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CONVICTED OFFENDERS, CORPORAL PUNISHMENT 
Motion 

Resumed from 11 June on the following motion moved by Hon Frank Hough - 

That the Government take such action to empower the courts with the discretion to impose corporal 
punishment on convicted offenders in certain circumstances. 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [4.02 pm]:  Members will recall that last week I covered issues leading 
up to the reason that I believe corporal punishment should be imposed on convicted offenders.  I have done a 
little more research on a preamble of what has happened.  What we do not understand is that times have changed 
and when times change so should attitudes, sentences and society.  Our society is becoming more violent.  Today 
youth is trying its hand at things that 10 years ago were committed only by hardened criminals.  For instance, 
today youths break into motor cars, sell drugs, deface property and assault the elderly.  Sometimes the acts they 
carry out are purely senseless and for their own amusement.   

Members will agree that hardly a day goes by when The West Australian, the Sunday Times and the community 
newspapers do not feature a drama - a crime, a robbery or whatever.  I will go through some of the recent 
articles.  How can we forget the case of the 43-year-old Busselton woman who was brutally raped by a teenage 
youth in September last year only to see his sentence reduced by Judge Kate O’Brien from three years to one 
year with parole?  In January this year an 80-year-old woman suffered broken bones when she was attacked by a 
20-year-old intruder in her Nollamara home.  She was in her garden at lunchtime when she heard noises inside 
her house.  The intruder threw her against the wall and stole her handbag.  What a courageous act for a 20-year-
old intruder to grab an 80-year-old woman and throw her around her home and break her bones!  That is 
completely incomprehensible.  In March a gang of bored, out-of-control teenagers terrorised Thornlie locals with 
random acts of violence.  Up to 15 youths - or thugs as I prefer to call them - beat up two men in a brief but 
brutal attack involving a club and a brick.  In April a 20-year-old Geraldton man pleaded guilty to smashing a 
Ford sedan with a rock, causing over $4 000 worth of damage for no other reason than the car was better than he 
could afford.  It was just a malicious act.  There has also been a recent spate of rock-throwing incidents.  I 
remember them clearly because I copped one myself.  Rocks were thrown from bridges at buses and cars.  
During the Merredin by-election, I was driving past a 24-hour BP service station with my wife and two other 
people in the car.  The weather was fairly hot at the time, but thank God my wife wound up the window on the 
passenger side, because a group of indigenous youths grabbed a great thundering boulder and hurled it at the car.  
It hit the passenger side window of my car, but it did not shatter.  I swung the car around and chased them and 
they scattered.  What a stupid act of violence!  If the window had been down, my wife would have had her skull 
crushed to a pulp; and, if it had missed her, I would bet my life that I would have copped it.   

More recently I read a report in The West Australian that Perth was the world’s burglary capital.  Australia was 
the world’s top burglary nation ahead of England, Wales, Canada, Denmark, Belgium, the United States, the 
Netherlands, Scotland, Poland and, finally, Switzerland.  Topping Australia’s burglary statistics was Perth.  
When we consider that Western Australian kids are the nation’s biggest users of illicit drugs, the burglary 
statistics stand to reason.  Nearly 40 per cent of our kids have tried drugs.   

When I first spoke on this motion, I suggested that the situation had changed considerably from that of several 
years ago.  Does punishment deter perpetrators?  To confirm some of my statistics, I rang the sheriff’s office in 
Placerville, California about 11 o’clock last night.  Yes, Mr President, Placerville.  There is a fellow hanging 
from the gallows at the top of the hill in the town site of Placerville, California.  I even took a picture of the 
fellow hanging from the gallows.   

The PRESIDENT:  Order, member.  I think that is another motion.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I am sorry, Mr President.  There used to be a hanging every day in Placerville, 
California.  I rang the sheriff’s office in Placerville and spoke to Senior Sergeant Weaver.  There are 33 871 000 
residents in California.  Burglary in California is running at 6.5 per cent and vehicle theft at 5.37 per cent.  In 
Western Australia vehicle theft is running at 6.85 per cent.  One of the factors for the improvement in the 
Western Australian figures for the theft of vehicles is the use of immobilisers, which are being fitted 
internationally.  An immobiliser is a deterrent.  When I spoke to Senior Sergeant Weaver I asked him what 
would happen if a burglar broke into a house in California.  He said that the householder would probably shoot 
and maybe kill him.  I said that was fairly sudden.  He agreed and said that it was also fairly precise.  He asked 
why people would not shoot a burglar when he is in their house robbing them.  I asked whether the householder 
would be punished for doing that, and he said he would not, provided the person had broken into the house and 
the people in the house were in fear.  It is called justifiable homicide.  I said to Sergeant Weaver that it sounded 
tough.  He said the person should not be there.  If he intended to rob somebody’s home, he faced the possibility 
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that nine out of 10 times he would be shot to death.  As members would know, most Californians carry guns.  He 
said that Placerville, although the same size as Perth, is small in Californian terms.   

