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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Paper 

Resumed from 20 June on the following motion moved by Hon N.D Griffiths (Minister for Racing and 
Gaming) - 

That pursuant to Standing Order No 49(1)(c), the Council take note of tabled paper No 1428 (2002-03 
Budget Statements) laid upon the Table of the House on 16 May 2002.  

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [2.13 pm]:  There is never enough in the budget to do everything 
the Government would like to do, but some issues are crucial to the economic and physical survival of Western 
Australia.  I would like to address several of these issues.  Given that I am a rural member, roads are a major 
issue in my electorate.  This Government has significantly reduced the budget to Main Roads from $622 million 
in 2000-01 to $567 million in 2002-03.  At the very least, the main roads budget should be linked to population 
increases and annual inflation.  If it is not, we will eventually go backwards.  Another irritation is that the 
Western Australian Planning Commission will plan roads, while Main Roads will design them.  I felt slightly 
more confident when road engineers who were intimately familiar with the construction and maintenance of the 
State’s network of roads were responsible for designing and building them.  In a few years, the Government will 
no doubt return to that situation, but only after the inevitable problems this will produce.  The forward estimate 
for black spot reduction has been reduced by $500 000.  This is a major concern because of the number of lives 
lost at black spots, particularly on country roads.  This funding should be increased.  Will the Minister for Police 
assure me that Multanovas will be concentrated in black spot areas, rather than in high revenue areas, which 
appears to be the case now?  Placing Multanovas in black spot areas would produce a positive reduction in 
deaths on the roads, and motorists would not feel so irate when they pass one - doing well within the speed limit 
of course!  Multanovas seem too often to be placed in spots to raise revenue.  

Health is of great concern to me.  While there is an allocation for a sobering up centre in Carnarvon, there has 
been no budget increase for the cash-strapped Carnarvon Hospital, which has had to consider amalgamating 
wards to stay in business.  A sobering up centre does have its merits, but in the scheme of things, maintaining a 
basic standard at the hospital is far more important.   

As with roads, access to rural areas is of prime concern.  The aviation industry took a blow on 11 September, 
from which it has not recovered.  With the demise of Ansett, services to rural areas have been reduced.  Even 
though Skywest is running again, it cannot replace the services provided by Ansett.  To make matters worse, the 
cost of travel has increased due to levies placed on fares to cover Ansett employee entitlements, air marshals and 
landing fees.  In some areas, these fees make up almost 50 per cent of the cost of a ticket.  I would have liked to 
see the budget address this issue.  Local shires impose these landing fees because they are inadequately funded 
by the Government for maintenance of roads and airports.  This is a major issue in rural shires, and it is not being 
adequately addressed, although I recognise that some of the imposts are made by the federal Government.  Many 
airline travellers to the bush do so on business.  Travel can be written off as an allowable business cost.  
However, many people in the bush rely on air travel to access health and education services not available in rural 
and regional areas.  These people are penalised by the cost of air fares.  People living in Kununurra cannot 
simply drive to Perth for an appointment.  They have to take their annual leave to do that.  How many people in 
Perth take annual leave for a week to visit the doctor or dentist?  This is a huge impost on rural and regional 
Western Australia, particularly those living in the Pilbara and the Kimberley.  

This Government has taken no obvious measures or made any commitment to sort out the public liability 
insurance fiasco.  This is having a huge impact on community sporting events and functions, and on tourism.  In 
rural areas, many of the tour operators are small businesses, and provide a magnificent service.  Many of them 
simply cannot afford the new insurance rates.  They will go out of business, which will affect tourism and the 
bottom line of the State’s economy.  The Government has made a commitment to provide protection to 
government-based community projects like Blue Light discos, but many thousands of community programs and 
functions will have no cover.  This will have a major impact on our way of life.  The Government can dither on 
this issue, but if it does not produce a solution soon, the public will be extremely upset.  The State Government 
cannot wait for the federal Government to solve this problem.  By the time a decision is made, it will be too late 
for small business, as well as many amateur sporting bodies.  

