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MISUSE OF DRUGS AMENDMENT (SEARCH POWERS) BILL 2016 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
MR P.C. TINLEY (Willagee) [11.57 am]: I rise to make a contribution to the Misuse of Drugs Amendment 
(Search Powers) Bill 2016. In doing so, I should inform the house that I am not the lead speaker on this bill. 
I want to contribute, not necessarily on the detail related to the actual amendment of search powers, although 
I will comment in due course on a couple of issues about that. I want to start with the broad sweeping issues. 
Nothing highlights the problem of drugs more than the minister’s second reading speech in which she outlines 
some pretty difficult numbers for this community to understand or take in. The numbers themselves bear 
repeating now in my contribution. She said — 

The amount of methylamphetamine seized in Western Australia is increasing significantly, year by 
year. In the 2013–14 financial year, 122.7 kilograms of methylamphetamine was seized. In the 2014–15 
financial year, this increased to 276.2 kilograms and in the half-year to December 2015, 418 kilograms 
of methylamphetamine was seized. 

Those numbers are a cause for great concern. The location or orientation of the supply chain is more important, 
though, for the various local members who have a greater than normal representation of clandestine meth labs. 
According to the minister’s own speech, they were misplaced in their thinking. She cited the Australian Federal 
Police seizures of 193 kilograms of methylamphetamine that were destined for the Western Australian market. 
The dominant percentage of the total kilograms seized was not domestically produced. According to the 
Australian Crime Commission, the supply chain for methamphetamine originates from overseas. It is clear why 
that is the case. As the member for Cannington highlighted in his contribution, when we talk about the value of 
the trade as being some $3 billion, that would catch the attention of any organised crime groups that were 
looking to find new opportunities for their dealings in drugs. In the domestic supply chain, we also tend to look 
at and focus on bikie gangs as being the cause of any organised production and distribution of this illicit drug 
and other drugs. However, in fact—although I am sure they are not outside the supply chain of this and other 
drugs—according to the statistics we have and the research that has been done, they are absolutely immaterial to 
the avalanche of ice that is hitting our community. 
As evidence of the wider Australian meth market, I refer to the “National Drug Strategy Household Survey” 
from 2013. They are the latest figures I could find; I think there may be a more recent survey, but it does not 
matter for the purpose of the debate here today. It is instructive. According to the survey, seven per cent of 
Australians aged 14 years old and above report using methamphetamine or methylamphetamine at least once in 
their lifetime and 2.1 per cent reported recent use. This remained consistent from the 2010 figures. If we call it 
one-time use, the trend appears to be unchanged. However, we need to acknowledge what has changed—the type 
of ice that Australians are using. Crystal methamphetamine, which produces more powerful physical and 
psychological reactions than the powdered form, is increasing in its prevalence. Numbers of users of the 
powdered form have decreased from 51 per cent to 29 per cent, while ice use—the crystal component—more 
than doubled from 22 per cent to 50 per cent. Between 2010 and 2013, there was an increase in powder and 
a decrease in crystal use because of its potency. Although I cannot quote the figures of subsequent surveys and 
subsequent research from the ACC, it reliably confirms the trend and a deepening use of ice, as opposed to the 
powdered form, through into at least 2015.  
Findings from the National Drug and Alcohol Research Centre in 2014 support the conclusions that I have 
outlined. The increased levels of addiction, dependence, potence and potential for ice as the purest form of the 
drug are also evident. A great proportion—25 per cent—of regular ice users use it at least weekly. This is a much 
higher rate than the 2.2 per cent of regular powder users. Use is spreading and it is deepening. Increased demand 
for the higher purity of ice results in Australia’s users, in particular, being prepared to pay a premium price for 
the more potent form of the drug.  
I turn to concerns regarding the Australian price per kilo. Unfortunately, we talk about this as though it is 
a commodity, and I would not ever want to make light of it at all. I do not want to in any way diminish the evil 
that is resident in this particular drug, ice, over all other drugs—illicit or even prescribed drugs. However, 
unfortunately, we have come to treat drug enforcement as either a war on the drug or some sort of market that 
needs market intervention by a government; we keep talking about supply chains—me included—framed 
markets, and market operators. By our language, we are starting to legitimise the evil that is pervading our 
community. I understand it because I use the same language. It allows us, in some way, to get our heads around 
the nature of this on a supply or demand side. The argument for the war on drugs, in particular, keeps mentioning 
the interruption or disruption of supply or reduction in demand. Often, the remedies that are cited are clunky at 
best, imprecise, and unsustainable over a long period. The war on drugs in the United States has raged since it 
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was declared by Ronald Reagan in his first presidential term, and it has not changed drug use in the United States 
one iota. We need to be very cautious when we look for remedies to the supply and demand sides or in framing 
this drug market in those simplistic, binary terms. It is a much more complex and socially perverse situation that 
leaves not many families untouched. I think that each and every member in this chamber would have either 
a firsthand or, at best, second-hand connection to somebody with a drug problem or who has been touched by 
a drug problem. For anybody who has children in their teen years or higher, the idea of them coming in contact 
with drug culture or drugs themselves is very present in the front of their mind every time we talk about 
parenting and children’s social engagements and their circles of friends. 