I was sent a copy of section 147 of the California Penal Code which states that homicide is justifiable when 
committed by any person in any of a number of cases, which is a deterrent.  If there is a deterrent like the birch 
and people know that they will get a whackety doodah, they will not break into people’s houses.  If they know 
that the punishment will fit the crime, they will change tack.  The code reads -  

1. When resisting any attempt to murder any person, or commit a felony, or to do some great 
bodily injury upon any person; or, 

2. When committed in defense of habitation, property, or person, against one who manifestly 
intends or endeavours, by violence or surprise, to commit a felony, or against one who 
manifestly intends and endeavours, in a violent, riotous or tumultuous manner, to enter the 
habitation of another person for the purpose of offering violence . . . 

3. When committed in the lawful defense of such person, or of a wife or husband, parent, child, 
master, mistress, or servant of such person . . .  

Hon Peter Foss:  It sounds like the Ten Commandments. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  It does, does it not?   

I said to Senior Sergeant Weaver that it was a fairly tough call.  He told me to look at one of the main areas of 
the United States Constitution which covers life, liberty and property.  People are entitled to protect their life, 
liberty and property.  The system of law and order in the United States is more libertarian, whereas in the United 
Kingdom it is rather conservative.  

Hon Nick Griffiths:  What did the phone call cost? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I will probably know that at the end of the month, but that is beside the point.  It is a 
matter of collecting facts.  We in this country have not inherited that libertarian system; we seem to have 
followed the old English style of conservatism.  It is ironic that I bring the national competition policy into a 
debate on corporal punishment, but the NCP will allow more American films and culture into this country, which 
before long will totally Americanise us.  It is already happening to our way of life and to our dress.  However, it 
has not yet affected our penal system.   

Hon Peter Foss:  It must happen soon, must it not? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  It must come.  If we are to adopt everything else, we might as well look at the American 
penal system.  We have adopted Fabian socialism for the penal system in this country, which is probably 
strongly promoted by the Greens.  The libertarian philosophy is that people are responsible for themselves.  
However, members of the Labor Party say that society is responsible for people and that they are not responsible 
for themselves.  In my opinion offenders should not be given that latitude.  People should have the right to 
defend themselves.  When I told Senior Sergeant Weaver about the incident that occurred in South Australia in 
which somebody smashed the door down of the 80-year-old gentleman who used a double-barrel shotgun to 
blast the people who were breaking into his house and he was arrested, I said that it was one case that was put to 
rest.  If I were Hon Derrick Tomlinson, I would probably put this in a different manner.  I do not want members 
to break into song as I read this verse -  

Come senators, congressmen 
Please heed the call 
Don’t stand in the doorway 
Don’t block up the hall 
For he that gets hurt 
Will be he who has stalled 
There’s a battle outside 
And it is ragin’. 
It’ll soon break your windows 
And rattle your walls 
For the times they are a-changin’. 

