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MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 
Manjimup and Nannup Shires, Water Supply 

HON BARRY HOUSE (South West) [4.32 pm]:  During the last session, in the time allocated for members’ 
statements I tabled a petition that had been drawn up by constituents in the south west which did not conform to 
standing orders.  Nevertheless, I requested that it be referred to the relevant committee that considers petitions.  I 
have with me some extra sheets of petition papers containing 256 signatures that I merely want to add to the 
bundle.  Very briefly, the wording of the petition is - 

To the Honourable the President and Members of the Legislative Council of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We the undersigned from the Shires of Manjimup and Nannup are concerned that the State Government 
is proposing to interfere in the management of farm water supply in our Shires. 

Through the activities of the Warren Water Management Area Advisory Committee we have managed 
the water supply efficiently and cost effectively for decades, and are concerned that the Government 
intends to introduce new taxes for water which we have developed at our cost. 

We are concerned that any costs associated with the proposal could affect farmers’ viability 

We are concerned that the Government, through the Water and Rivers Commission and Water 
Corporation will be dictating to farmers in our Shires what their farming practices will be - ie 
quantifying water supply which will affect cropping programmes and continuity of supply. 

We are concerned that there appears to have been no study done into the long-term financial 
implications on supply of agricultural products from our shires.  

We now call on the Legislative Council to ensure that the proposal mooted by Government entities do 
not proceed. 

We ask that there be exhaustive consultation with the Warren Water Management Advisory Committee 
and farmers. 

We also request that Government entities consider the cost of construction of dams, irrigation systems 
and tax paid by the farmer in developing water supplies and irrigation before any decisions are made. 

Further we ask that the Legislative Council request Government entities also take into account that the 
south west of Western Australia is the food bowl of the State and ask that the Legislative Council pass 
these concerns on to the relevant Ministers and Premier and request that they abandon their push to 
charge farmers for water provided at their own cost. 

This petition does not contain the prayer and other things that would make it conform to standing orders, but I 
want to add these petition forms, containing 256 signatures, to the previously tabled bundle of petitions and I 
request that they be passed to the standing committee.  I am not sure what has happened to that process at this 
stage, but I seek leave to table these added petition sheets.  

Leave granted.  [See paper No 1359.] 

Performing Arts Centre 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.36 pm]:  An issue of grave concern to this State is the crisis 
in the performing arts.  In the limited time I have I may not cover all the things I wanted to cover, but my 
concerns about the crisis were highlighted this week by an advertisement in the arts section of The West 
Australian of 20 August in which the Department of Culture and the Arts was offering a briefing session and 
calling for the public to make submissions.  This seems to be a bit of a furphy, and a strange way for the 
Government to approach a major project that will hopefully result in a new performing arts centre for Western 
Australia.  The lack of such a centre is part of the crisis.  With the looming loss of the Playhouse, the possible 
loss of the Burswood Dome and the Entertainment Centre, and an urgent need to upgrade current performing arts 
centres like the Rechabites Hall and the Blue Room, the decision of the minister to hold a public forum and 
receive submissions this week, prior to any proper consultation with experts, site establishment or budget 
allocation, is premature. 

Also the public of Western Australia would be well aware that the East Perth power station site is available for 
redevelopment, and an entrepreneur in this State, Kerry Stokes, is offering to put up $65 million to refurbish it.  
However, the Government is insisting that the building be surrounded by 720 lots of low-cost housing, which 
will be an impediment to this wonderful offer.  Perth is the only capital in Australia without a major performing 
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arts centre, which ideally should contain three to five theatre spaces utilising the same box office, technical 
facilities and foyers.   

The Western Australian Academy of Performing Arts has national and international recognition for its students, 
but what happens to its excellent graduates?  There is no permanent theatre company in Western Australia like 
the Sydney Theatre Company, the Melbourne Theatre Company, the State Theatre of South Australia and the 
Queensland Theatre Company.  The cream of the young graduates from the elite and internationally recognised 
Academy of Performing Arts must therefore go interstate or overseas. 

Another crisis that has emerged and that the minister should look seriously at doing something about is the 
Western Australian Museum.  The Government is proposing to expend $7.5 million of scant arts resources to 
refurbish the former leisureplex complex in Welshpool for what it terms a temporary fit out for the Museum.  
When we are to have a temporary fit out at a cost of $7.5 million, when no money is available to build a new 
museum or performing arts centre, it seems to me as though that is intended to be a permanent and not a 
temporary home.  To move senior staff in the Museum from Francis Street to Welshpool, and to put collections 
all over the place where they will be inaccessible by the public, is in my view a crisis for this State.  No other 
capital city in the world that has a respect for the arts and culture, for the valuable interaction between museums 
and the people, and for the scientific research that takes place in museums would place its museum so far out of 
the centre of the city and not have a museum of note.   

