, who was a Brookton farmer.  In the 20 years since 1978, the 
Whittington interceptor bank system has proved a very sustainable form of reversing land degradation wherever 
installed in Western Australia, New South Wales, Victoria and South Australia. 

Hon Ken Travers:  Whittington? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Whittington was a Brookton fellow who set up that scheme. 

Hon Paddy Embry:  When farmers did that it was not even tax deductible. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  That is correct.  We can see his work throughout Western Australia and Australia.  
Once again, that was a product and an innovation from Western Australia.  The amount of land salvaged under 
that system is incredible.  When the interceptor bank system is properly surveyed, installed and checked on a 
regular basis, with alterations made as required, it offers a very effective catchment management tool for 
controlling waterlogging, and surface and sub-surface water flow.  The WISALT system operates on the premise 
that nature has in place a series of barriers to hold rainwater where it falls.  The amount held depends on the soil 
structure and the condition.  A series of surface and sub-surface waterways allow excessive rainfall to escape.  
When land clearing began, a chain reaction was triggered that upset the environmental balance of the catchment 
from the top of the valley to the valley floor.  The consequences were environmental degradation.  The WISALT 
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system reverses the degradation by counteracting the effects of clearing, while allowing the cleared land to be 
put to productive use.  By using artificial means to recreate the natural balance, the WISALT system allows the 
salt to heal and ensures the growth of whatever groundcover is planted in trees, crops and pastures.   

At least the federal Government is aware of the WISALT system.  In 1999, its Standing Committee on 
Environment and Heritage received a submission on catchment management.  In the Government’s infinite 
wisdom, however, the submission was largely ignored.  It preferred to pour taxpayers’ money into more 
inquiries, reports, discussion papers and grants to land care districts.  Yet, as a nation, we are still no closer to a 
solution to the salinity problem.  The salinity problem in Western Australia is a humungous problem.  There are 
several pioneers in the agricultural region who have not miracle cures, but cures that are being successfully 
engineered and are showing very good results.  The Department of Agriculture continually drives piezometers 
into the ground.  I do not know how many piezometers have been placed on different farms in the agricultural 
region, but there must be 10 000 of them.  Every time the department drives a piezometer into the ground, it 
measures the water levels.  One need only ask the farmers what the water levels are.  To find out they simply dig 
a three-by-three foot hole to a depth of two metres in the paddock with their backhoe.  They can then stand at the 
edge of the hole and watch the water levels.   

There is no question that the run-off or the drainage in these areas is working.  We have worked on the 
environmental and biological aspects of the problem by planting trees and shrubs.  Drainage is not the total 
answer, but it is a great part of the answer that the Department of Agriculture is completely ignoring.  I do not 
know how many salinity forums I have attended; I have lost count.  I do not know why the Department of 
Agriculture runs salinity forums; it should just send a tape recording of the previous salinity forum so that the 
people who want to go to the salinity forum can listen to the tape instead.  The same charts could be put up on 
the wall, because nothing changes.  People such as Hall, Nicoletti, the fellow in Katanning and the Gilmores in 
Carnamah, north of Moora, are not talkers. 

Hon Bruce Donaldson interjected.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Yes.  These people talk the talk, and they put their money where their mouth is.  I do 
not know why the Government has not supported them.  If the environmental, biological and engineering aspects 
of the process were put together, we could address the salinity problem in a better manner.  

Hon John Fischer:  The Labor Party will not do it.  It doesn’t have anyone in the bush.  It doesn’t know what 
goes on out there.  Hon Ken Travers is the closest to the bush in the North Metropolitan Region. 

Hon Ken Travers:  There certainly is more bush in the North Metropolitan Region than there is in Victoria Park. 

Hon John Fischer:  What does Victoria Park have to do with me? 

Hon Ken Travers:  Isn’t that where you live? 

Hon John Fischer:  No, it is not.   

Hon Ken Travers:  Where do you live now? 

Hon John Fischer:  I won’t tell you because, quite frankly, I don’t want you dropping round.   

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Simon O’Brien):  Members can swap personal details outside the Chamber.  I 
am interested in what Hon Frank Hough has to say.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Without giving anything away, if Hon Ken Travers were to drive through Gidgegannup, 
he could probably wave to the honourable member.  Another honourable One Nation member lives at Wellstead.  
I do not want to give away any secrets, but he lives in the country.  I live at Ledge Point, which is in the 
Agricultural Region.  We talk the talk and walk the walk.  I thought I would mention that.  

Hon Ken Travers:  Your nose is growing.  Look at it.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I feel embarrassed for Hon Ken Travers.  As I was saying before the member threw a 
smokescreen at me to avoid being hit with a bomb in the manner of the Bismarck, I asked what the Labor Party 
intended to do about salinity.  There are opportunities to address the salinity problem.  There is no question that 
the salinity problem is great.  The Government keeps saying that it will toss in $2 million or $4 million, but it 
also keeps holding forums.  All the Government is doing is paying bureaucrats to sit around and talk about the 
same thing.  We do not need to talk about it.  We must walk the walk.  I suggest to the agricultural minister, who 
comes from the country and I think still lives in Merredin -  

Hon John Fischer:  Maylands.   
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Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Maylands is close to Merredin.  I suggest that the Government should select about 10 
farms for participation in a salinity project.  The Government could run drainage through them and plant trees 
etc.  If salinity has not been reduced in five years, nothing will have been lost or gained.  However, if the project 
has worked, we will be five years ahead of where we are today.  It is a simple project.  I cannot see the problem 
with it.  Why do we not take the punt and dig drains and culverts and plant trees alongside those drains?  We 
could help these farmers.  Why do we not monitor 10 or 20 farms or experimental units in which salinity-
reduction measures have been taken rather than bang piezometers in the ground to measure water, which we 
already know about?  If we did that, we would start getting results in two or three years.  The government 
members could then poke their chests out and say, “Thank you, One Nation members.  We will have you as our 
senior advisers for the country.  You have done an outstanding job and will help us cure problems in other areas 
that we are incompetent in.”  There is no question that we as a party are prepared to help the Labor Party.  We 
want to make the Government look good.  At this stage it is doing a dreadful job of looking ugly.  If the 
Government wants to look good, it should speak to One Nation.  We will not mention it to the Press.  
Government members should say, “One Nation, we need your help.  We want to know how to fix salinity.  We 
want to know what country people want.”  We will thank the Labor Party and suggest that we go into a closed, 
padded room so that no-one else can hear us divulge our secrets.  That is what happened with Philip Ruddock, 
who pinched our policy on illegal refugees.   

Philip Ruddock looks good, but John Howard looks better because he is Prime Minister.  He would not have 
been had he not pinched our policy.  We want to help the Labor Party.  Look at the Bills the Labor Party has put 
through.  There was gay and lesbian reform and industrial relations; the list goes on and on. 

Hon Ken Travers:  Thank you for your help. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  We will help the Labor Party redeem a little of its credibility.  One Nation is prepared to 
make the Labor Party look half smart and half good, not like a mob of dunces.  Government members can carry 
on, but they all look stupid.  People in the country ask whether the Labor Party is still in power and if we still 
have a Labor Party.   

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson. 
 


