
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 27 November 2008] 

 p631b-640a 
Mr John Quigley; Acting Speaker; Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Dr Kim Hames 

 [1] 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 

Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [11.44 am]: In my Address-in-Reply speech I wish to touch on law and order 
and justice issues particular to my electorate but also of relevance to the whole state of Western Australia. There 
has been some publicity of recent times concerning a confrontation between me and certain corrupt police 
officers. The Premier laughed. Of course, the Premier understands that my family was a victim of attack. The 
Premier understands that my family was a victim of crime, and I was a victim of that crime as a result of my 
performance as a parliamentarian. Whilst I have been ragged a bit — 

Mr M.J. Cowper interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Could that copper from Australind just bail out of this argument for a while. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: What evidence? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That copper from Australind is going off again—lazy man. I was under attack. That former 
policeman from Australind has never said one thing about me being a victim of crime, and has not spoken out 
against the criminals — 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Order, member for Mindarie! I ask the member to refer to other 
members in the house by their seat, in accordance with the standing orders. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The member for Murray, being a former policeman, has not expressed — 

Point of Order 

Mr M.J. COWPER: My point of order is that my title is member for Murray-Wellington. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The member for Murray-Wellington, that former policeman, has never spoken one word of 
criticism against the criminals who attacked my family home. All he has done is come into this chamber and rag 
me. That is all he has done. He is as useless in here as he was in Australind. 

Following this attack, I was very privileged to receive—I am very grateful for this—communications from the 
Commissioner of Police over the past week and from the president of the Western Australian Police Union. One 
of the concerns in my electorate, as the member for Wanneroo knows, was the review by the police service of 
the Two Rocks Police Station. As I have said on a previous occasion, the member for Wanneroo was present at a 
public meeting in Two Rocks when this issue was raised and the concerns were raised. Since that time, it is to 
the Commissioner of Police’s lasting credit that he personally travelled to Two Rocks and, after looking at Two 
Rocks and Yanchep, paid me the courtesy of a visit at my electorate office to personally reassure me of his 
commitment to maintain a police station in the Yanchep-Two Rocks locality. It was a very cordial meeting, and 
a range of matters were discussed. I have also received a number of phone calls from the president of the Police 
Union over the confrontation I have had with corrupt elements within the police service. They have been very, 
very fruitful discussions. They asked me why I said there were corrupt elements in the police service, and I said, 
“Well, I can prove it by documents.” I took them, as I will take the chamber, to a document, being a report 
written about me and carried in “InsideCover” on 18 October 2006. I will read it. The corrupt officer, who was a 
gutless corrupt officer because he would not put his name in the newspaper—he went by the pseudonym of 
Doyle—was criticising the Corruption and Crime Commission, and in the process said that there is no way that 
the police would trust the CCC, but he went on to say — 

Doyle claims that two years ago police handed the CCC a file about a serving member of Parliament. It 
is alleged that the pollie made threats to a third party. 

“When the file was handed to the CCC, it was at the stage where all that was required was a few people 
to be interviewed, a few facts firmed up — 

Whatever that means — 

and a politician interviewed and charged,” …  

We know at the time that this corrupt police officer was speaking to The West Australian, the police had already 
been informed on two separate occasions by none less than the Director of Public Prosecutions of Western 
Australia that there was no charge to lay. I am sure that the member for Murray-Wellington would agree with me 
when I say that this was a blatant act of corruption practised against a member of Parliament by a serving police 
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officer. The serving police officer would have had to be one of about five officers who were involved in the 
corrupt investigation of me on the false allegation that I had committed some offence. As I said, the police had 
already been told by the DPP that there was no offence to prosecute.  

Some police want to drag the state of Western Australia into a police state where police can go to the newspaper 
or any other media outlet and convict anyone that they cannot convict in a court, and destroy their life. This 
incident did great damage to me and to my family, including my late father, who had to read about it in the paper 
in 1991. He freaked out that his son was about to be charged. I assured him that there was no offence and another 
corrupt copper was using the media, as they do in a totalitarian society, to destroy people without any evidence. 
Another case of that happening involved Andrew Mallard, who was a vulnerable mental patient when the police 
found him in a mental hospital. The police went on TV and announced that they had got the murderer. We all 
know now that the person who led that investigation, Caporn, on the finding of the CCC, had nothing or very 
little and had altered the evidence. He went to witnesses and had them alter their statements, went to the forensic 
laboratories of Western Australia and had them alter a forensic report and had what is described in this document 
as “a few facts firmed up”. That is what the police were doing in the Mallard case and what they were going to 
do to me. They wanted to firm up a few facts, for which we should read “build a false case”. I have given this 
document to the Commissioner of Police and to the investigating officers. Actually, I did not hand it to 
Dr O’Callaghan when he came to my office last Friday; I referred him to it. I had given copies to the 
investigating officers and said, “If you want to find out who put the words ‘child molester’ on my front wall, it 
was not someone just walking down West Coast Drive, because they went to another street, found my boat and 
put the same defamatory words on that. It would have to be someone who had access to numberplates and 
registration details to know who owned that boat; that corrupt no-good copper Doyle or his mates.”  