This House has heard for a number of years about the declining exploration expenditure in this State.  This is 
finally taking effect.  Since 1997, the amount of exploration has decreased by 40 per cent.  Gold production is 
declining, and with it the Government’s royalty stream.  To stimulate exploration, the Government should 
increase expenditure for the Department of Mineral and Petroleum Resources, but it has not done so.  
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The budget document shows a decrease in funding over the forward estimates.  I find this hard to understand.  
We rely on royalties; yet, this Government does little to facilitate exploration for more resources, which could 
continue to provide royalties to this State.  It is rather like biting the hand that feeds one.  This Government has 
been so intent on gay rights and industrial relations that it has not introduced into the Parliament amendments to 
the Mining Act.  Native title has made the current Mining Act unworkable.  We need to implement the changes 
highlighted by the technical task force and the Wand review.  So far we have not seen the legislation in this 
House.   

Water is another major issue in this State.  Yet, rather than increasing the budget for the Water and Rivers 
Commission, this Government is reducing it by some 14 per cent .  I find this bizarre.  Obviously, the 
Government is taking the lack of water with a pinch of salt - unfortunately, we have plenty of saline water.  This 
Government needs to carry out definitive hydrological studies of all the aquifers in this State, not just those in 
the Perth basin.  It also needs to fast-track plans for a desalination plant.  As the population grows, so will the 
demand for water.  Instead of balancing its budget by increasingly removing funds from the Water Corporation, 
the Government should be encouraging the Water Corporation to fast-track alternative water supply measures.  I 
was left gobsmacked by the Government’s decision to allow the Water Corporation to increase water rates.  How 
can a corporation increase the cost of a service that it has failed to supply to its clients?  In case the Government 
is not aware, the Water Corporation has failed in its planning.  It has failed to supply the public with adequate 
water, and it has failed to come up with an adequate solution.  The public should get a refund on last year’s rates 
rather than be hit with an increase.   

The Greens (WA) members of this Chamber have got into bed with the Government over a number of Bills in 
the past year.  However, this has not translated into grateful thanks by the Labor Government.  It has failed the 
environmentally conscious members of our community.  The Government has not increased the budget of the 
Environmental Protection Authority.  Rather, it has reduced it by some $4.6 million.  It has reduced spending on 
pollution measures from $7.4 million in 2000-01 to $5.59 million in 2002-03.  Surely the Government 
understands that sewage is a major contributor to watertable contamination and many other associated 
environmental problems and health issues.  Yet, it has progressively reduced funding for the infill sewerage 
program from $94 million in 2000-01 to $30.5 million in 2002-03.  I could not find any reference in the budget 
documents to funding for deep sewerage infill in Carnarvon, which is subject to flooding.  In response to a 
question I asked during the estimates process, the Minister for Government Enterprises explained the two 
amounts of $1.5 million and $5 million, which had not been detailed in the budget.  I accept what he said.  
However, that funding is not adequate to complete this project.  It makes one despair.  We are failing to provide 
the basic health needs of everyone in this State.  Perhaps we are a Third World country disguised as a First 
World country.  

Why is the Government so intent on reducing the budget?  I have come to the conclusion that the reason is that 
in two years Western Australia will be in receipt of excess funding due to the goods and services tax.  At that 
time, this Government will have a large amount of money to splurge on community projects to help its return to 
office.  I realise that that is a very cynical outlook; yet, I cannot help wondering about the true agenda.  At the 
end of the day, the Government is not looking after the mining or rural community or addressing the key 
environmental issues.  It pretends it is green, but I am afraid that that is not the case when the surface is 
scratched.  I do not think this is a forward-thinking budget.  

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [2.24 pm]:  I speak on the 2002-03 estimates of review and expenditure.  
I understand that it must be difficult for the Treasurer each year to look at the pie or cake and determine how it 
should be cut up when 74 per cent of the population lives in the metropolitan area and the other 26 per cent lives 
in rural and regional Western Australia.  Some people would say that a 75-25 split would be fair.  In fact, it is the 
other way around.  Rural and regional Western Australia produces, through agriculture and mining, 80 per cent 
of this State’s goods, compared with the output from the metropolitan area of 20 per cent.  I know the difficulties 
the Treasurer must have in looking after rural and regional Western Australia.  However, I will be cynical and 
say that I do not believe the Labor Party has considered this properly.  This budget contains both good and bad 
parts.  One always picks the bad parts.  However, I will again be cynical and say that I believe that the Labor 
Party’s plan for the budget was to prop up the 80 per cent of the people who live in the metropolitan area, which 
I suggest has been done.  I was very disappointed with many parts of the budget.  There were several areas that I 
thought should have been addressed, and I am very disappointed that they were not.  One area is the building of 
infrastructure and roads, especially in the Kondinin shire.  Part of the road from Corrigin to Hyden, where Wave 
Rock is located, is no wider than a double footpath.  Wave Rock is one of our very popular tourist spots.  It is 
visited by up to 290 vehicles a day and more than 100 000 tourists a year.  It is an absolute delight.  The hotel in 
Hyden is beautiful.  The double-lane road that runs from Corrigin towards Wave Rock thins out over the last 60 
to 70 kilometres to the point that is basically only a footpath.  It is a lovely trip to Wave Rock; however, it is also 
frightening, especially when passing bus loads of tourists.  It is also concerning to see a road train coming the 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 25 June 2002] 