Many parents turn a blind eye and say that their child is a good child and therefore, by extension, they would not 
get involved in drugs. I can tell members from personal experience that that is just not true. Like I said, many 
members in this chamber would have had some sort of experience with close family members who have been 
involved, in some form or another, with illicit drugs. Therein lies the best opportunity for us to understand what 
remedies would create a better culture—a safer culture—for our kids or people who will graduate into very hard 
drug users and all the multipliers of antisocial behaviour around petty crime and/or serious crime that eventually 
evolve. We often talk about gateway drugs and the idea that if a person is a cannabis user, they will graduate to 
become an ice user; that is just not true. The gateway component is the gateway culture. If people get involved in 
drugs at any level, they will associate with people who are criminals at some point in the supply chain. That will 
start to normalise their own behaviour and create the sense of a legitimate course of action that says it is okay—
in this normalised environment—to undertake, initially, some sort of petty criminal activity to feed their habit. 
The ideas of drugs being a gateway are false. The culture creates the gateway and that is what we need to attend 
to. 

We all know from the experience of our constituents or our own personal lives that when we come in contact 
with people who have had a drug abuse issue in their family, the person with the issue has come from a broad 
cross-section of the community. There are just as many kids from Scotch College and other private schools in 
Western Australia participating in illegal drug use as there are in any other school, public or private. It is 
a common feature among kids. As a parent, I was told by a good friend who is a drug and alcohol counsellor to 
get over the idea that my child would somehow not be exposed to and tempted by drugs. Not one parenting style, 
type of behaviour or way to raise a child will in any way inoculate a child from drugs exposure. 

When I was growing up it was a case of if—now it is a case of when. When I was a teenager, cannabis was 
prevalent. There was the odd bit around, but for a suburban boy from the outer suburbs of Fremantle, the best 
thing I could get was a king brown from the drive-through at the Leopold Hotel, which was a cheap thrill. 
Indeed, a bottle of Stone’s green ginger wine down under the cranes at the wharf with a packet of cigarettes was 
a big Saturday night. I do not say that to make light of a very serious issue. We as a community have come 
a long way. Many members of the chamber can associate with that anecdote. Cannabis was about, but it was not 
pervasive in everybody’s network. It has certainly come to the point that because of the way we have brought up 
our children—I think it is a better world, do not get me wrong—and the advent of social media, they have 
a circle of friends that is geographically breathtaking. I have four children. My two older boys have gone to 
New Year’s Eve parties in the far northern suburbs with friends they have known for a long time. From their 
association with those particular friends, they were exposed to a significant number of other people. We have 
exponentially opened up our children’s network of people, which is fantastic on face value; in fact, I would not 
change that, because it has the potential to make for a better connected community. There have been a number of 
occasions on which members from this chamber, who I had not met before coming to Parliament, have come to 
me and said that my son and their son or daughter know each other from some vicarious connection from a long 
way away. It has happened. The member for Perth is nodding, because one of her children knows one of my 
children and we did not even know it. It is that wide social network that becomes a rich fertile ground for the 
introduction and expansion of drugs. 