I have the privilege of standing in this place and exercising privilege on behalf of the community. There is a 
wider issue here. A corrupt rogue element exists within the Western Australia Police force. That is beyond 
doubt. I have shown members the documents. It was an act of blatant corruption. If it was practised against 
anyone in this chamber, no matter where they sat in relation to the Speaker, I would be just as livid. I am glad it 
happened to me because at least I have the wherewithal to stand up to the police. As I said to these corrupt 
coppers on TV, I am no lay-down Sally. We learnt at Aquinas to row out the full 2 000 metres. I am not going to 
cave in from all this.  

I will now turn to more hapless people who have been the victims of this rogue element within the police force 
that is now trying its best to pull us into a state in Western Australia where the police rule that allegation equals 
conviction and destruction of families. I noticed in media reports last night and today that Lance is no longer the 
principal suspect in the macro investigation. How could this be?  

Mr J.E. McGrath: It should never have happened that they named suspects without any proper … 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I agree. It presents a big challenge to this government. There is a reef of corruption within 
the police force. Not all police are corrupt. I have publicly apologised. In my anger after my house was defaced, 
I used language that was too wide and criticised all police. Of course I do not feel that way about all police. I 
have a lot of friends who are police and who are supporting me at the moment. They are ringing me and offering 
me support against the corrupt element that exists within their own service.  

I will take the example of Lance, the man mentioned in the macro case. I spoke to Lance’s father moments 
before standing to speak in this place. I was given his telephone number by Channel Nine. I did not want to come 
into this chamber relying on a media organisation for the facts before making a speech in this Parliament. 
Lance’s father told me that the police assured the father that they did not suspect the son of murder, the major 
crime attended upon him recently. It is no coincidence that the principal investigating officer of that case is the 
person who locked up Mallard—Caporn. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): I take this opportunity to remind the member for Mindarie that 
while he is obviously protected under parliamentary privilege, I just want to caution him of the consequences of 
naming people in this Parliament when they are not able to come back here and defend themselves. I am not 
stopping the member; I am just reminding him. 

Mr C.C. Porter: Member, just with respect to the Claremont serial killer suspect, was it not the case that the 
publication of that occurred via a media outlet rather than by the police? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: In 1998-99 that peanut Falconer, that little turnip from Victoria, who had been given the 
job as Commissioner of Police, together with Caporn said, “He’s the man.” 

I will continue if I may. The police absolutely convicted Lance in the pages of The West Australian. A decade 
later it has come out that the police do not believe he is the prime suspect. They advanced that finding on the 
basis that Lance had failed a lie detector test. They kept from the media and from the press benches the fact that 
12 other persons of interest had failed the lie detector test as well because that did not suit their story against 
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Lance. It is absolutely shameful. The police had all of Perth believing that Lance was the murderer. They 
destroyed his life just as they destroyed Mallard’s life. It is no coincidence that after locking up Mallard within 
two weeks of the death of Mrs Lawrence, Caporn was considered the whiz-kid. They sacked a real copper from 
macro, Detective Sergeant Paul Ferguson, who the member for Murray-Wellington would vouchsafe is a real 
copper, and put on this impostor who said, “Lance is the man.” Because of his capacity to solve difficult murder 
cases, he rocketed up through the police force to the rank of assistant commissioner and was eventually in charge 
of terrorism laws. God help us all that a person such as that could be put in charge! He does not even have the 
confidence of the Commissioner of Police to have his contract renewed to be an assistant commissioner. That is 
foreclosing on other consequences he might face. This would never have been exposed had it not been for the 
decision of the former Attorney General to grant the petition for Mallard to let the matter be litigated before the 
court.  

The Attorney General will soon receive a petition from another person who was convicted of murder after a 
Caporn investigation. I am referring to Gary White, who was convicted of the murder of Anthony Tapley from 
DNA evidence and statements gathered by David Caporn. We read in The Sunday Times last week that a new 
DNA expert from Britain has come forward and said that the DNA results that were presented to the jury in 
White’s case, when read properly, did not even provide evidence that it was the deceased’s DNA. This was kept 
from the jury. This presents an interesting challenge for the Attorney General, to see whether he does what the 
former Attorney General did, which was to send it off to the Court of Appeal to let the Court of Appeal decide, 
or whether the current Attorney General adopts the position adopted by the last conservative Attorney General, 
Hon Peter Foss, QC, when he knocked back Mallard’s petition and said, “Back to jail for the rest of your life, 
Mallard.”  