 p11848c-11853a 
Hon John Fischer; Hon Frank Hough; President 

 [3] 

other way, as we must try to share the road.  I tell the House with great honesty that the last time I used that road, 
I cracked my windscreen two kilometres out of Hyden.  A road train flicked up a stone.  It was unbelievable.  I 
saw the stone coming through the air in slow motion.  I watched it, and all of a sudden heard the “whack”.  It 
always seems that stones hit the windscreen in my line of sight.  It is the most irritating place for the windscreen 
to crack.  That story has nothing to do with the budget.  However, if the road had been fixed, I would not have 
had to mention it.  The road between Geraldton and Mullewa is also an issue.  I spoke about the road to Hyden 
and Wave Rock because it is very important to the tourism economy of Western Australia.  The road between 
Geraldton and Mullewa is a nice piece of roadway until the last 45 kilometres before Mullewa.  After the road 
passes a crossing - I cannot remember the name of it - it thins out and becomes a single-lane road.  It is 
absolutely dangerous.  Road trains carrying cattle, sheep and wheat use that road continually.  I cannot remember 
what it cost to complete it, but it was in the vicinity of $3 million.  It was poor that the minister did not put that 
funding into this year’s budget.  It is not mentioned in the forward estimates for the next three years, and nor is 
the Hyden Road.   

The other road of interest is the Cervantes to Lancelin road.  Last year, the budgeted figure for that road was 
$31.2 million.  In total, about $3 million has already been spent on that road.  According to the minister, that 
project has now been put back.  The Government will spend $250 000 this year, which I suppose will be on a 
further survey.  Something that has now happened in that area is of major concern.  In the past couple of months, 
the Department of Defence has indicated to the community that it wants 60 000 hectares of land between 
Cervantes and Lancelin, which will affect the Cervantes to Lancelin road.  The minister has said that it will 
possibly take another three or four years before that part of the road will even be looked at.  A minimal amount is 
being spent on that road this year.  At the moment, there is no road; it is just a bush track that goes through the 
reserves and follows the Indian Ocean up the coast.  The construction of that road is of utmost importance to 
Cervantes, Jurien Bay, Lancelin, Ledge Point and, more importantly, Geraldton.  When completed, the road will 
also divert traffic from the Brand Highway.  There have been a couple of tragedies on that highway in the past 
month and a half, which has been absolutely devastating for one member of our party.  That road will divert a lot 
of tourist traffic.  Main Roads Western Australia has estimated that the traffic flow will be as high as 2 300 cars a 
day between Lancelin and Cervantes.  This road is of great importance to those communities.  In the short term, 
the Government needs to re-appraise this piece of land.  The Department of Defence has decided that it wants to 
reclaim that land and put in place a war zone.  I do not wish to dramatise the situation, but the department will 
make that 60 000-hectare area a war zone.  Ultimately, if this road is funded, one of Western Australia’s main 
tourist routes will go through a war zone.   

I went to a meeting last night in Lancelin.  It was the largest public meeting that has been held on this issue and 
strong feelings were expressed.  Many people fear that a war zone will be constructed between Lancelin and 
Cervantes.  The Department of Defence has indicated that there will not be and has never been any aerial 
bombing in the area.  Ironically, it wants to increase the size of its bombing range, even though it says that no 
bombing has occurred in the area.  Page 1034 of the Senate Hansard of Tuesday, 19 September 1995 states - 

. . . the US Navy has conducted a number of exercises over recent years, including two occasions of air-
to-ground bombing by aircraft from USS Midway in 1989, . . . at Lancelin.   

