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MT HART STATION 

Statement 
HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral) [5.30 pm]: I rise tonight to talk about a couple of constituents of 
mine—Taffy Abbotts and Kim up at Mt Hart station. Members may be aware that the government has decided 
that the management of that lease should be put out for tender. There has been some discussion about that. That 
is the government’s prerogative. I do not have any real issue with that. The issue I have is with the way the 
agency—the Department of Environment and Conservation—has treated these people. People have to 
understand the context of this pastoral lease. When Taffy went out there over 20 years ago, the building was a 
mouldy old wreck. It was a mouldy old wreck because it gets swamped for months every year. At the moment 
they are surrounded by water. They spend much of the year surrounded by water. There are between 20 and 30 
creek crossings between Mt Hart station and Derby during the wet. I had cause to talk to Taffy on the phone 
about a month ago, and he told me that they had 1 100 millimetres of water overnight, which gives members an 
idea of how wet it gets. It is pretty rough when they have to talk in litres in regard to water.  

Taffy has reluctantly accepted that he has to move on. He has been negotiating with DEC on what is reasonable 
recompense for moving off that property and for the improvements he has done. There has been a fair bit of 
argy-bargy. Taffy has argued for X quantity of money based on his efforts in maintaining that place and building 
it up from a mouldy old building to what is a favourite place for people right across Australia to visit. As I have 
said before in this place, it is now a great Kimberley experience. It is the sort of experience we want people to go 
for because it is not a sterile tourist experience; it gives people an insight into what it would be like to live on a 
homestead in that neck of the woods. Taffy has invested a fair bit of his life doing that. A letter went out to some 
people who were supporting his claims, outlining the amount of work and effort he had put in and what it was 
worth. That was sent out by the head of DEC. Letters were received by different people around Australia 
suggesting that everything that Mr Abbotts said was not true because he had been paid a salary as a manager. 
The salary was barely over $1 000 a month. I hope that he takes issue with that and takes it further. If he was in 
contracted employment and he was being paid $1 000 a month, he should be able to claim back wages. That is 
not very much money for managing a place such as that. The amount of work he did went well beyond that. He 
has done a whole heap of improvements. As I said before, DEC has completely overstated the investment that it 
thinks it has made in that property compared with the investment, time and effort—investment in real monetary 
terms and capital improvements—that Taffy, Kim and their friends have put into that place. To add insult to 
injury, because he just wants to get out now—as I understand it, DEC and he have agreed on a price, but he has 
been gagged from telling anybody what that price would be—they are going to send a bunch of DEC inspectors 
out there after the first payment to ensure that he has not run away with any of the equipment. This guy is as 
honest as the day is long. He is a very simple character in spirit. He just wants a fair go. It is all very confusing to 
him. He comes from a world where a handshake and a person’s word is valid and can be trusted. Now he is faced 
with lawyers, letters of demand, and all these things that we might think are normal in the contractual world, but 
he is finding quite insulting, to say the least.  

I have committed to go out there with Taffy when DEC officers go out there to ensure that he is not done over. I 
raised these concerns with Minister Marmion, and it was a waste of time. He was happy to meet with me, and I 
was grateful for that. I suggested, having looked at all this correspondence, that perhaps his department was 
spinning him a line. Even if it was not spinning him a line, he needed to understand the conceptual basis—that is, 
the environment in which this whole negotiation was being negotiated. I offered to assist him in going out to Mt 
Hart, which is about a 30 or 40-minute flight from Derby in a light aircraft. He said to me, “I’ve been to all these 
sorts of places before. I do not need to go out there.” That reflects pretty poorly on him. He had been up there 
and spent some time, but, honestly, a couple of hours out of his day to go up there, because I am sure he is a 
reasonable man, would have made him realise what these people are going through and what they are actually 
doing.  

I am happy that the state will get a great asset, because that is what it is. I am unhappy that Taffy and Kim feel 
that they have no option, because they do not feel that they can tender for the property. Therefore, they just want 
to move on with their lives and go over to Queensland. I think the government has been very mean-spirited in the 
way that this has happened. It reflects badly on the minister, even though I actually think it is the department that 
has been mean-spirited. I know that we have to be careful with taxpayers’ money, but seeing the improvements 
that Mr Abbotts, Kim and friends have effected on this place, and the work that the two of them have done in 
maintaining that place right through the wet shows that the state has a great asset. It is being offered at an 
absolute fire sale bargain basement price to the detriment of that couple. It is sad that long-term Western 
Australians feel that they have no alternative and are so disillusioned and upset by this process that they have to 
leave the state. There is another great asset that we have lost, because these are salt-of-the-earth people. 
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It takes a lot to get me going on these matters, but I have been watching this progress, and I bit my tongue in the 
hope that somehow commonsense would be seen and that a reasonable level of compensation would be found to 
assist this person recreate his life; he is going to have to move on and make a new life for himself and Kim. 
Unfortunately, as far as I am concerned, that has not been the case. We have treated him very, very poorly. 

I offer the government and Minister Marmion one more chance to offer some dignity to this person and 
reconsider the offers that they have made. Even if they come to the decision that the compensation is adequate, 
they should assist these people get on with their lives, instead of trying to screw them over—that is what it is. It 
is an absolute disgrace. The Department of Environment and Conservation should be ashamed of itself. I hope 
the government listens to what I have said. I hope it treats this person with dignity in the future.  
 


