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CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT (HOME BURGLARY AND OTHER OFFENCES) BILL 2014 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 12 March. 
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler) [12.44 pm]: I am the lead speaker for the opposition on this bill. I will comment 
on the government’s disgraceful performance in bringing this bill forward, but before I get to that, I will make 
two preliminary comments. Firstly, the opposition’s position, as announced during the election campaign, is that 
it will not oppose the government’s mandate that it achieved at the election to introduce this legislation. We 
honour the people’s mandate; we have honoured it across a number of areas. This is conduct that the government 
does not engage in. It achieved mandates at the last election to do several things, many of which it smartly broke. 
For example, the Metro Area Express light rail to be built immediately—broken. I could go on through all the 
broken promises. There is a litany of broken promises, in which the government did not honour or carry into 
effect the mandate it sought from the people. We as the opposition, however, have respected every element of 
the government’s mandate, because we respect the choice of the people. We accept that the people had this 
mandatory sentencing proposition put fairly and squarely before them at the last election, and that the 
government achieved a very healthy vote at that election. We respect the mandate that the people gave to the 
government to introduce this legislation. 
Having said that, however, we must examine how this mandate was achieved. The opposition does not believe 
that something as important as sentencing should be the subject of a political auction during an election 
campaign. We do not believe that sensible sentencing policy can be forged in the crucible of a highly charged 
election campaign. This is why, three months before the election, as the shadow Attorney General, I said that the 
opposition would not be engaging with the government in a law and order auction. However, on 6 February 2013 
the Premier announced a 15-year mandatory sentence for aggravated home burglary involving sexual assault. In 
doing so, the Premier, who is not in the chamber now, and who has not sought in any way to justify his position, 
said that everybody knows that some judges are not doing the right thing. He did not name the judges who were 
not doing the right thing; he said that everybody knows that. By that comment he slandered the reputation of the 
Western Australian judiciary. There are fewer than 50 judicial officers, but the Premier has accused some of 
them, without naming them, of not doing the right thing; that is, not doing their duty according to law. This is 
not a radio shock jock attacking the independent judiciary; this is the Premier of Western Australia. If there is 
a valid basis for the government to say that the judiciary is not doing the right thing, which was the 
Premier’s accusation, it behoves the Premier to come forward and explain which judges are not doing the right 
thing, and in which cases. That is commonsense, but he did not do that; he had just 10 seconds on Channel Seven 
on that night, and that was the end of his involvement. 
The Premier then passed the baton to the Minister for Police. Let me say something about the Minister for 
Police, because it is harsh. I have said this before about her. She is very likely a wonderful wife; she is at home 
on leave looking after an ailing husband, and I wish her and her husband well in that regard. She is a good 
mother, with her children at the local Catholic primary school, and I applaud her for her mothering and child 
rearing. However, as the police minister, she unquestionably is the worst Minister for Police in Western 
Australia’s history. I have seen a lot of police ministers over my 40 years. I have gone through this before. We 
have seen this before with the anti-association laws, when I asked why they had not been introduced. She misled 
the house by saying that the government was waiting upon a High Court case. Asked which case this was, she 
was unable to answer, because her statement was untrue. The baton was passed to the Minister for Police, who is 
not in the chamber today to listen to me, because she is at home on sick leave, and the government has brought 
on this legislation in her absence and in the absence of the Premier—the only two people who have sought, on 
a completely dishonest basis, to attack an independent judiciary. That is a very serious thing to do, because the 
independence of our judiciary is a cornerstone of our constitutional arrangements. I thought that the Liberal Party 
was a conservative party. All of my life, when I have observed the Liberal Party, back to the days of 
Sir David Brand, Sir Charles Court and Richard Court, all these conservative Premiers sought to build the 
community’s confidence in the civil systems that give order in our community. They sought to engender 
confidence in the judiciary and the police.  
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders.  
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