Colin Wedge, who is a fifth generation local - Wedge Island was named after his family - and an officer from the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management tripped over a live, unexploded bomb in the area.  That 
bomb was obviously carried into the area from an ammunitions factory; it would not have been dropped from an 
aeroplane, even though it was sunk some depth into the ground!   

No impact studies have been conducted in the area.  Houses currently have cracked walls and roofs.  The major 
concern when the USS Midway bombed that zone five years ago was that one aerial bomb missed its target by 
five kilometres, for which the USS Midway apologised.  I suppose that is nothing to be worried about.  However, 
the second bombing range, which the Department of Defence intends to put along our proposed main, coastal 
road, is five kilometres from the Pinnacles in Cervantes.  If a bomb were to go off target by five kilometres 
during the next practice session, it would wipe out a historical landmark that is one of the major tourist 
attractions on the west coast and is a million years old.  That is of great concern to many people.  It would take 
only one bomb to wipe out the Pinnacles.  I do not want to sound like a dramatist - I was going to say a drama 
queen, but that would not be the right thing to say - but it would take only one mistake.  As members know, the 
Americans make the odd mistake.  They made a mistake the other day when they blew up the Canadians in 
Afghanistan.   

My concern is for the Western Australian coast and the road I will drive along between Cervantes, Lancelin and 
Geraldton.  It is a great piece of pristine coastline, but the army plans to take 58 000 hectares of land and put in a 
bombing range on the coastal side, right on the ocean, and another bombing range inland.  The planes will bomb 
the first range and then fly over cars that are being driven along the coast road to holiday destinations.  The 
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planes will probably fly over those cars again as they head to the second bombing range to hit the second target, 
which is on the other side of the road.  The Department of Defence said that the community should not worry 
because none of the bombs would go astray. 

Hon Ken Travers:  Do you want us to give you leave from the House to go and lobby the federal Government? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Would Hon Ken Travers mind doing that?   

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Thank you, Mr President; I appreciate that.   

I had the privilege of sitting with Malcolm Ryder of the Billinue community from Badgingarra at the meeting 
last night.  Malcolm is part of an indigenous group that has run a seed-collecting business for decades.  Malcolm 
said that he employs six Aboriginal people who go into this area, and has quite a thriving business.  The 
Department of Defence has told Malcolm and the other members of the seed-collecting community of Billinue 
that they will be given permission to access the land when the Department of Defence is not there.  That is fine.  
Currently, it is their land anyway and they do not need permission to access that land.  The Department of 
Defence will take away that land, which that business has used for many decades, but will give the community 
permission to access that land.  Malcolm said last night at the meeting that he was not sure whether he would 
need to go onto that land with a halftrack or whether they would need to wear helmets and flak jackets when they 
collect berries during army exercises.  That is of great concern.   

The previous Liberal Government and minister, who is in the House, allocated $31.2 million to that road project.  
We were hoping that the road would be finished by the end of next year.  God knows what will happen now!  As 
far as I am concerned, that road will be a main artery to the north of Western Australia, particularly for tourism.  
Tourism will be the make or break of places like Cervantes, Jurien Bay and Geraldton.   

Geraldton is suffering now, as it is through unemployment.  Although development is under way in Geraldton, it 
will be greatly helped by tourism.  It is an issue of which we need to be aware and which we need to address.  
Speaking of coastal areas, the cutbacks to health centres in Bremer Bay, Cervantes, Ledge Point, Lancelin and 
Jurien Bay is of great concern.  The towns usually have only 500, 600 or 700 inhabitants but the populations 
increase greatly during holiday periods.  Lancelin, which normally has a population of 1 300, expands to about 
7 500 people in peak periods.  Bremer Bay expands from 380 people to 7 000 to 8 000 people.  The town has 
only 1.5 full-time equivalent nurses, although it has access to a doctor once a week during peak periods.  The 
town is several hours travelling from other medical services.  It is a huge problem during peak periods.  The 
same applies to Cervantes and Jurien Bay.  The Government should look into this issue again because it is most 
important. 