I hope that when the White petition comes forward to the Attorney General he, having spoken to senior 
practitioners in this city, gives it due consideration, and finds that it meets with his favour and is not struck 
down. I appreciate that the current Attorney General comes to this Parliament with a high reputation for integrity 
and legal knowledge, but he is burdened somewhat by conflict because he comes from the office of the Director 
of Public Prosecutions: the same DPP, whilst he was in the employment of the office, who went down and 
opposed these appeals and opposed White’s application for leave to the High Court.  

It might be seen in some quarters, unfortunately, that if White’s petition were to be rejected by the Attorney 
General, that this might be some sort of cover-up on behalf of the office of the DPP in not wanting this matter to 
go forward to be reviewed by the Court of Appeal because it involved work colleagues of the Attorney General.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: That is an appalling claim. The member is a disgrace!  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I have not accused him of doing anything wrong, but alerting this chamber —  

Mr C.J. Barnett: The member has! Too smart, all innuendo. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): I will repeat the caution again, member for Mindarie, that while 
you are protected by privilege, some people that you may refer to may not be able to come back into this 
chamber and defend themselves. I am not stopping the member, I am just cautioning him.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I thank the Acting Speaker for not stopping me.  

Mr C.C. Porter: Does the member for Mindarie take interjections?  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am not taking interjections now, I have only got about five minutes to go. The minister 
will interject anyway.  

Those people that I am talking about are in the chamber and are able to comment. It is a challenging situation for 
the Attorney General; one that I am sure he will put his mind to. I hope that this matter is referred to the Court of 
Appeal because this conviction is of great concern to the defence bar of Western Australia, although I understand 
it is of no concern whatsoever to the office of the Director of Public Prosecutions, which has steadfastly, as it did 
in Mallard’s case, sought to hold the conviction and keep the innocent Mallard in jail. The office of the DPP, by 
its actions, managed to extend Mallard’s unfair term of imprisonment by a number of years—at least four.  

The government of the day, including the Premier and the minister, have a challenge before them. It is beyond 
reasonable doubt on the evidence—at least from what is in “InsideCover”, taken at its lowest—that there is a reef 
of corrupt officers running through the police force. That is unsurprising. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: When an officer—as lowly as he was; a detective sergeant—starts rocketing up through 
the police force on the basis of dud investigations, he does not do it by himself. He has to have a team around 
him and, as he goes forward, that team gets promoted as well. So it is unsurprising that they end up with a little 
cluster or a reef of corrupt officers around them who knew if they followed and supported Caporn, their careers 
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would elevate and they too would go up in the vortex. There is a challenge for the Commissioner of Police to 
root these corrupt friends of Caporn right out of the police force. It is going to be very hard.  

In relation to Doyle, what does the Commissioner of Police do? We know it is an attack upon a member of 
Parliament and I know that members opposite do not care because it is only me, but do not forget what they say: 
first they came for Quigley and I did not speak up, and then they came for me, Quigley, and no-one spoke up for 
me! He was speaking about the Jews at the time. This is absolutely the soft edge, where the encroaching police 
state starts to go. 

The media have a responsibility in this, too. I understand that the Attorney General has under consideration 
whistleblower legislation in the form of shield laws. I will make one point in relation to these shield laws. Staff 
from various media outlets in this city know that in principle I support shield laws. I think at times the media are 
some of the best people to ferret out information—information that public officials would like to keep from the 
public. They are very good at that, but if there were no shield laws, journalists would be exposed. In this 
particular case, Mr Morfesse wrote this article about me—there is no doubt it was about me—and the next day, 
the crime reporter Sean Cowan came to this Parliament and put to me that it was me and that they knew it was 
me. He then published an article the day after this happened. Fair enough, because if this was true and there were 
agencies, either the Director of Public Prosecutions or the Corruption and Crime Commission, corruptly 
protecting Quigley from a prosecution he deserved, then it was the right place for the paper to put it out on the 
table.  

Now The West Australian is in possession of further facts. The West Australian newspaper, its editor Mr 
Armstrong and its reporter Mr Morfesse, now know that they have been lied to by Doyle—their secret source. 
They now know that, by the time Doyle spoke to them accusing a member of Parliament of a criminal offence, 
the police themselves had been told by the DPP there had been no offence. Doyle did not tell The West 
Australian that. Doyle was intent on using The West Australian against a member of Parliament for the corrupt 
police officer’s own purposes. That is evidence of a police state. That is evidence that when a policeman can 
anonymously go to a media organisation—it could happen to any member—and tell a lie like this, that you are 
guilty of a criminal offence but no-one will prosecute you, that is evidence of a police state. Investigator, judge 
and jury—that is how Doyle casts himself.  