Yes, methamphetamine, or ice, is the very worst drug. There is plenty of evidence that refers to the addictive 
nature of ice and to the chemical reaction and changes in the brain that occur as a result of using ice over and 
above any other drug. It is a perverse issue among our children. My sons and I have had very open conversations 
about experimenting and a range of other things. Parents are mad if they do not do that; if they think they can 
keep a closed shop on this stuff and parent like we were parented, forget it. If we do not tell them as parents, they 
will find out a lot faster and a lot harder than anything we ever experienced. Again, I do not speak light of it, but 
when at any time I have talked to my children in this open way, and other kids in my constituency, no question, 
issue or subject about this stuff has been off limits. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: The point I want to make is that a public health campaign in this country that has been 
running for 40 years has created in the minds of our children the idea that tobacco smoking is the most evil thing 
that they can do. That is great; it is fantastic. We have used the stick-and-carrot approach with the stick in pricing 

 [2] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 25 August 2016] 

 p5337a-5342a 
Mr Peter Tinley; Mr John Quigley 

and advertising legislation and the carrot of a healthier life. We all remember the ads. That campaign has been 
the single biggest improvement in public health and the best public health campaign in Australia and has been 
lauded internationally. Is it not interesting that our kids think smoking tobacco is abhorrent, yet they are willing 
to put a tablet containing chemicals down their throat at a party and then throw back a Red Bull? It is a really 
interesting thing, but it is also instructive, because it tells us that when we want to describe the issue of illegal 
drug use in this community as a supply side–demand side war on drugs, we are wrong. We have tackled other 
public health issues, such as tobacco, and communicable diseases, such as sexually transmitted diseases and 
AIDS. 
Ms S.F. McGurk interjected. 
Mr P.C. TINLEY: Yes, and the seatbelt campaign. There were eight kids in my family and we grew up 
travelling in a Ford XW up the Kwinana Freeway, which only went from Canning Bridge to the city, and there 
was not a seatbelt in sight. Anyone who is over 50 would remember that. That is another example that if we want 
to change a behaviour, there are ways to do it. 
The key in this debate is how do we want to approach drugs in our community? Do we see drugs exclusively as 
a criminal activity or do we see it as a public health problem? If we keep having this simplistic discussion about 
the stick-only approach--legislation, criminalisation and demonisation followed by normalising and legitimising 
it through the language that we use about the supply side and demand side, market framing and those sorts of 
things—we will get nothing but a superficial response until eventually the fad of ice, if we can call it that, fades 
away. It is almost like an epidemic. It curves up and is very popular. Again, I do not make light of this issue, but 
I point to the fashion trend that tattoos have become. That trend will come and go. In the nursing homes of the 
future, there will be some very saggy elbows, cobwebs and hinges on elbows, when the triple chins come in, and 
I am sure that some people will regret getting those tattoos. But it is a trend—it comes and goes. I am not so sure 
that that is necessarily a relevant feature of ice per se, but it may well be. We have had a history of these sorts of 
experimentations becoming fads with an increased use of something followed by a decline. I do not think we 
should wait for the trend to find out whether ice is a fad. We cannot afford to, because too many young 
Western Australians are ruining their lives and the lives of those around them as a result of meth. 
With the tenor of my contribution, I am not suggesting for a second that the Misuse of Drugs Amendment 
(Search Powers) Bill 2016 is not part of that. But I make the point that it is a reaction; it is simply a reaction to 
allow us to continue this war on drugs. I do not have a problem with the bill. There has to be consequences for 
actions and society is entitled to a safe and secure environment. If this bill allows the community to feel a bit 
safer and, more importantly, allows law enforcement agencies to better undertake their tasks, I do not have 
a problem with the bill and I do not have a problem supporting it. 
I might want to know more about the operational aspects of it, and maybe we will come to that during the 
consideration in detail stage. The point I make is that if our only response to illicit drug use in this state is to grab 
for a legislative remedy, we are mad. If we want to consider this as a public health issue, yes, we would do 
something such as what is proposed in this bill to amend the act. But we cannot look at it in isolation. One of the 
responsibilities of the opposition is to ensure that we try as best as possible through the process to identify the 
unintended consequences or missed opportunities in legislation. That is what we are meant to do. We will come 
to that when we discuss some of the detail of how this legislation will operate, but the other aspect we need to 
look at is how this legislation, this adjustment to the laws, attends to the wider issue of policy. What is the 
government’s policy, and by extension the people of Western Australia’s endorsed policy, for attending to this 
scourge in our society? It is a societal problem. What are we doing about it? Within the limits of the minister’s 
portfolio, but certainly not without the limits of her experiences as a mother and a now experienced legislator, it 
would be good if the minister could at least make reference to the wider role of the government in creating 
a proper response to this problem through a health campaign. 
That statement raises a range of issues that are politically difficult. In the discussion around what we might do 
more broadly—rather than reactively like with legislation such as this—to assist in the reduction of drug use in 
our community, we have to start talking about harm reduction and safe places. We have to talk about the 
consequential mental health issues, family support issues, public housing issues and education issues. When we 
look at this, we realise that no shortage of consequential consideration needs to be given when we talk about the 
broader issue of illegal drug use in our community. We need to touch on every part of our community across 
every demographic and every socioeconomic group, because it pervades all of society, from the 
multimillion-dollar mansions of the western suburbs and the coastal suburbs right through to the hills and the 
regional areas. The regional centres themselves at times have been even more fiercely attacked by this drug than 
areas in the metropolitan have been. 
We need to talk about how we can assist those families who are caught up in issues with drug use. A good 
example is in my community in the state seat of Willagee as I have assisted citizens in the electorate any number 
of times to deal with a house that has been a clandestine meth lab or part of a drug distribution chain. We know 
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and see how it happens. It takes a lot of work to get the community to participate and support the law 
enforcement agencies in their intelligence collection. Tolerance is needed to endure what is always too long, as 
far as the local community is concerned, to take action against a known drug house. Understandably, when we 
dig into it, we see that the controls and responsibilities of the police service in prosecuting a watertight case 
requires that time. I have supported the police by getting neighbours of known drug houses to allow covert 
cameras to be put into their houses to assist in evidence collection for the purposes of the prosecution. The state 
has a vertical connection to public housing; it has a direct connection to, and influence over, public housing. 
People who occupy social housing are quite often the most vulnerable for a range of reasons, not least of which 
is the intergenerational transfer of dysfunction, poverty and unemployment. Public housing tenants are 
overexposed to the threats posed by drugs. What do we do? Many times I have received a request for support 
from the Department of Housing for a drug house where there is significant dysfunction among the tenants in 
that house. The first thing that we do is give them a strike, then a second strike and a third strike; it is all on 
a pathway to destruction. They will be evicted from the house, rejected by society and not helped. 