Another crisis is the West Australian Symphony Orchestra and the West Australian Youth Orchestra.  Those 
orchestras are currently housed at the Australian Broadcasting Commission headquarters in Adelaide Terrace.  
However, as we know, the ABC is rebuilding in East Perth.  Therefore, those musicians will shortly be turned 
out of their home and will have no place to go, because this Government has failed to make a commitment to 
find a permanent replacement home for those musicians.  That is also of serious concern.  I hope the Premier will 
take hold of the arts portfolio and show some leadership.  The States that have emerged as leaders in the arts are 
States in which their Premiers took the leadership and were champions of the arts: South Australia under Don 
Dunstan, and Victoria under Jeff Kennett.  Only when the Premier becomes the champion of the arts and culture 
will things progress, as they did in Western Australia under Sir Charles Court and Richard Court. 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  What about Hon Peter Foss?  He was a Minister for the Arts too. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I am asking this Government to put substantial funding into the arts portfolio to 
alleviate this crisis.  Our Government allocated $35 million for the new Western Australian Maritime Museum.  
Sir Charles Court was responsible for many things in the arts portfolio, including the upgrade and saving of His 
Majesty’s Theatre.   

I asked a question without notice today about the proposed merger of the WA Ballet and the WA Opera.  That is 
another crisis that this State is facing.  I urge the minister again to show some leadership and make a decision.  
The minister said that he will put the responsibility back on the boards and they can ask their members what they 
want.  What a wimp out!  He is a bit like Jimmy Carter, who said to the people “What do you want?”, and they 
got rid of him!  This Government needs to face the fact that decisions need to be made and money needs to be 
put into the arts.   

I also want to highlight the ongoing fiasco about what to do with the so-called Perth cultural centre, including the 
specific issue of a replacement building for the Western Australian Museum, and the extension and enhancement 
of the Art Gallery of Western Australia.  An article in The West Australian of Wednesday, 9 April, headed “City 
vision starved of culture”, by David Hough, who is well known in arts circles, states -  

The plan to sink the railway and open up the corridor along Wellington and Roe streets is a once-in-a-
lifetime chance for Premier Geoff Gallop, in association with the Perth City Council, to give the city a 
cultural heart. 

I endorse that comment.  Apart from not giving young Western Australians the opportunity to have a permanent 
theatre company, a performing arts centre and a home for the West Australian Symphony Orchestra, this 
Government has withdrawn funding in the past few weeks for the regional tour of the Year 12 Perspectives art 
program.  The program was an initiative of the Court Government in 1999 in which outstanding artists in year 12 
have their work selected and put on show in the Western Australian Art Gallery, and it then goes on tour 
throughout the regions so that regional youths have an opportunity to see the very best artwork in this State and 
to learn from it.  The Year 12 Perspectives provides motivation to those exhibiting to achieve excellence by 
getting their artwork chosen for it.  This is an absolute disgrace.  This Government should bow its head in shame.  
Any civilised society that does not recognise the importance of art as a link with its cultural heart should be 
ashamed, especially in this resource-rich State that has entrepreneurs ready to give money for such projects.  
This Government is putting constraints on people so that places such as the East Perth power station may not be 
redeveloped, although $65 million has been offered for that redevelopment. 
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Convicted Offenders, Corporal Punishment 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [4.46 pm]:  I rise this evening, and will be reasonably brief, to address 
the corporal punishment motion that I did not have time to address the other day through lack of time. 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Corporal punishment is turning into capital punishment! 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I am sorry if I said capital punishment. 

In an article in “InsideCover” in The West Australian, Robert Taylor stated that my father had burnt my hand and 
he had an armoury of 28 guns.  I correct Hansard by saying that I should have said that it was my stepfather who 
burnt my hand; and although my father is a gun collector in the United States, he does not have an armoury; they 
are all collectible-type weapons. 

I thank Hon John Fischer for his very good and well-researched contribution to the debate on the motion.  I do 
not know what happened to Hon Paddy Embry at the post; he appeared to lose his way at the final vote.  Hon 
Kate Doust made a good contribution to the motion, although I did not agree with it.  I appreciate the 
contribution of Hon Giz Watson; although it was complimentary in one area, I did not agree with it either.  Hon 
Norman Moore made a very good contribution to the debate.  I thought he might have turned the corner, but I 
was most disappointed that he jammed on the skids at the end of the street. 

Hon Norman Moore:  I said I don’t have a view one way or the other.  I don’t know the answer.  If I knew all the 
answers, I would have said so.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Perhaps, then, Hon Norman Moore might have stood in the middle. 

We then heard from Hon Nick Griffiths.  I thought the response from Hon Nick Griffiths to me was rather poor 
insofar as he did not address what I had said about the motion.  In the uncorrected proof of Hansard, he is 
reported to have said - 

The members of One Nation are using this issue as a beat up to get grubby votes to justify their 
existence. 

The minister said that One Nation raised this issue to beat up votes.  The minister should read the second print of 
One Nation’s policy document of September 2000.  