That was written and sung by Bob Dylan. 
Hon Peter Foss:  You should have sung it.  Hon Derrick Tomlinson would have done so. 
Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I would have loved to, because I could sing it better than he, but I would not want to 
embarrass him.   
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That song was recorded some 25 years ago.  Bob Dylan tells people to heed the call and not stand in the doorway 
because the times they are a’changing.  We are not changing with the times.  We are treating the perpetrators of 
offences with consultation and the victims we send home.   
Many people have asked me about corporal punishment.  To show that it is not a barbaric act, I would like to 
outline who should receive the birch and how it should be administered.  Like any form of punishment the birch 
needs to be exercised in a controlled environment.  It should be meted out in controlled conditions by a person 
specially trained to exact the punishment after the offender has been deemed by a health professional fit to be 
birched.  Furthermore, the birch should be administered in the presence of health professionals.  Its application 
should be far more controlled than it ever was in schools when it was administered by sundry teachers and 
headmasters.  When used in the context of inconsistency and unpredictability, even verbal punishment can turn 
into a form of abuse.  It is logical to conclude that when abuse is used as punishment, the likelihood of a young 
offender growing up to be violent and lawless is increased.  That is why I am not advocating that the birch be 
administered in a willy-nilly fashion.  I am not suggesting that every offender should get whacked with the birch.  
In the context of criminal correction, the birch can be applied under rigidly controlled conditions.  The birch 
should not be applied at an indiscriminate time but only after a session of counselling just in case there is any 
doubt in the mind of the offender that there is a connection between the crime and the punishment.  The offender 
will be birched and have explained to him the link between his actions, society’s unwillingness to accept 
antisocial behaviour and the punishment.  The offenders who are to be birched should be consulted or consoled.  
Why they are to receive that punishment should be explained.  Offenders should be fully aware of the reason 
they are to be caned.  After that consultation has occurred, the punishment should take place.  This form of 
punishment is needed.  Punishment is something that offenders must remember.  It is important that there be a 
deterrent to help prevent the continuation of the problems that exist today.   

The use of the cane was banned in schools in 1987.  Any child who was five years or younger on that date has 
grown up in a society and an education system that does not have corporal punishment.  Children between the 
ages of five and 17 would have had different levels of exposure to corporal punishment, from low to high 
respectively.  Crime figures support this idea.  The use of the cane was cut out in schools in 1987.  A child who 
was five in 1987 would be 21 today.  A child who was 10 in 1987 would now be 26, and a person who was 17 at 
that time would now be 33.  Statistics from the Australian Institute of Criminology for 2002 show that most 
offenders sitting in Australian prisons come from the 25 to 34-year age group.  It could be purely coincidental, 
but it is ironic that the people who are sitting in jail today did not cop the cane at school.  Very few prisoners 
over the age of 35 are sitting in jail.  Sixty-four per cent of all prisoners are younger than 35.  Therefore, most of 
the people sitting in our jails are young people.  These figures on the age of offenders were also highlighted by 
the Australian Bureau of Statistics.  Most prisoners are aged between 25 and 34.  One area that can probably be 
highlighted as a possible reason for this, more than any other, is the removal of the use of the cane from schools.    

Hon Peter Foss:  It has not been removed at law.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I do not recall hearing that anyone in the past 10 or 15 years has received the cane.   

Hon Peter Foss:  You are quite right, but the law hasn’t been changed.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The law has been changed.  A moral issue now arises among schoolteachers.  If the 
honourable member was listening the other day, he would be aware that I raised the example of the headmaster 
of Kalamunda school who told students that if their parents or anyone else struck them in their homes, they were 
to come to school and report such a person.  

Hon Peter Foss:  He might be an idiot who has not read the Criminal Code, because the Criminal Code is quite 
clear.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  That was said at an early morning school assembly.  That incensed my young brother, 
who has two kids at the school and was at the assembly.  He suggested to the headmaster that if any striking 
were to occur, it would be at about the time the principal was standing in front of him.  One of my relatives has a 
16-year-old daughter.  When she threatened to hit her daughter, she was told by social services that if she lifted 
her hand to her child, she could be charged.  People are running rampant.  There is absolutely no law and order, 
discipline or punishment.  Offenders are counselled.  Bob Dylan rightly said, “Times they are a-changin’.”  
Attitudes change.  The American Constitution states that people have a right to life, liberty and property.  Having 
the right laws in place will reduce problems.  What an embarrassment it is for Western Australia for Perth to be 
the burglary capital of the world.  The Minister for Racing and Gaming nods his head.  Does he want me to read 
out the statistics?  They were clearly outlined by The West Australian.  The newspaper has not made up those 
figures, which I may table.  The cost of crime to society under our present system was outlined in an article in 
The West Australian of 18 June 2002 headed “Crime costs put at $1600 each”, which states - 
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Crime costs Australians . . . $1600 a person each year, equal to $32 billion or 5 per cent of the gross 
domestic product.   

