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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [11.42 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

National Household Survey on Drug Abuse - Adjournment Debate 

HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [11.42 pm]:  Today has been an interesting sitting day.  Before 
the House adjourns, I will acquaint members with some good news.  Preliminary figures are now available for 
the latest national household survey on drug abuse.  Members with an interest in this matter may recall that the 
last national household survey, which surveyed just under 24 000 people, occurred in 1998.  I understand that in 
the current survey, some 27 000 people around Australia were surveyed.  To my mind the results are very 
encouraging indeed.  One of the preliminary figures available shows that the usage rate of cannabis in Australia, 
which stood at 17.9 per cent a few years ago, has dropped to 12.9 per cent in the latest survey.  That is a dramatic 
decline in this most reliable and reputable of surveys.  I look forward to examining the associated figures very 
closely, as I am sure do many members in this place.  It underscores a change in attitude in Australia, which 
change occurs only with the effluxion of time - indeed the effluxion of years.  It does so in response to a change 
in national mood, which starts to assert that the use of illicit drugs is not desirable because it is unhealthy, 
counterproductive to the wellbeing of the individual and the community and, because of a number of criteria, just 
plain stupid.  I have said in this place before that one of the reasons that illicit drug use is encouraged, or its 
incidence has increased, is that it is somehow seen as something that is socially acceptable, particularly among 
the young, as a trendy sort of risk-taking behaviour that all teenagers in every country wish to indulge in.   

I was reminded recently of the words of a young lady called Alice Wood.  Alice Wood had a sister by the name 
of Anna.  Some years ago, Anna Wood, in a well-publicised incident, went to a dance party of sorts with friends 
and for the first and last time in her life, she took what was purported to be ecstasy.  As a result of her reaction to 
the ecstasy tablet, she died.  It was a tragic event and members can probably recall reading about it at the time.  
Anna Wood’s sister Alice was asked why teenagers experiment with drugs.  Alice Wood said quite simply and 
briefly, “Because they are fashionable and because they are available”, thereby putting it far more succinctly 
than I have been able to on any of the several occasions that I have raised this matter in the House.  I raise the 
issue again because there is good news in the national household survey in the generally downward pattern of 
illicit drug use.  That is good news and, as members of Parliament, we should all be encouraged by it.  It also 
highlights to the Government a matter that it needs to take on board in considering when it will go ahead with its 
plan to decriminalise cannabis usage.  I have said before that there are a number of reasons that such a policy 
would be counterproductive.  If legislation is introduced in Western Australia to give form and substance to the 
Australian Labor Party policy on normalising cannabis use in our society, I will have a lot more to say.  For now 
I say only this: members should not rely on the hackneyed and discredited argument that everyone uses a bit of 
cannabis so we may as well decriminalise it.  The fact is - it has always been the case - that everyone is not using 
a bit of cannabis and it is not all right.  Increasingly, more and more Australians are demonstrating that through 
their behaviour, and reasserting the basic standards that Australians, particularly parents, hold that illicit drug use 
should not be normalised in our society.   

Before we proceed any further with changes in policy or in legislation on related matters, we must first consider 
what our community stands for.  Do we want to oppose it or do we want to encourage it?  Everyone knows 
where I stand on this matter; therefore, I commend the results of the survey to members.  I encourage them to 
consider yet again the values and the short, medium and long-term interests of all Western Australians whom we 
represent.   

European Red Fox - Adjournment Debate 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [11.50 pm]:  I will be brief.  I want to talk about the European red fox.  I 
thought I would have difficulty speaking after the emotional and riveting speech of Hon Tom Stephens in the 
presentation of the Criminal Law (Procedure) Amendment Bill 2002. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  I thought for a while that he was saying the rosary. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  He missed out one word on page 7 of the Bill, but that is probably not an important 
point to bring up. 

The European red fox was introduced into Australia in the 1860s purely for sport.  It took 40-odd years after its 
introduction to Australia for it to cross the border into Western Australia.  About six o’clock last Saturday 
morning I was driving with my wife along Leach Highway.  When I crossed over Canning Highway near 
Southside Mitsubishi, something ran across the main highway in the middle of the city.  My wife said, “What 
was that?”  We looked back, because it seemed like a bullet.  Do members believe it was a red fox?.  It was 
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subsequently confirmed as a red fox because I saw it the following afternoon dead on the side of the road.  The 
perimeters of the City of Cannington have been plagued by red foxes.  However, that is not the reason I am 
standing in this place tonight. 

