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CANNABIS CONTROL BILL 2003 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 15 May. 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [11.58 am]:  I refer to the last of my remarks in the uncorrected proof of 
yesterday’s Hansard.  Hon Ken Travers interjected and asked whether my daughter was a criminal.  I do not 
recall hearing him say that; however, I replied that after the speech I would dob her in.  I would like to correct 
that.  My daughter is certainly not a criminal.  I do not think she has even had a parking ticket.   

I talked last night about a crop next door to my place in Victoria Park.  The fellow who lived there was a Coffin 
Cheater and a barrister.  He thought that I or someone from my family was pinching his crop.  I went through 
what happened.  Some days later -  

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  Was that a Coffin Cheater barrister?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  He rode a motorbike and had a sign on the back of his jacket, and he was a lawyer.  Is 
that what the member is asking? 

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  Yes.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  They are represented throughout all areas of life.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The fact that someone is a Coffin Cheater does not mean he is a bad person.  I guess 
one could be a minister in the church.   

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  I wanted to clarify it.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  A few days later, the police raided the place next door and removed all the plants.  This 
is how I knew how many plants he had.  The fellow once again appeared on my doorstep, thinking I had dobbed 
him in.  I had not. 

Hon Graham Giffard:  He had a fix on you.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  He certainly did.  Obviously, he realised that I had an honest face.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  What is happening to your nose?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Does the member think it is growing?   

An article on page 7 of The West Australian of Tuesday, 13 May 2003, states -  

Former top cop warns that cannabis reform would be impossible to undo  

WA would not be able to turn back the clock on its cannabis law reforms, former police commissioner 
Brian Bull said yesterday. 

. . .  

“Only time will tell,” Mr Bull said.  “Unfortunately if they (the Government) are wrong, we can’t go 
back.” 

How right he is.  This House has a duty of care to make 100 per cent sure that the legislation we enact for 
Western Australians is user friendly.  This cannabis Bill is user friendly for only people who smoke dope.  If 
they get caught, they will get away with an infringement notice.  That is not what the law should be.  We should 
not soften the law.  We have evolved over the years.  We used to put people in jail.  Their treatment was harsher.  
Now we provide counselling.  It is amazing.  If someone robs an elderly person who ends up with a broken nose 
and in a traumatic state, we counsel the nitwit who is the perpetrator.  That is the way we are moving.  We are 
making it easy to use cannabis.  What next?  Will next year we say that people should have one go of using 
speed, crack and heroin?  Will we say that we should not bust someone who is caught using heroin but instead 
give him an infringement notice when he arrives back from his trip, if he has not died?  Will it be the case that 
when the poor little person comes back from his trip, he will get an infringement notice and a fine of $100?  He 
could receive the same fine on the second occasion.  That is what this is all about.  How many $100 fines will a 
person receive before he is arrested?  Will it be three strikes and out?  The legislation does not cover that.  Will 
the issuing of infringement notices to one person go on forever?   

Hon Alan Cadby:  There is no limit.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  What will $100 mean to someone who is making a good quid growing cannabis but gets 
caught selling it every now and then?  That person probably has in his pocket $100 from the two dopes he sold 
stuff to around the corner.   
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Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Studies show that people who get caught do not usually reoffend.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Should they be counselled if they get caught three times? 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  That is why they will go to a cannabis education session.   

Hon Jim Scott:  Who do they sell it to? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The dopes who smoke it.  Does Hon Jim Scott know anyone who smokes it?  Does he 
smoke dope? 

Hon Jim Scott:  No, I do not.  Wouldn’t people just grow their own rather than pay hundreds of dollars to 
somebody else?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  They probably will.  However, does Hon Jim Scott grow his own vegetables?  It is 
quicker to go to the shop and buy them.   

Hon Jim Scott:  I do.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  He also grows dope.   

Hon Jim Scott:  No, I do not. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Good.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  That defeats your argument.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  It does not.  We have now got rid of Hon Jim Scott, but we are left with another 
1 927 000 Western Australians.  Hon Jim Scott does not grow dope.  Hon Jim Scott does not smoke dope.  Hon 
Jim Scott grows his own vegetables.  I suspect that Hon Jim Scott is a greenie.   

Hon Jim Scott:  Are you disappointed? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I am not disappointed.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  It is because you lost that debate.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I did not lose the debate.  Why does Hon Jim Scott want to decriminalise the use of 
cannabis?  We are taking a softer approach to all these areas, and we should not do that.  We should be 
toughening the law.  It is called law and order.   