The cost includes not only the costs of dealing with crime, such as the justice system and private security, but 
also the loss of productivity, medical costs and loss of quality of life.  Other costs such as insurance, property 
loss, household precautions, and intangible losses can be factored in.  It was found that assaults cost on average 
about $1 800 per incident and sexual assaults came in at $2 500 per incident.  Motor vehicle crimes also incur 
expense.  Some stolen motor vehicles are ransacked, pulled apart for parts or wrecked.  Some vehicles receive 
less damage than others, but the average cost of the theft of a motor vehicle in this State is $6 000.  The article 
explained the total cost of crime to our society.   

For too long our society has compensated offenders for their crimes.  Firstly, offenders are given legal 
representation if they cannot afford lawyers.  When found guilty, they may serve a term of rehabilitation or 
incarceration at our expense.  They are given three meals a day, thanks very much.  Victims’ families and the 
whole of society must pay, through their taxes, to rehabilitate, feed, clothe, amuse, retrain, educate, counsel, 
house and medically treat offenders.  A victim goes home with nothing.  The system currently in place allows 
offenders to take from society many times over.  Firstly, offenders create victims.  Secondly, they use society’s 
resources to be rehabilitated or jailed.  Thirdly, they re-offend.  Fourthly, victims continue to lose because they 
are let down by a justice system that does not equate the punishment with the crime.   

Corporal punishment will bring a net saving to our community.  It is cheaper, a lot more expedient and a better-
understood punishment than either jail or rehabilitation.  Furthermore, victims will recoup some dignity and 
sanity when their attackers are given proper and fitting punishment.   

Our society is falling apart and we are watching it go under.  When I read about these events in the daily 
newspaper, I feel distressed at the state of our society.  Every day when I open the newspaper I wonder whether 
society is falling apart.  The number of articles on crime in the paper each day is embarrassing.  I have some 
articles from the past couple of weeks with headlines that include “Sixth-strike girl detained”, “Victim tells of 
rough justice”, “Woman, 80, attacked”, “‘Bored’ teenagers beat up two men”, “Man smashed car with rock”, 
“Perth break-ins worst in the world” and the list continues.   

Our sick society is due to a number of interlinked factors, which includes in part a justice system that is 
sympathetic to offenders but leaves victims to flounder.  It is also due to a lack of police motivation, resources 
and manpower and a degraded standard of discipline at home and in schools, the justice system and society in 
general.  A number of things have caused our society to become ill.  If these causes are not nipped in the bud, 
our society will proceed down the road to ruin and there will be no turning back.   

In the last budget the Government promised to increase the number of police officers by 250 over four years.  
When the Government says the State has a shortage of 250 police officers, but it does not have the funds to 
provide them, it should borrow the money to do so.  When businesses do not have the funds to expand, they 
borrow money.  If the Government says it will recruit 250 new police officers, it should recruit them in three to 
six months.  If 250 police officers are recruited over four years, the attrition rate over that time will result in 250 
officers leaving the force.  The net result in the budget papers showed a minus factor of 187 or 197 police 
officers.  I will not quibble about the difference.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  You are wrong.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I am never wrong.   

If the Government is to make a decision on law and order, it should make that decision and implement it 
immediately.  The Government should not implement its decisions by means of a drip-feed system.  If the 
Government makes a decision on law and order, it should make sure that decision operates effectively in society.  
As I said earlier on the national competition policy, Australia is going the way of the United States.  Australia is 
a few years behind the US, but it is fast catching up.  I say that because our society has adopted the cargo cult.  It 
imports many of its cultural traits from outside.  America’s influence is obvious in the movies people watch and 
what people do.  To a large degree, America’s influence extends to what people think.  America’s influence fits 
society’s current tastes.  If people are not careful, the willingness of Australians to mimic America and import 
the customs that have caused America to slide into disintegration will ensure that Australia heads down that 
track.   

Philip Atkinson, a self-published Australian author on the Internet, has pondered the demise of our society.  His 
web site encapsulates exactly what most people feel about our failing society.  He states -  

By pretending that violence solves nothing, our community has changed from a peaceful community 
that controls its violence into a squabbling community more dangerous to its citizens than its enemies. 
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That information can be accessed at www.ourcivilisaton.com/violence.HTML.  It is very interesting reading.  Mr 
Atkinson also claims a factor that has contributed to the disintegration of society is the accelerated pace of 
technology, which has caused individuals to professionalise at an early age to compete for resources and jobs.  In 
our society, even tertiary education cannot guarantee a person a job.  These days, it is not easy for students at 
tertiary level to submit handwritten essays.  Today, people who apply for jobs in their own handwriting would 
probably not be accepted.  Job applications must be typed and e-mailed.  These days, everything must be done 
professionally.  People who do it the old way would not even be considered.   