Hon Nick Griffiths:  I’m sorry, I should have read that. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I agree, the minister should have read it.  That policy document at page 7 reads - 

6. provision in legislation for corporal punishment for certain offences and repeat offences. 
That policy has always been there.  The minister should also have read our major policy document.  I have read 
the Government’s policies.  I can read them in about three minutes flat.  

These blokes opposite make their policies on the run.  They wait for public opinion and they make a policy that 
fits public opinion.  Policies are things that parties have the guts to write in a document.  Does the minister think 
I beat this up to get grubby votes?  Page 37 of One Nation’s “Moving Forward” policy document, which is a 
couple of years old, states - 

12.  Bring back the birch as an added deterrent for crimes of a specific nature including:  

a.  Violent assaults against the elderly.  

b.  Drug dealing. 

c.  Defacement of public and private property. 

d.  Rape offences.  

e.  Paedophilia.  

f.  Wilful murder.   

The minister went further.  He tried to drag it from a grubby vote-grabbing argument to a racial-type argument.  I 
made a comment about a Jewish gentleman whom I know, to whom I sent a copy of the minister’s speech in 
Hansard.  His reply states -  

Dear Frank,  

I was amused at your comments about me in Parliament, but I must correct you.  I only lost $150,000, it 
was Malcolm’s group that lost $3 million.  Tell the Minister I am not offended and advise him in our 20 
years of friendship and business dealings you have said a lot worse!!   
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Hon Nick Griffiths:  It would not surprise me.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The minister raised this as a racist argument, and it is not.  It is not racially improper to 
mention religion, whether people are Jewish, Islamic or Christian.  Just recently I had to appear before the anti-
discrimination board to answer some questions about my statements about Islamics.  There were several 
complaints.  The board found me not guilty and threw out the case, and quite rightly.  If the minister feels that 
my statements about Islam are not right, he should read a United Kingdom magazine that is produced monthly 
and is available worldwide.  It sells for, if the minister can afford it, $A6, $US4 or £2.  It is called “Right Now!” 
and is sponsored by the Right Honourable Viscount Ferrard, the Right Honourable Lord Deramore, Professor 
Antony Flew, Professor Paul Gottfried and so on.  They asked me whether they could print a copy of my “recipe 
for failure”.  They did not find anything racist about the article.  I did not target Islamic people.  I researched it 
and asked questions about the Koran and their culture.  I did not degrade that race of people.  Furthermore, 
people can be Jews from England, America or Australia or Islamics from any country in the world.  That is not 
racist; that is a matter of religion.  If I had said Afghanis, Iranians or some other race, I would stand up and face 
the music.  I did not mention any particular race of people.   

The minister tried to turn my corporal punishment motion into a grubby vote-grabbing presentation and a racist 
comment.  He is wrong.  He did not address anything.  He was such a smart alec that he went on a different bend 
because he did not listen to what I said.  He asked me about the punishments.  There are 20 pages of policy.  He 
did not ask a single question about anything on those 20 pages.  He just sat back and thought, “I’ll be a smart 
alec.”  Because he is a lawyer, I thought he would have been smarter, but he is not and I am disappointed.  It was 
a pathetic performance by him to try to pull down our party and make us look like something out of the ordinary.  
We are not frightened to say that we agree with corporal punishment when a lot of people in the broader 
community are considered.  I represent the people who voted for me.  According to the surveys I have done, and 
which I presented in Parliament 12 months ago, 85 to 90 per cent of the people who voted for me agreed with my 
views.  Hon Paddy Embry produced the same figures from the community newspapers.   

My role as a member of Parliament is purely to express the broader views of my constituents, not my personal 
views; they are irrelevant.  What I feel about corporal punishment, capital punishment or homosexuality is 
irrelevant.  If my constituents say to me, “This is our view, I would like you to express it”, that is exactly what I 
will do.  I will not stand up here and blow my bags about one of my pet issues.  My issues are irrelevant.  My job 
in this place is to debate issues on behalf of my constituents in the Agricultural Region.  As far as I am 
concerned my motion was relevant to people not only in the Agricultural Region but also the State of Western 
Australia.  Let me tell the minister that people want something done about crime.  The only thing I can say to 
them now is that my motion was not passed.  However, I can make them feel happier by enlightening them to the 
fact that for the next two years I must suffer virtual corporal punishment every time I look across the Chamber at 
the Minister for Racing and Gaming!  That in itself will be a form of corporal punishment.   

Hon Ken Travers:  Did you move the motion because it is in your policy or for personal reasons?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I moved the motion because the broader community wanted me to.  One Nation’s policy 
addresses the issue of corporal punishment.  The Australian Labor Party’s policy book looks like the blank page 
on this notebook.  For his own benefit, the minister should take the time to read the policy documents of the 
Greens (WA) and the Liberal Party.  He does not have to look for One Nation’s policy document because I will 
send it to him in an envelope. 

House adjourned at 4.56 pm 

__________ 
 