Several members interjected.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House):  The rules of good debate include that one person speaks at a 
time.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I appreciate that Mr Deputy President.  I like the floor when I have it.  The point I will 
continue to make is that this legislation says that someone can grow dope.  Most dope smokers would be smart 
enough to grow two plants in their backyard because it will not matter if they get caught.  A dope smoker will 
realise that he could grow two plants at grandma’s house because she would not have a clue what they are.  He 
could tell her that they are cabbages and get her to water them.  He could also get old auntie Alice to look after 
another two plants.  Little Charlie boy could have probably 12 lots of two plants growing at all his relatives’ 
houses.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Cabbage is a round plant and cannabis is long and tall.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I appreciate that.  It just goes to show how much I know about dope.   

Hon Christine Sharp:  I think you had better sit down.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I do not know why the Greens (WA) support this Bill.  I think that they are going along 
with it because they are chasing the vote of the younger people.  They probably think all young people smoke 
dope.  They do not.   

Hon Christine Sharp:  Just your daughter.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I did not say my daughter smoked dope.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Why would she cut the branches?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  She trimmed them.  I said she was doing a horticultural job.  She trimmed the plants.  
No-one even suggested that she smoked dope.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  We do not mind what she gets up to.   

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  Order!   
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Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The softening of any part of the law relating to drugs worries me.  Counselling does not 
help.  We cannot tell a drug addict to stop using drugs as that would make him better.  He has to use them 
because he is addicted to them.  The honourable member would know that they sell this stuff in schoolyards.  
Schoolkids of all ages - six, seven and 10 years of age - smoke marijuana.  I admit that they also smoke 
cigarettes, but I do not believe they are as harmful as marijuana. 

Hon Jim Scott interjected. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The cocky parade is singing again.  I do not know why members do not be quiet, listen 
and get a little bit educated.  I suggest that the honourable member should go to his office and have a couple of 
drags.  He would probably realise a few things.  

Hon Jim Scott:  Is the member asking me to indulge in criminal behaviour? 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House):  Order, members!  Let us concentrate on the substance of the 
debate. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I was suggesting that the member get some substance and use it!  It would make the 
debate more enlightening.  The level of intelligence would be raised considerably!  The member could float back 
into the Chamber and converse more intelligently. 

The Government has not addressed the continuing problem of people getting caught.  There are no real 
endeavours to stop people using cannabis.  With infringement notices, offenders do not even have to appear in 
court.  They can pay the fine by mail.  It makes things so easy. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Rather than embarrass oneself, it would be easier just to pay the infringement by mail.  
With the disposable income many people have today, people can afford to do that if they are caught periodically. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  It is a very expensive process; the cannabis will be confiscated and people have to pay 
fines. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Yes, but people will have two plants growing at their aunt’s house and two at granny’s - 
it does not really matter.  If people’s plants are confiscated, they will just grow another two.  The police are not 
going to go back and have a look.  If the police pull out two plants, what will a person do?  He will just plonk in 
another two plants.  Does the parliamentary secretary think these people are stupid?  Does she think they really 
care?  They really do not care, because people who smoke dope are real dopes. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  The member has a preconceived idea; he has not read the legislation. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The Government is softening the drug laws.  My question to the Labor Party is, what 
next - heroin?  Just two grams or one millilitre?  It will only send people on a small trip and it is only a $100 
fine.  If people want a little bit of heroin, why should they not have it?  It is ridiculous.  People should not have 
it; they should be treated as criminals and charged accordingly.  Repeat offenders should pay the penalty.  The 
Government must not soften laws in this State; it should harden them.  What a soft, marshmallow group the 
Government has turned out to be.  When it got in I thought it had some credibility, although it got in through 
false pretences.  The Labor Party did not even realise it had won the election until someone told it.  They were 
all at the pictures in the afternoon and did not expect to poll well.  They all said, “We are now in Government.  
What are we going to do?”  They decided to soften all the drug laws and catch some votes from young people.  
The Government is a disgrace when it introduces rubbish like this.  It needs to look at itself and its legislation 
again.  It is not representing the public of Western Australia.  Labor members are making gooses of themselves.  
Look at the previous legislation - the gay and lesbian Bill and industrial relations reform.  It goes on and on.  
What is coming up next year - heroin?  One Nation opposes this Bill. 

HON BILL STRETCH (South West) [12.13 pm]:  I also oppose this legislation.  I see no benefit in it to the 
community of Western Australia.  I wonder where the Labor Government intends to take this community and the 
statute books.  What has happened to the old-fashioned premise of democracy?  Where is this taking young 
people?  What sort of example is this setting for them?  To give some credit to the Labor Party, its social agenda 
is set more by its green wing than the people in the Labor Party I grew up with and for whom I had a lot of 
respect.  I did not agree with their politics, but I had a lot of respect for them.  I do not agree with the new, 
swinging Labor Party; nor do most of the Labor Party constituents I speak to.   