The Internet article states that kids are being forced at a younger age to decide what they want to do with their 
lives so their schooling can be tailored accordingly.  The early loss of childhood innocence is due to the 
information age.  I am really upset and concerned that 12-year-olds today can tell their parents about sex and 
perversion that will make their hair curl.  Indeed, the other day my grand-daughter, Charlie, who is about five 
years old - she is in year 1 - asked me, “Poppy, why are we learning about vaginas today?”  I had to turn away 
and say to my wife, “My God!”  I said to Charlie, “You’re what?”  She said, “Why are we learning about 
vaginas today?”  I said, “You’re joking.”  I told my daughter Gina to talk to the schoolteacher.  She told me that 
that is what children are taught today.  I asked what happened to terms little willie, willie or twinkle, twinkle.  
She said that people must be straight to the point today.  I might be old-fashioned, but I prefer the term twinkle, 
twinkle to vagina.   

Hon Jim Scott interjected.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Little boys referred to willies.   

Hon Peter Foss:  Are you sure you have the right orifice?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Everyone has their own - 

Hon Peter Foss:  I have never come across that term.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  A willie?   

Hon Peter Foss:  A twinkle, twinkle.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The member obviously went to a different school from the one I went to.  At that age, I 
did not know what it was either.  Today, eight-year-olds are even involved in drugs at school.  I cannot believe it.   

The Internet article further states that through the increasing permissiveness of our institutions and child raisers, 
which leads to poor disciplinary standards, uncontrollable kids are becoming unmanageable citizens, law 
breakers and criminals, yet schools can no longer discipline students.  That is what I was saying earlier.  
Meanwhile, intellectuals are telling parents not to spank their kids but to reason with them.  Everyone who has 
been to university or college says that parents should not hit their kids.   

I have three grown-up kids.  My son is 34, my eldest daughter is 32 and the youngest is 26 years old.  Everyone 
says their kids are the best kids in the world.  At the age of 34, my son still refers to my friends as Mr and Mrs 
and he calls my close friends his uncles and aunties.  None of my children has been involved or had any 
problems with the law.  They are all good kids.  I had a favourite rubber thong, which was black.  I shaped the 
rear part of it so that I could wrap my hand around it.  Many a time when my children played up I would spank 
them on the backs of the legs.  They would yell out to the neighbours that I was killing them.  However, they 
gave me a big kiss and we made up after.   

Hon Peter Foss:  Who are we to believe, you or your children?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The member can put my children on trial and they will tell the member that I am a good 
dad.  Perhaps I am not the best dad in the world.  I failed with regard to weekend family activities.  Mums and 
dads go camping with their children.  When I camped with my children, I would go to a nice motel that had a spa 
and television and I would put the kids in another room.   

Hon Peter Foss:  I diverted you.  I do apologise.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  We went camping one weekend up to Wedge Island.  I pitched a tent.  During the night 
the tent fell down.  A hell of a wind was blowing that night.  It was uncomfortable.  About three o’clock in the 
morning my wife suggested we get in the car and drive back to Perth.  It was one of the greatest Easters we have 
had.  We were back in Perth before sunrise in the morning.  What a great camping trip it was!  However, my 
children endured corporal punishment when they played up. 

Young kids between the ages of five and 10 years do not have proper reasoning skills - I could go into that if the 
House likes - as do older kids.  Young kids have the fight mentality.  That is good for evolutionary and 
biological reasons.  As kids get older, they learn to reason.  Members will recall that their mothers used to say to 
them, “If only I knew what I know now and could be your age.”  I went through that process.  I think totally 
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differently today from the way I thought 10 or 15 years ago.  I believe that I probably have a better brain today 
than I had in my prime.  I am saying that times they are a-changin’, and we are not changing with them.  It is no 
use coming from the rear to address this punishment problem years afterwards.  We must catch up and be ahead 
of the system.  Corporal punishment generally was dropped in the late 1970s.  In schools it was dropped in the 
mid 1980s.  Times have changed.  We must re-evaluate the situation and look at law and order today. 