The West has now got a challenge before it. Is The West Australian going to protect a corrupt police officer? Is 
the family newspaper going to protect Doyle? Doyle attacked me and my family. Is The West Australian—which 
holds itself out as the family newspaper—going to protect Doyle’s identity? I can see the member for Murray-
Wellington shaking his head. The last thing he wants is The West Australian to give up the corrupt officer. The 
parliamentary secretary for police wants that corrupt officer protected. That is the state this democracy has come 
to.  

Look at the member for Murray-Wellington shaking his head, wearing his police badge on his lapel. He is not 
here as the member for Murray-Wellington; his main concern is to make sure that Doyle’s identity is never 
flushed out, that one of his mates is never brought to account. That is his concern. His concern was not that 
Rowtcliff was a corrupt officer, walking around Fremantle assisting Mallard to take drugs; his concern was that 
Rowtcliff was flushed out. That was his concern and that was his criticism of me because I flushed out a corrupt 
officer. He forgets to tell this chamber that before I did that I rang the DPP, Robert Cock, QC, and arranged a 
certificate of immunity for him. I rang Mr Michael Bowden, who was a defence solicitor at the time, before he 
was a judge, and arranged representation for him and I rang the police union to make sure the funding would 
flow through to Mr Bowden so that Mr Bowden could accompany Rowtcliff to the police royal commission and 
tell the truth. If he had told the truth and had not been corrupt, Mr Mallard would have been spared four years’ 
imprisonment. I did everything I could to look after Mr Rowtcliff in the sense of allowing him to tell the truth 
without exposing himself to prosecution; in other words, allowing the truth to come out to facilitate the release of 
a person who was 12 years into a 30-year prison term and who was not eligible for parole. He was not eligible 
for parole because he would not recant and admit the crime, and he would not go on the violent offenders 
program. Because he would not admit the crime and go on the violent offenders program, they took him to 
Graylands Hospital, put him in a straitjacket and injected him with psychotropic drugs.  

I asked Andrew when everything turned for him. He replied that it was when he was in Graylands Hospital in a 
straitjacket. He had been injected and he caught a glimpse of himself in the mirror with saliva dribbling down his 
chin and thought, “I’m going to die in here.” That was when it all changed for him. The Attorney General should 
bear this in mind when he is arranging compensation. I had dinner last night with one of Perth’s leading personal 
injury lawyers, who practises in both the Court of Appeal and the High Court. He assured me that because of the 
way the writ is pleaded, Andrew is entitled to a civil jury, which could strike the damages in this case. I will be 
very interested to see, after the trial with a civil jury, whether the average person in Perth agrees with me that 
Andrew Mallard is entitled to $10 million for the destruction of his life, and that Lance is entitled to 
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compensation for what the police have done to him and his family. They tore up his backyard, searched for DNA 
and went to the media saying that Lance was the murderer. They then went quietly to his parents in November 
2008 to say, “We’ve looked into this further and we’re satisfied as to his alibis. We think he’s a bit weird and his 
behaviour is unusual, but we’re satisfied that he’s not the murderer.” 

What has happened? We have a corrupt police officer running his own agenda, convicting people in the media 
and destroying families, and because of his success in doing this, he is promoted! They sacked Paul Ferguson. 
Does the member for Murray-Wellington know Detective Sergeant Paul Ferguson? He is a fine police officer. I 
know him, his family and all his history. He is a fine police officer, but he was sacked from the case because he 
was not advancing the case quickly enough. They wanted a quick result, and this Caporn chappie had got a quick 
result in the Mallard case, so they sooled him onto this case to sink Lance. They could not convict him in court, 
so they convicted him in the media. I do not know any more about the facts behind Mrs Rayney’s death than 
anyone else in this house. I am not any better informed, but I do know that what the police did was damnable. It 
was the same form again. They did what they did to Lance and Mallard. They announced that Mr Rayney was 
the prime and only suspect. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: I will send out 4 500 DVD copies of your speech. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Good! The member for Murray-Wellington wants to send them out, because the people he 
wants to read that speech are the coppers who were involved in defacing my home, and he wants to ginger them 
up to do it again! What word of criticism has the member for Murray-Wellington spoken against those foul 
coppers who put Andrew Mallard away for life? Not one little whisper in this chamber. What word has he 
spoken against those criminals who graffitied my house—those mongrels who painted “child molester” so that 
my wife and children would read it in the morning? What word of criticism? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Are you accusing police officers of doing that? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Absolutely! The minister has woken up—Doyle and his mates. They did not graffiti my 
wall on this occasion, they graffitied my name and reputation in The West Australian. What is the Minister for 
Police doing about it? Has he asked the Commissioner of Police what he has done to investigate the identity of 
Doyle? 