When I move around Collie I do not hear a huge cry for drug reform.  Workers are not allowed to use cannabis 
on their work sites, for very good reasons.  Workers understand that; they would not want to use it.  They know 
that a drug-affected person is a risk to them and their mates.  They discourage drug use among their peers as 
much as anyone else.  That is accepted in the community in traditional Labor seats.  It seems to me a great 
tragedy that the Labor Party now appears to be driven by factions other than the old-fashioned working people 
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who believed in a fair day’s pay for a fair day’s work and reasonable freedom in what they did.  They recognised 
early on that they were part of an integrated economic system in which their part of carrying out the bargain was 
to create a safe workplace for their mates and employers.  The employers were incidental to it, particularly in a 
place like Collie, which has a history of underground mining.  The only safety in underground mining is the 
alertness of one’s mates.  It has nothing to do with the boss; he could be 1 000 or 10 000 miles away.  It is all to 
do with a worker being able to rely on the person working alongside him.  Each relies on the other for safety.  
The deep mines closed many years ago.  Since I entered Parliament I have seen the full transition from deep 
mining to open-cut mining.  But the same tradition applies.  A person who is drunk, hung-over or affected by 
drugs is not placed in charge of a Haulpak worth $500 000 or $1 million.  Everyone recognises that if the driver 
loses control, it is not only the driver who could go down the chute.  A lot of people would go down with him.  If 
such machinery misses a gear or gets on to a slippery road that has not been prepared because the driver was 
inattentive and took a wrong turn, there can be a tragedy of enormous proportions.  Those people recognise that 
everyone on a large industrial site has an integrated interest in safety.  The strength of the Collie mines was that 
the safety officer on every shift was the mine deputy; in other words, the safety officer worked with the miners.  
The move to change that was, in my view, retrograde.  That was also the view of a former member for Collie, 
Tom Jones.  He was an honourable Labor member and a great friend.  Incidentally, I wish him well.  People 
recognise the importance of the safety officer being very close to the coalface, if not actually at it.  The idea of 
taking safety away from the work force and being a separate entity was a mistake.  It is probably recognised as 
such in the mining industry.  Unfortunately, the powers that be in the unions decided that that was the way they 
wanted it to be.  They decided that safety would be a sacred cow run from Perth and that inspectors would be 
directed out and about.  No-one knows safety on a work site like the guys who are on the job every day.  We 
cannot send a person onto a site as a safety inspector and expect him to be able to pick up all the nuances of the 
project straightaway.  It is well known that many safety officers themselves have come to grief through not being 
aware of the day-to-day activities on a site.  I may be accused of wandering a little from the subject, but the point 
I am making is that drug use is very much an important part of industrial safety.  That is why I have spent a bit of 
time exploring that matter. 

Hon Kim Chance:  It is a very important point.  I am glad you have made it.   

Hon BILL STRETCH:  It is.  On isolated mine sites people are virtually driven out if there is any risk that they 
have been on a bender of any sort on the weekend.  When the workers get to work after the weekend, they are 
given a safety lecture in the morning.  If a person has a hangover from any type of interesting substance, it 
usually shows up if he has to sit in a lecture room for half an hour and be lectured on safety.  I find it very 
difficult to keep my attention even in our 10 o’clock party meetings; as the secretary sitting there taking the 
minutes, it is very easy to drop off after a couple of hours -  

Several members interjected. 

Hon BILL STRETCH:  I do not drop off, of course!  It is not because of any interesting substance that I have 
taken but just that if I am sitting there concentrating hard my attention tends to wander at times.  My colleagues 
will forgive me; it is part of my dotage.  The real fact is that if people are made to sit down for a safety lecture, 
the lecturer will spot very quickly if someone’s eyes are starting to roll and he is more interested in the ceiling or 
the floor than he is in the subject at hand.  It will then be determined that that person is probably not safe to be 
put on the job, and he will be stood aside or made to empty drums or something until lunchtime or another 
suitable time; and, if it becomes habitual, he will be removed to a less harmful place, perhaps permanently.  That 
is now an accepted part of the industrial scene, as it should be.  The easier it is for people to get prohibited 
substances the more onerous it will become to manage safety on industrial sites.   