There has been an increased acceptance of senseless or purposeless violence as a legitimate form of 
entertainment.  This can be seen in graphic depictions in video games, movies, new programs, on television and 
in the jackass phenomenon.  If people need proof of the way in which senseless violence has escalated, they 
should look at today’s movies, which are a prime example.  They should also look at a Boris Karloff horror film 
from yesteryear.  It is a comedy today.  I remember seeing Boris Karloff walking through the maze with his 
mechanical head and arms, and I used to be frightened senseless.  One horror film that I saw many years ago was 
Psycho, which I thought was scary then, and I still do.  Today’s horror films have changed totally.  I will always 
remember Boris Karloff, because my son’s name is Carl Hough, and everyone at school called him Boris.  I 
reflect on that.  I remember the Boris Karloff films.  I remember The Tingler.  I could go through many of them.  
Today they would be kids’ films and be G rated.  It is an absolute joke.  That is what is happening. 

My godfather, what about some of the depictions on television today?  When someone is shot to death, people 
see the holes through his head.  Also, the hospital shows depict everything as it is when an operation is being 
performed in an operating theatre. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  It is called reality TV. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Yes.  Today I watch my wife turn away when she sees an operation on television or 
when someone gets his head blown off in movies such as Saving Private Ryan.  Gee, things have changed. 

Interestingly, as the Roman Empire began its decline, its citizens were kept happy with ever-increasing 
spectacular events of blood lust in the form of circuses and games.  Members may recall that the Romans nearly 
depleted all the animals of the world, because after they had killed everything in Rome, they went to Africa and 
everywhere else and brought back lions and tigers to the Colosseum for blood sport games. 

Hon Peter Foss:  You have obviously been reading a lot of Roman history recently. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I read recently that at one point the Romans flooded the Colosseum - 

Hon Peter Foss:  And they had a naval battle. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Yes.  Tens of thousands of people drowned, and people in the Colosseum cheered.  We 
are familiar with the gladiators and their sport.  Are we heading for that?  Is that where our society is going?  I 
sometimes wonder.  We can sit back and laugh.  However, we know what happened to the Roman Empire: at the 
end of the day it fell apart.  It reached a peak and then fell apart.  How long did it last - 650 years? 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Where are you going with this, Frank? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I am continuing my speech on corporal punishment.  It is not a matter of my standing in 
this place and saying that I believe the birch and the cane should be reintroduced in schools, and hoping that the 
House will be happy with that.  Members must see what is happening outside.  I know that members of the Labor 
Party must keep their blinkers on.  They walk around with blinkers; they are not allowed to see what is 
happening outside.  They think that everything is airy-fairy and happy. 

Violence is so much a part of human nature that it would be unrealistic to try to remove it completely.  People 
thrive on violence.  For example, in Bali people like to see the cockfights.  For some reason people in Perth 
watch dog sports - dogs killing dogs.  I cannot believe it.  I do not know how anyone could watch a thing like 
that.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Have you ever seen a cockfight?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Yes, I have.  There are positive and negative uses of violence.  Abuse is a negative use, 
but carefully meted-out and controlled violence as a behaviour-modifying device is a positive use.  After all, in 
political science terms, the difference between a ruling state and a union of militant individuals is that the state 
has the monopoly on the legitimate use of violence. 

Hon Dee Margetts:  From whom are you quoting this time, Frank? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I am quoting from the Romans.  I will quote next from Thomas Hobbes.   