Mr M.J. Cowper: Tell us who Doyle is. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The member is the former copper; he is one of his mates. He should ask him. The Minister 
for Police should ask who this corrupt copper is. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Order! Members should be careful. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Will you take an interjection, member? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: With two minutes to go, I will take it in the bar. The member is the Minister for Police. I 
can take it in the bar, because fortunately the bar is still open. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: If you truly believe this, have the guts to go outside and repeat everything you have said in 
this chamber. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That is exactly what I was challenged to do after I made the Mallard speech. The 
Commissioner of Police challenged me to debate it on the steps of Parliament. I recently asked him whether he 
still wanted to debate the Mallard case on the steps of Parliament, and he said, “No, thanks very much.” He no 
longer wants to debate the performance of the police in the Mallard case on the steps of Parliament, but before he 
found out the truth about it, he wanted a debate. I have a lot of sympathy for the Commissioner of Police because 
he has around him a number of corrupt officers who are ill-informing and ill-advising him. That is why he ended 
up in such a puddle, standing down Caporn, bringing him back and standing him down again. He was receiving 
dud advice; they were lying to him. What did the Minister for Police do to protect a member of Parliament 
against defamation by a certain police officer? Nothing. He is a typical conservative who says, “Support the 
gendarmes at any cost, and lock up the poor.” 

Several members interjected. 

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale) [12.16 pm]: It is very hard to follow such a stellar performance. I want 
to take an opportunity that I have not had for the past eight years to talk a little about my electorate and 
particularly to raise an issue that, although it will not be presented with the full drama of the member for 
Mindarie’s speech, I nevertheless feel equally passionate about, and that is the plight of many young children in 
my electorate.  

I first take the opportunity to thank the people of Armadale for their support. I have always taken my role as 
member for Armadale very much as a sacred duty to represent the people of Armadale and to ensure that they 
get their fair share of the state’s resources. I have worked very hard to discharge that obligation. I am very 
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pleased that we have, during our seven and a half years in government, been able to reverse the past neglect of 
the lower end of the south east corridor. We have rebuilt pride and confidence in the community there, along 
with the infrastructure improvements that we have made. I sincerely hope that the projects we have put in place 
will continue to attract funding from the state government. I am sure the state government will continue with the 
Armadale Redevelopment Authority, but that will only be meaningful if the Armadale Redevelopment Authority 
receives a reasonable level of funding to enable it to undertake the projects that are necessary for the social 
transformation of the area. 

I want also to thank “Team Armadale”. The member for Collie-Preston spoke well on the issue of electorate 
officers, the work that they do for members, and how crucial they are to the success of members of Parliament. I 
have a tremendous team in Judith Lewis, Tina White and Roma Jeffrey. They have all been with me for the past 
eight years, and Roma has been a volunteer with us for more than 15 years. It is a fantastic group of electorate 
officers. Also our local Australian Labor Party branch is brilliant, led very ably by Tony Buti and Cath 
Coulthard—people who really believe in the Labor agenda and are prepared to get out and ensure that our 
message is delivered. Of course, we achieved a very good result. We have managed at each election to increase 
our margin. Even in the adverse circumstances of the last election we were able to get something of a swing to 
Labor. That was very pleasing and I thank all those people in “Team Armadale” for their contribution.  

The issues I want to raise today go fundamentally to the need for an improvement in educational outcomes in my 
electorate. In the first instance, I want to thank the previous Minister for Education and Training and the interest 
he showed in our schools and the commitments we were able to get for some of the capital upgrades that were 
needed. In light of the election commitments made by the current government there is grave concern that we will 
not get a fair and rational spread of investment in infrastructure for our schools. I think it is time we looked at a 
way of ensuring that some kind of objective process guides the investment into physical infrastructure of 
schools. In areas that are seen to be safe seats, it is sometimes very difficult for those areas to be necessarily 
given the attention they should get for those capital programs. It is a debate that we need to have. How do we 
ensure there is a proper, rational and fair allocation of that education infrastructure dollar across the state and that 
it not be directed towards achieving electoral outcomes? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I take your point, but the history of education ministers from both sides of politics has actually 
been very fair in the way it has been done.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I am not saying it is absolutely outrageous, but I do say that I do not believe that it 
is as even-handed as it should be, particularly in areas in which parents perhaps lack the mobilising capacity that 
people in more middle class areas have. They lack confidence and, indeed, even lack the knowledge of just what 
is being delivered elsewhere. Those people do not agitate with the same vigour as others because they may not 
even be aware of how badly they are doing vis-a-vis other areas, so they do not get the attention they deserve. 
Obviously, it is part of the role of the local member to drive that, but there is an inequality in the capacity of 
those communities to agitate on their own behalf. That indicates to me the importance of undertaking an analysis 
of this. I would be very interested if, indeed, the education committee would like to take up the prospect of 
looking at how we can determine a very fair process so that the infrastructure investment is actually made on 
need and not electoral advantage.  