So much for that side of it.  My other great concern is the effect of the easier supply of cannabis, particularly in 
small country towns.  As some members will know, my office is in Boyup Brook, which is a very pleasant town.  
I know Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich does not think it is important that we get a bypass around the town.  However, my 
office happens to be in the middle of the town on the corner of an adverse camber, at which road trains have to 
do a sharp right-hand turn to go out onto the main road running out to Dumbleyung, Lake Grace and all points 
east, so it is fairly significant.  It would take only one road train driver who was inattentive, for whatever reason, 
and the girls in my office could end up with the trailer of that road train in their office, which would be a major 
disaster.  We have had a few interesting things occur in my office.  We have had Gopher overturnings on the 
adverse camber of the footpath, because we have an 80-year-old lady who always seems to take the corner rather 
badly.  She has to drive her Gopher uphill from the post office, which requires full power, so she is flat strapped 
when she gets to the top of the hill, and she then has to swing her Gopher around on the reverse camber.  She 
often goes over, and she lies there shouting with great dignity until my electorate officer comes out of the office 
and gets her back on her feet and on her wheels and sends her off to the doctor’s surgery.  I hasten to add that she 
is not a prohibited substance user.  I have great respect for the lady.  She is a great friend of mine. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Or at least she used to be!  I am not so sure whether she is now!   
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Hon BILL STRETCH:  No, she still is.  She has given up doing that a bit because she now lives on a straighter 
road.  I do not think there are any licensing requirements for Gophers.  I sometimes wonder whether there should 
be.  She is a great lady.  In fact, she was a foundation member of the Liberal Party back in about 1944.  

Hon Robyn McSweeney:  She must be a good person!  

Hon Kim Chance:  She is no doubt a good person - misguided, but a good person.   

Hon BILL STRETCH:  She is a good person.  I want to go back to the not so good news side of Boyup Brook.  
Boyup Brook is a very pleasant town.  Unfortunately of late it has gone in for a fair bit of alternative horticulture.  
I think we have had three, if not four, police raids come through Boyup Brook and do a bit of a clean-up of that 
minor horticultural industry.  That is fine.  Under the current legislation, the police can do that, and they can do it 
easily.  However, the problem manifests itself with younger people, generally speaking in the 16 to 35 age 
group, who come around the school fence and supply cannabis to students on the school site.  That is a tragedy.  
It is very difficult to stop.  It can really be stopped only by an organised drug bust and raid on these so-called 
gardens to try to destroy the plant at source.  I ask members to consider what the scene will be when we liberate 
the growing of cannabis plants and allow a person to grow two plants.  If a police officer or a member of the 
school staff sees a person hanging around the school boundary when he has no particular right to be there -  

Hon Kim Chance:  Did you say allow a person to grow two plants? 

Hon BILL STRETCH:  Yes.  

Hon Kim Chance:  No.  Any possession of plant material is prohibited, whether it be one, two or 20 plants.   

Hon BILL STRETCH:  Yes, but the penalties for doing so are different.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Yes.   

Hon BILL STRETCH:  I do not think there is any question that it will be easier. 

Hon Kim Chance:  That is accurate.   

Hon BILL STRETCH:  I come back to my hypothesis.  A police officer or a staff member may find a person 
loitering around the school boundary for no good reason and ask what he is doing there.  If it is an older person - 
although I do not draw the line anywhere these days - he may say that he is waiting to pick up his child; or he 
may say that he is waiting to see someone or is just passing by.  The police officer or staff member may then ask 
him what the funny looking stuff is in his pocket, to which he may get the reply that it is only a bit of marijuana.  
The police officer or staff member may then tell him that they are trying to crack down on these people and ask 
him where he got it from.  The person may then reply that it was easy; he has two plants at home.  The person 
may then have to go to school and be re-educated for committing that offence, and he may not have to pay a fine 
at all.  I believe that will put an unnecessary burden on the police.  It is often the case now that when people are 
charged with minor offences, the police look at what happens in court and say, “Why should we bother?  The 
case will be thrown out anyway.”  Imagine if the police are confronted with a person who is a bit of a smart alec 
and says he grows a bit of marijuana at home and this is the product of his two plants.  Hon Simon O’Brien has 
graphically demonstrated how much cannabis two plants can produce.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  If he is caught selling he will be charged with dealing.  It is as simple as that.   

Hon BILL STRETCH:  He has to get caught, hasn’t he?   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  He has to get caught under the current provisions too, so it is hardly a weakening of the 
provisions.   

Hon BILL STRETCH:  Absolutely, but we will have virtually an unlimited, easily excusable supply, and a slap 
on the hand.   

Several members interjected.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House):  Order!  Let us get back to the member who has the call.  I will 
leave the Chair until the ringing of the bells. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to sessional orders. 

Sitting suspended from 12.30 to 2.00 pm 
 