A few weeks ago I talked about controlling the fox population through bounties.  I also issued a press release on 
the subject.  I know that the budget has not been increased for the baiting program for the extermination of foxes.  
In my press release I stated that the fox population is totally out of control in the State and that they have become 
cunning enough to be aware of baiting techniques.  The foxes have adequate natural food by taking mallee fowl 
and lambs.  As such, they do not need to take baits; they prefer fresh meat.  I suggested that the Government look 
at establishing a bounty program.  The Victorian Government has just announced the introduction of a bounty on 
foxes, effective from 1 July to 30 September.  It is similar to the program I suggested.  The Victorian bounty will 
be $10 a tail and the Government has budgeted $500 000 for the program.  That equates to 50 000 foxes.  From 
the foxes killed it will be possible to develop ideas about population trends.  DNA testing will be conducted to 
determine whether foxes have become immune to baits.  It is a fantastic idea.  The Victorian Government has 
also allocated an additional $3 million over the next three years.  Western Australia’s Department of Agriculture 
should look into this and take a punt.  Farmers would be more than happy to be involved in a bounty program of 
$10 a tail.  It would provide a great boost to the eradication of foxes in this State. 

I made a similar speech this time last year.  I do not want this speech to be a regurgitation of the last; it is not, it 
is a continuation of moaning that nothing is happening about salinity.  The budget allocates $9 million for 
salinity management in 2002-03.  One would expect the largest portion of the funds to be put into further 
research and development and schemes other than engineering solutions.  Most of the research to date has 
centred around biological ways of dealing with salinity.  The planting of salt-tolerant, deep-rooted vegetation 
will allow less water to be leached into the soil.  Biological methods are favoured because they are the traditional 
methods and they appear more environmentally friendly.  The problem with the biological methods is that they 
are not working; only minimal success is achieved.  Trees and other plants die as soon as their roots hit the 
watertable because of the increased salinity levels.  Nevertheless, $8.129 million of the budgeted $9 million will 
go towards further research and the development of biological solutions.  Money is being spent on the old 
research and development - it keeps certain people employed.  Subsequently, salinity is eating through the earth 
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and farmlands like a cancer yet we are still spending money on research and development.  I think we already 
know what is the problem and it is about time we addressed it.  Nevertheless, $8.129 million will be spent as 
follows: $1.025 million for revegetation, the productive use of salt-affected land and the development of low, 
recharged farming systems; $425 000 for surface and ground water management; $450 000 for land resource 
assessment and monitoring; $280 000 for the development of commercial perennials; $2 million for rapid 
catchment appraisal; $2.377 million for regional extension, education and support groups; and $754 000 for 
statewide management coordination and national liaison and group support.  That leaves a whopping $871 000 
for engineering solutions, which may - we hope - include deep drainage, which seems to be the only thing that 
works.  We are reinventing the wheel by conducting further research and development.  We are doing the same 
things with the same minimal level of success.  This is the time to get rid of environmental solutions and start 
looking at engineering solutions.  The environmental solutions have not worked and we must incrementally add 
engineering solutions. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  It is just as well that no-one listens to you. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Nor you.  We are lucky that the engineering solution of deep drainage is working in 
country areas and has had a great deal of success.  It is something that the minister is starting to recognise; 
however, people are now worrying about water run-off containing foreign bodies.  Other than that, it is helping 
to revegetate areas.  I am aware of a number of properties in Narembeen on which land has not been used since 
1954.  Deep drainage has caused the watertable to drop and, within the past three years, farmers have been able 
to crop the land for the first time in over 45 years.  I hear the Greens: their solution is to kick farmers off their 
land, move everyone to the city and import food.  That is their solution.  One would expect that from a group of 
commos. 

In pursuing biological solutions, a number of important issues have been neglected.  If members have read Peter 
Coyne’s book Salinity Crisis Action Plan, they will be familiar with them.  I recommend that members read it.  It 
is full of useful information and is not difficult to understand.  It is written in lay terms.  Even the Greens could 
probably struggle through it.  The first neglected issue is the development of engineering solutions involving 
artificial drainage systems.  To the Government and all the academic lackeys, the word “drainage” is a naughty 
word.  Therefore, the conclusion usually reached by government-sponsored research projects is that more 
research must be done.   