The second issue is the fact that we have not in any serious way, at either a state or federal government level, 
come to terms with what we must do to overcome disadvantage to deal with the chronic, now becoming 
intergenerational, problems that are occurring in many communities. The science is absolutely clear on this. 
Whether we read Fiona Stanley’s book, watch the excellent program on the ABC, Life at Three, read J. Fraser 
Mustard’s work or any other neurological research, it is absolutely crystal clear that by the age of three years the 
neural architecture of a child is set. This affects the child’s capacity to learn and to integrate into society. Long-
term health studies have been undertaken. A very interesting American paediatrician was brought to WA by 
Parkerville Homes a couple of weeks ago. His view was that the setting of the neural architecture has major 
health impacts 50 years later. Incidents of type-2 diabetes, obesity, hypertension et cetera are all linked to poor 
early development. Most critically and most urgently, what is very evident—it is happening in schools in my 
electorate—children aged 4, 5 or 6, many of whom do not attend the preschool programs, do not know basic 
words. Forget not having a book read to them, they cannot even do basic preschool exercises such as following 
instructions to put their hands on their shoulders, on their heads et cetera because, although they have not been 
born with an intellectual disability, they have not acquired the basic rudiments of language. The figures are 
absolutely horrific. In some schools in my electorate, more than 50 per cent of the students require speech 
therapy. What is going on here? There will always be students who require speech therapy for a range of reasons, 
but when in some schools more than 50 per cent of students require speech therapy, we know that something is 
going wrong.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I do not think you are suggesting it, but that is not necessarily related to the school problem.  
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Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It affects the school.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: It affects learning.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I am saying this is what happens when children present at the school.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Yes; I agree.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: This is what teachers are trying to deal with.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Okay. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: As I say, there are some absolutely brilliant teachers who are extremely committed. 
Some schools in my electorate are difficult-to-staff schools. However, some teachers have stayed there for up to 
20 years and longer because they will not leave these kids. They know how critical their role is. They could go 
and teach at a school in a leafy green suburb but they do not; they want to stay and assist. There is no issue about 
whether there is lack of capacity among the teachers.  

I acknowledge that the member for Willagee, when he was education minister, and the previous education 
minister, the member for Rockingham, invested program money into our schools. Lots of new programs were 
developed such as behaviour management programs and the Getting it Right programs, but they are having very 
marginal effects on many of these children because by the time they are necessary, it is too late; by the time they 
come to school the damage has been done. The Western Australian Literacy and Numeracy Assessment results 
are showing that the increment of improvement is extremely small. An enormous effort is being made, but we 
are making it too late. The die is cast for many of these children. Notwithstanding a great resource being 
invested, it is not achieving very useful results. We know that; we keep doing studies, and we are indexing. 
People in my electorate are being indexed all the time. The Australian Early Development Index, which was a 
major index program, was undertaken based on children who actually presented at preschool at four years of age, 
so even that was a biased sample—probably positively biased—because it tested only kids who actually turned 
up at the non-compulsory year of school. They did these assessments and found that 40 per cent of the students 
in the Armadale area are developmentally vulnerable in one or more of the key areas: physical, health and 
wellbeing, social competence, emotional maturity, and language and cognitive development. The results 
indicated that 20 per cent of students were vulnerable in the language and cognitive domain area, with a number 
of suburbs in Armadale having absolutely no children assessed as performing well. This is a major social 
problem. We are allowing an intergenerational disadvantage to emerge. Whichever party is in government will 
have to try to deal with children who will be angry and underachieving. These children will grow up to become 
those who create vexation on our trains; they will be more likely to be involved in antisocial behaviour across the 
community. They will be far more likely to become welfare dependent, and then lack the skills to ensure that 
their own children have a chance to at least get to the first rung on the ladder of opportunity. All this indexing 
was done by the commonwealth government, and there will be another round of indexing soon, with more 
studies. 