Hon Dee Margetts:  As long as you don’t quote something and treat it as though it is your speech. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I will table all the documents. 
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Violence is used to preserve and secure state citizens the right to life, liberty and property.  To curb authority’s 
legitimate use of violence simply invites the exercise of the unauthorised use of violence.  There is a prevalence 
of drugs and the acceptance of a drug culture among our young.  Drugs are everywhere.  The drug culture is 
often glorified in telemovies.  We see it every night on television, for God’s sake.  Unfortunately, everyone 
emulates these role models.  Still they insist on smoking on television.  I have watched all these leading men on 
television, and they make drugs and smokes look inviting.  Tied in with the drug culture is the fact that ours has 
become a disposable society, preoccupied with instant gratification that badges status and wealth.  Drugs are 
often seen as a quick route to wealth.  Gangsta rap has become the vogue in music videos, with uneducated thugs 
warbling the music while draped in expensive jewellery and gear.  We see this on all the movies.  This leads to 
an impersonal society of faceless victims.  All these factors contribute to a very poisonous and dangerous 
cocktail, when it is considered that today’s society is becoming more and more impersonal.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  What subject are you on now?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I am still looking at the impersonal part, and if the member would just be quiet and 
listen, I am leading to those yesteryears, when we used to know Mrs Jones down the street.  If Mrs Jones got 
rolled or robbed we would be absolutely devastated and we would go up and do everything to assist her.  
However, today we do not know who lives down the street because members of society move around so much 
that they do not know whether Mrs Jones down the street exists any more.  If she gets rolled we do not know she 
has been robbed in her house.  This is what I am saying about our impersonal society.  The point I am making is 
that once upon a time we used to know when people got robbed and assaulted, because we knew the people in 
our neighbourhoods.  Does Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich know everyone in her neighbourhood?  Does she know her 
next-door neighbour?   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Yes, I have very good neighbours.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  That is probably because she pokes her nose over the fence.  However, most people do 
not.  I do not know my next-door neighbours on either side, and I would not know if they had been robbed.  
When I lived in Victoria Park, where Hon Dee Margetts lives, I was robbed three times.  I knew one person in 
the front unit, and I knew that the bloke next door was growing marijuana.  The only time I met him was when 
he came to the door and introduced himself, and was about to do more.  Hon Peter Foss will now probably say 
that his daughter snipped the top off his plants, and I am glad he recalls that story.  In today’s society, we do not 
have personal contact with people.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Why do you not go and introduce yourself to your neighbours?  Why do you do the 
same as the people you criticise?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The point I am making relates to the movement in society; people regularly sell their 
houses and move.  Once upon a time, everyone had a home with a white picket fence and people knew everyone 
in the neighbourhood.  They used to have cups of tea together, and visit back and forth.  Everyone knew 
everyone else, and if someone was in trouble, others would go and assist.  Today people do not care.  Society has 
moved too quickly.  As Bob Dylan sang, “The times they are a-changin’.”  

Hon Ed Dermer:  How long ago did he sing that?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Twenty-five years ago, and he is still singing it today.  I am helping him through life by 
promoting his song.  It is an impersonal society today.  On Sunday evening I was coming out of an eating house 
in Victoria Park, which Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich would probably know because the Treasurer eats there 
periodically.  I see him regularly.  As I walked out with my takeaway, an elderly lady was standing out the front, 
and two boofheads pushed her as they walked past.  They spun her around and knocked her head over heels.  She 
fell on the ground and the two men looked back, laughed and kept walking.  I put my food down and asked her if 
she was all right.  She asked what had happened.  I helped her up, and she said I was very kind as she thanked 
me.  I gave her my calling card and told her she now knew who to vote for next time.  I should have handed her a 
how-to-vote card.  In an impersonal society, people do not care.  When I was growing up in country towns, that 
sort of thing would never happen.  It would not even have happened in the city years ago.  We do not care any 
more, because we do not show any affinity or warmth towards our fellow citizens.  We live in our cocoons, 
worrying about ourselves, and we do not care for our fellow human beings.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  It is not that bad.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I think it is.  Corporal punishment should be used on those people who knocked down 
the old lady.  

Corporal punishment would probably save our jails.  It could be administered, as I explained earlier, after 
explaining to the offender the reasons for the punishment.  Administering corporal punishment would make the 
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offender well and truly aware of what the crime was, and it would make him reflect next time.  If they receive 
corporal punishment in the correct manner, offenders will always remember.  

Hon Jim Scott:  What is the correct manner?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The honourable member can look at Hansard.  I went through the way it should be 
administered in a very compassionate manner.  

We blame everyone else today for what is happening.  The majority of offenders believe that it is their God-
given right to offend.  They have grown up not knowing any better.  They are out there, they grow up and offend 
and re-offend, because it is always someone else’s fault and they do not seem to care very much about the world.  
They always think that because John Smith down the road drives a BMW, he is gifted in some way.  That is why 
they go and scratch the car.  It happens regularly - people with new motor cars being coined, as they say.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  What would you do - chop off their arms or something?   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  If it had been Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich it would have been her tongue.   

Debate interrupted, pursuant to sessional orders.  
 