For over 40 years there has been resistance to exploring opportunities to use artificial drainage.  I know it works, 
and so does the minister.  I do not understand why they do not get off their seats and at least try it.  If in four 
years it has not worked, nothing will have been lost.  However, if in four years it works at the rate at which it is 
working today, at least we will be four years ahead of where we would have been.  I plead with the Government 
to get in and do it.  The blame for not using artificial drainage is levelled at the cost of such a solution and the 
problem of effluent disposal, which is one of the major problems.  For too long the focus has been on the costs of 
installing deep drains and the risk factors relating to on-site and downstream impacts.  We have forgotten about 
the costs to the economy and the risks associated with further salination of land if engineering solutions are not 
applied.  Therefore, if a study recommends drainage, it does not do so lightly because it is seen as a solution with 
huge consequences.  In spite of the Deep Drainage Taskforce’s aversion to recommending deep drainage as part 
of the solution to salinity, it does admit that -  

. . . it is becoming apparent that with the amount of hydrological momentum in the system, even 
very significant levels of recharge reduction will be unable to prevent the continued expansion of 
salinity in many catchments.  This means that the role of discharge management (including deep 
and shallow drainage) will need to be recognised and better integrated as a management tool. 

One can see from the comments of the task force that if drainage is recommended, it is always on a conditional 
basis.  This is because of the so-called environmental impacts of drainage in the context of soil erosion that may 
or may not be caused by deep drainage.  Salinity may be a bad dream, but it seems that anyone who wants to 
solve the problem with a deep drain faces the nightmare of bureaucratic red tape. 

The value of drainage is in its almost immediate and large-scale impact, and this is cause enough for some 
people to be scared.  The Deep Drainage Taskforce report says as much.  It states - 

There is also substantial frustration at perceived government inaction and negativity to drainage and 
concern that drainage proposals are emerging as ‘stand alone’, and are poorly integrated with other 
salinity management options. 

For this reason, the average farmer who is staring down the barrel of bankruptcy is made to run through the 
gamut of government regulations and reticence to carve a system of drains into his or her property.   

This brings me to another neglected issue.  In the race to implement biological solutions to salinity, land 
managers have largely been left out of the loop in the physical application of salinity management strategies.  
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The development of agriculture by extensive clearing of land in the latter half of the last century was promoted 
by government because of the perceived benefits to the whole community, including economic, social and 
political benefits.  There is no question about that.  Therefore, salinity is a legacy of the earlier development of 
the agricultural economy.   

Insofar as the salination of land and water resources has its source at the catchment scale, the land manager 
should be encouraged to take a larger burden of the responsibility through loans and tax incentives.  Right now, 
land managers who own saline land rarely have management control over the remainder of the catchment in 
which their property exists.  Therefore, on behalf of the community, the Government has a responsibility to 
provide support for land managers to manage saline lands.   

In March 2000 the Deep Drainage Taskforce released a report to the Minister for Primary Industry, and 
Fisheries, Monty House.  In the opinion of the task force, deep drainage was not a preferred tool for the 
management of salinity because it did not assess the fundamental cause of salinity, which, according to the task 
force’s wisdom, is recharge.  The task force failed to consider a situation in which the available management of 
the cause - recharge - is either an effective or long-term solution.  Managing the ground water discharge will 
provide a viable and essential strategy in both the short and long term.   

On the subject of effectiveness, I have heard testimonial after testimonial that deep drainage works.  One need 
only read page 1 of The West Australian of 15 April 2002, at which it was reported that after the installation of 
80 kilometres of drains in Narembeen, agricultural land had been returned to full production.  John Hall was 
involved in that, as was John Nicoletti, who has had great successes in Westonia that I have had the privilege of 
looking at several times.  They epitomise the success stories of deep drainage.  In this case we should take much 
more notice of deep drainage.  In a speech I made some months ago I said that people keep putting piezometers 
into the ground to measure water levels.  There must be between 10 000 and 15 000 piezometers in the ground.  
My concern is that if they are pulled out of the ground, water will come out everywhere and the ground will 
probably sink.  I believe that enough research has been done.  It is time for “action Jackson” to move in.  Salinity 
seems to be managed from crisis to crisis.  It is not managed by methodical planning and development.  That 
must stop.  Mr President, when we are both six feet under in many years, I bet research and development will 
still be going on.  We will probably be down in the saline area anyway, because it is rising at such a rate that we 
will cop it. 

I could go on about salinity.  It is of great concern.  We will stand here again next year and go through the same 
course, and possibly the frustration will continue.  I am not saying that the solution I have put forward is the only 
one.  However, Peter Coyne, who has released a book, and others like him, have many professional people 
working with them.  Mr Coyne’s book is titled Salinity Crisis Action Plan.  He has done a very good analysis of 
the cure for salinity.  We must take a deep, hard, long look at this issue so that at least some of the land will be 
grabbed back before this cancer continues to eat our land from beneath us. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson.  
 