The member for Nollamara spoke about the Communities for Children program. Because the results in Armadale 
indicated such a large problem, one of the centres offering this program was based in Armadale. The program 
has had some good aspects: there were some good Indigenous programs, and speech therapy was provided, 
which has been very useful. However, overall the program was bitsy. A six-week program in reading at the 
Armadale library will not deal with the sort of problems we are talking about; only the children whose parents 
understand the need for reading competence will participate. We are dealing with bigger problems than this. It is 
not that these parents are necessarily irresponsible or neglectful, or do not want to do something for their 
children; the problem is that the children are not getting what they need, whatever the reason. In some cases, 
there have been stolen generation issues, as a result of which the basic skills are not there. Many of us presume 
that these basic parenting skills are innate. I used to think that parenting skills are of a similar kind to beavers 
building dams—people are just born  knowing how to do it—but that is not the case, apparently. Obviously, 
drugs are a major issue for many families. We should not discount the impact of television, and what happens 
when children are parked in front of the television. Some people think that just because the program is Sesame 
Street or The Wiggles it will somehow be educational, but if children are not actually spoken to, they cannot 
form words. It is unbelievable to see the number of children turning up at school who do not know colours. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: There was a recognition under the Howard government that this was a problem, and 
a program was put in place. The state government also had some early years programs. However, they are not 
big enough, and they are haphazard. They are here for a short time—maybe six months—but something far more 
coherent than this is required. We do not allow hit and miss with education. Once the children are aged five, we 
provide a fantastic infrastructure for them, and we do not just leave education to haphazard grants of money. 
However, in the areas where this critical need exists, the response from both federal and state governments has 
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been inadequate to deal with the problem. In my assessment, from talking to the teachers, this problem is getting 
worse. Teachers are seeing these children more frequently. We know from the WALNA results that the impact 
of Communities for Children in the Armadale area has not really changed anything very much. 

We can do much better, and this is what I am deeply concerned about. All the authorities agree—Fiona Stanley, 
J. Fraser Mustard, and the fabulous teachers at Challis Primary School. I acknowledge the work of Lee 
Musumeci, Noel Strickland, Louise O’Donovan, and all the team at Challis, because they took the initiative 
some years ago. Even though there is no formal Department of Education and Training requirement to provide 
this service, they said that was ridiculous and decided to set up a program for children aged 0-3. It was not their 
core business, but they decided it had to be done. The member for Rockingham, when he was the minister, came 
to the school on a couple of occasions to look at the program. Hon Sue Ellery, the former Minister for Child 
Protection, also came to the school. Both of these ministers provided support for the program on an interim basis. 
My greatest sadness resulting from Labor losing the election was that we had just geared up our ministers to 
recognise that this program now had to be funded on a solid and permanent basis. I have written to the new 
Minister for Education. I know that she has been to see the schools in the electorate of the member for Alfred 
Cove, which I am sure are nowhere near as needy as those in my electorate, but I am hoping that one day I will 
get her to cross the Rubicon and come and have a look at the work that is going on at Challis Primary School. 

Dr K.D. Hames: I had a similar problem trying to get the previous minister to come to Dawesville. 

Mr M. McGowan: I only opened a new school for you. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I am sorry, members, I only have a little time, much as I like banter. 

This must be a priority issue for the government. The Minister for Police is all for building more jails and getting 
more cops, but we know that we have to deal with the problem at the beginning. We know what happens to these 
vulnerable children. We know that by the age of three they will be in a state in which they will find social and 
intellectual development very difficult. The model set up at Challis Primary School, as an initiative of these 
fantastic teachers, is to have a 0-3 program, and the parents must be involved. Part of this program must be 
teaching parents and ensuring that they can acquire the necessary parenting skills. We have managed to obtain 
assistance from both the government and the private sector to enable parents to be brought into the school and 
participate in playgroups. In those playgroups, the parents learn how to pass on language to a child—how to 
encourage a child to speak, make sounds and form words. They have other programs to bring Indigenous 
families in as groups to the school, and the school-aged children mentor the younger children in the early years 
program. This also helps those older children develop responsibilities. We know that this is what must be done, 
and that it produces results. Much better work has been done in this area in other states. Queensland has a 
number of these early childhood centres, and some spectacular work has been done in South Australia. We know 
that we must try to get these families as early as possible.  

I strongly believe in and totally support the Rudd government’s decision to break up baby bonus payments 
because of the many issues that surround it. Those of us who represent certain electorates understand the baby 
bonus and what happens to it. One way to make the baby bonus a really positive thing is to make it a requirement 
for people to attend a total of five antenatal or neonatal classes in order to receive the baby bonus. The 
government would in effect be saying, “We are rewarding you for being good parents; but to get that reward you 
must come along to a class.” Different programs will be appropriate for different people and I am sure that there 
would be — 