The Department of Agriculture conducts an aerial abatement program on foxes but a problem with that program 
is that it occasionally traps non-targeted animals and encounters bait shyness and poison tolerance.  These are the 
areas I am concerned about.  Red foxes are in plague numbers between Perth and Lancelin where I have seen 
five or six red foxes in the evening crossing the roads.  I am concerned about the damage that they do to 
livestock and wildlife species.  Their main menu in the past was rabbits but they are now attacking ringtail 
possums, numbats, rock wallabies and bilbys, the latter being a species on the endangered list.  Another concern 
of farmers I spoke to the other day near my property is about the way in which foxes are now attacking newborn 
lambs.  Foxes are tearing apart and eating lambs as they are being born through the sheep’s birth canal; that is 
absolutely horrific.   

The other day I asked the Minister for Agriculture a question on notice about the mallee fowl, which is now a 
diminishing species.  It is in the vulnerable species category but it should be moved up to being an endangered 
species.  There is an area in South Australia where mallee fowls that have nested for a thousand years have been 
wiped out by foxes attacking and eating their eggs.  I sent a message in a question to the Minister for Agriculture 
that although the abatement program is working, we should go one step further.  One thing that a red fox does 
not shy away from is a half-ounce piece of lead.  We should put a bounty on foxes, as there was years ago.  
Many agricultural farmers that I have spoken to would be more than happy to go fox-hunting if we put a bounty 
on foxes and reduced the abatement program.  I do not know what the bounty on a fox would be - $10 or $20 - 
but it could be paid out of the abatement program budget.  I believe that would help the situation considerably.  
Many people, particularly in Esperance, Ravensthorpe and Jerramungup, have a great problem with red foxes 
and would be more than happy to get back into such a bounty program, which would help to reduce the numbers 
of foxes that are breeding in alarming numbers. 

It is of great concern that foxes are coming into the city and into the suburbs of Cannington and Wilson.  I have 
seen foxes many times near the industrial sites in Kwinana on my return from Bunbury to Perth.  Seeing a fox in 
the middle of the city should send a message to the Government.  I am not suggesting that we put a bounty on 
foxes in the city and have farmers running around shooting them in Cannington and so on.  I suggest that a half-
ounce piece of lead would make a difference.  I have not spoken to any farmer who is against reintroducing a 
bounty on the red European fox.  I ask the minister and the Department of Agriculture to rethink the matter.  
They can retain the aerial abatement program but there is an incremental way of reducing the numbers of foxes.  
We know that lambing is now a smorgasbord for foxes, which they did not have before.  We have cleared the 
land and food is plentiful for them.  However, the greatest problem is their killing of our endangered species.  
The point I make to the Department of Agriculture is that we should consider introducing a bounty on the 
European red fox. 

Burrup Peninsula, Native Title - Adjournment Debate 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [11.56 pm]:  It was not my intention to speak tonight but, 
unfortunately, an article in relation to the Burrup Peninsula on the front page of tomorrow’s The West Australian 
has brought me to my feet.  The headline reads “$27m Native Title Offer”.  I have been approached by members 
of the three claimant groups - Ngaluma Injibandi, Wong-Goo-Tt-Oo and Yaburara Mardhudunera - who are 
becoming increasingly concerned that they are being forced into a negotiated position with the Government over 
the Burrup Peninsula when, in fact, all they want to do is retain, manage and care for their rock art.  The 
Government is entering into negotiations with those claimant groups under the threat that should they not accede 
to this very generous offer, they will be served with notice under section 18 of the Aboriginal Heritage Act, 
which will determine the financial outcome.  That will then be the end of the day. 