Dr K.D. Hames: It is a good idea. I hope you can secure it with the federal government. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Yes; I am seriously advocating that because I think it absolutely essential to make 
sure the baby bonus works positively. It will also, at the earliest opportunity, allow us to determine which parents 
may be vulnerable. Probably ninety per cent of the population will be able to manage zero to three-year olds 
without help. I am not sure if the member for Nollamara made this point or if another member made it, but many 
women now have their first babies in their mid to late thirties and the presumption is that these successful 
professional women will be able to do so with no problem. However, the need to provide assistance to these 
women is an emerging trend. Programs in place when I had my children ensured that new mothers were visited 
by a child health nurse during their first week at home with their baby. That visit not only provided another 
opportunity to give new mothers advice, but also alerted the relevant agencies about potential problems or 
vulnerabilities. It was a grave mistake to let that program decline. Ultimately, this will cost money, but the 
rewards will be there pretty quickly. We will see children performing much better at school thereby reducing the 
amount of effort that we have to put in to make the otherwise very small incremental improvements in the 
education product. In an area like Armadale the education offered to children in schools in which there is a 
substantial number of children who experience learning difficulties is compromised. It is critical that we admit to 
the seriousness of this issue and build on the work of the commonwealth and indeed, the work the state is doing 
through school testing. We have to build on the work of the Australian Early Development Index Study, identify 
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these vulnerable areas and put in place programs that are not mickey mouse in nature; that is, here one day and 
not the next. We have to consider if non-government organisations are the right organisations to deliver the 
programs. We have to consider if these programs should be located in schools even if they are delivered by an 
NGO. We need to “de-welfarise” these programs and remove all possible stigmas associated with these program 
centres. We need to ensure that a process is in place whereby we identify and encourage parents to learn or 
rebuild their parenting skills so that their children have a decent opportunity. I will endeavour to advance the 
case for these programs. I have brought everyone possible out to my electorate to visit Challis Primary School. I 
note a very excellent article by Michelle Scott, the Commissioner for Children who — 

Dr K.D. Hames: A double superlative. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Sorry, member? 

Dr K.D. Hames: “Very excellent” is a double superlative—I am sorry, my remarks were not meant for the 
Hansard record. It was — 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Language changes! I think “very excellent” is a perfectly descriptive conjunction of 
adjective and adverb and it is one that I will continue to use! That “very excellent” article—there are grades 
within excellence—demonstrates the commissioner’s profound understanding of these issues. Given how clear 
the science is, I believe that our failure to act on these matters amounts to neglect of these vulnerable children. It 
is all very well to be spending our time talking about wards of the state; it is not all about wards of the state. A 
lot of children need our help. Many parents need our help. We know that it is too late if we do not provide 
assistance until a child has started school. I am concerned that the federal government program—dubbed early 
learning centres—focuses on childcare and four-years plus children; those programs will not, in any way, shape 
or form, deal with the problems. I urge members—I am sure there are members on both sides of the house—who 
have these issues in their electorate to please get behind this cause. If we can fix these problems, Western 
Australia will go forward as a much stronger community. We will be dealing with some of those intractable 
issues such as crime, imprisonment and unemployment, for the benefit of the whole community.  

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Deputy Premier) [12.46 pm]: As my contribution to the Address-in-Reply 
debate I seek to now correct something that I said during the member for Cockburn’s grievance instead of 
making a personal explanation.  

I think it important for the people represented by the member for Cockburn that I put this on the record now 
because the information that I was given by the Department of Health was incorrect.  

During his grievance, I said that the family had been offered a $1 million settlement contract. I have since had 
the health department contact me saying, “Sorry, it wasn’t $1 million; it was actually in the order of about 
$300 000.” It is important that I correct the record. The member for Cockburn is not here, but I will let him know 
about the correction. The supposed rejection of a $1 million settlement reflects very differently on the family 
than does their rejection of a $300 000 settlement—an amount that probably would not have covered their legal 
fees let alone come close to the full amount that they were seeking. I am sure that the member for Cockburn will 
understand my response to the health department: “Thanks very much. I hope that now you will be more 
sympathetic when it comes to dealing with these people now that you have said something that might potentially 
embarrass them.” 

Mr P. Papalia: Are we feeling more sympathetic to the member for Fremantle? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Yes, I have some sympathy for the member for Fremantle as the former minister. However, it 
was an inadvertent error. The person who gave me the advice did not have proper access to the material. The 
person normally responsible for providing such advice is on holidays and the person who gave me the advice—I 
do not know where she got it—did her very best to get it for me at short notice. I think it important to take this 
opportunity to put the correction on record. 

I wish to address another grievance of mine, although the member for North West has assumed the chair and 
cannot interject to counter what I might say after my further investigations into some of the things that he said in 
the chamber.  

Several members interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: My trip to the UK? That is an excellent point given that the Minister for Police is present and 
that I have not yet had the opportunity to lobby him about a new police station in Dawesville. 

Under the former Liberal government, Hon Kevin Prince, with the support of the former member, Arthur 
Marshall, was going to put a police station in Miami. When the last government came in the block purchased for 
that was sold and the government said it would put extra police in Mandurah. They put some extra police in 
Mandurah but since then my electorate has grown considerably, particularly in the southern end, and now there 
is very strong support from the police for a new police station in the Dawesville area. The police have been 
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looking at land in that area so I hope the Minister for Police will consider the lobbying that I am doing on behalf 
of my electorate. I look with positive inclination towards the budget next year. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