What appals me about this process is that this Government was elected on the basis of its respect for indigenous 
people and their rights; yet those people are not in any way allowed to protect their heritage.  We must remember 
that their particular heritage is one of the world’s best petroglyph galleries anywhere in the world.  It has been 
likened to the Buddhist statues in Afghanistan blown up by the Taliban.  It is recognised by the International 
Federation of Rock Art Organizations as one of the most significant areas of rock art in the world.  It is certainly 
deserving of better than the statement that appears in the paper, which says that the offer of $27.5 million will 
clear the way for the full-scale industrial development of the Burrup Peninsula.  That is a matter of concern when 
one considers that all the reports produced over time - whether on the concept of the original Pilbara plan, 
Pilbara 21, BDLUMP, which was the Burrup draft land use and management plan, or the subsequent and current 
Burrup Peninsula plan - have indicated that areas north of Withnell Bay should be protected.  Members must also 
remember that an area to the south of the Burrup, known as the Pistol Ranges, is the most prolific site for rock 
art.  This area is adjacent to the development area proposed through Hearson Cove on the Burrup.  We have 
recently been given a number of statistics about what has been proposed for the Burrup.  These include projects 
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by Methanex Australia Pty Ltd, Burrup Fertilisers Pty Ltd, Syntroleum Sweetwater Operations Ltd, Plenty River 
Pty Ltd, a Japanese dimethyl ether project and GTL Resources (Australia) Pty Ltd.   

On Monday, 20 May, we met with Methanex Australia’s Environmental Affairs Manager Russell Williams, Area 
Manager for Western Australia Larry Goodyear and Communications Manager Bronwyn Barnes.  We discussed 
a number of issues relating to Burrup.  I will come to the deliberations of those meetings shortly, but I must first 
refer back to the article in tomorrow’s The West Australian in which Roebourne shire council chief executive 
Trevor Ruland said -  

. . . the Government was negotiating multi-million dollar deals to transform the Burrup into an industrial 
estate when most local people wanted the area preserved.   

Mr Ruland said development should go to the nearby Maitland industrial estate . . .  

The Burrup area is considered to have some of Australia’s best examples of ancient Aboriginal rock art 
and there are fears it could be damaged . . .   

I return to the crucial issue of Maitland.  The Government will spend $220 million to develop the Hearson Cove 
area on Burrup and on infrastructure systems.  A recent Prospect magazine article identified that the Burrup was 
nearly sold out.  Once it is sold out, Maitland will come into existence and the Government will have to spend 
approximately $300 million on infrastructure development for that industrial estate.  Maitland is a massive site 
that could be expanded quite easily.  It is probably the best industrial site in the region.  If the Government 
continues with its current process, it will have to invest about $550 million to develop both sites.  If it chose to 
go to Maitland, its capital expenditure would be limited to $300 million, which would provide a saving of at least 
$220 million.  Clearly, the local community would prefer Maitland.  As I said earlier, indigenous people from 
the various claimant groups have approached me about their concerns, and they favour Maitland.  What is 
interesting is that when I met with the developers of Methanex Australia on Monday, 20 May and asked what 
they considered to be the best location for industrial development, they said Maitland.  It would be far cheaper 
for them to develop at that site because of problems with infrastructure development and landfill, and having to 
negate impacts on rock art and other relative interests.  They were clear and unequivocal about that.   

I suggest to the Government that the reason we are going for Maitland is that the former Department of State 
Development, which became the Department of Resources Development and is now the Office of Major 
Projects, has consistently, since time immemorial, said, “Let’s develop Burrup.”  The original plan was to 
develop the Burrup Peninsula, Angel Island, Dolphin Island and Legendre Island.  It has been cut back over 
time, but a remnant of a causeway proposed in the development of the Burrup remains, which would access 
Dolphin Island and, subsequently, Legendre Island.  We certainly do not wish to inhibit the development of 
industrial sites in that area.  That is where the gas is and where development is needed, but, in concert with local 
government and indigenous people of the area, the Greens think it totally inappropriate for the world’s best rock 
art site to be put at risk by developments.   

Finally, we have asked a number of questions about the impacts of nitrogen dioxide and sulfur dioxide emissions 
on rock art.  Methanex Australia identified that its nitrogen dioxide emissions would be under control, but that its 
sulfur dioxide emissions would still be significant.  The company also indicated that it did not know, and had 
some concerns, about the impacts of those emissions on the Pistol Range rock art galleries.  Robert Bednarik of 
the International Federation Of Rock Art Organizations has raised similar concerns.  I urge the Government - the 
Greens (WA) will support it all the way - to go for a clapped-out piece of cattle country at Maitland and save the 
world’s best rock art gallery. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 12.05 am (Thursday) 

__________ 
 