What about if when we give the first strike, the Department for Communities takes over the tenancy? What about 
other agencies having a portfolio approach to managing and assisting the family in that house to overcome the 
problem? Dare I use the now clichéd term in public housing policy, but we need the joined-up taskforce 
approach to assist in turning around those most vulnerable people in the community who occupy public housing. 
The Department for Communities had a very good program for many years, but it has, unfortunately, slashed and 
cut StrongFamilies. The StrongFamilies program, which has since been renamed, was a multidisciplinary 
approach to assisting families, first, to function better and, second, to overcome the particular hurdles common to 
each and every one of them, not least of which is education and employment. We cannot continue to talk about 
drugs in our community and rely solely on the reactive nature of laws. Let us face it: when a uniform turns up at 
someone’s house or searches their vehicle, as this bill refers to, and the uniform is carrying a gun and a warrant 
and a reasonable suspicion, it is game over. They are on a very short road to the end because they will simply 
end up going down a reactive path. It is not a criticism of the police force or any of the other law enforcement 
agencies involved. They are society’s gatekeepers. We need to support them. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler) [12.27 pm]: I had the opportunity to attend a briefing on this matter and speak 
with the superintendent from the organised crime squad who came over to brief us on the purpose of this 
legislation, the Misuse of Drugs Amendment (Search Powers) Bill 2016, and what is driving it. That 
superintendent runs the various methamphetamine teams to try to suppress the distribution of the drug. In short, 
the superintendent explained to us how there are several transit routes into the metropolitan area for this drug and 
that the purpose of the legislation is to try to make it easier to detect the drug in transit, and we unequivocally 
support that. 

But we are in a crisis and the government recognises that. The community recognises that we are in a crisis with 
this drug. I have known the officer who came to brief us for over 25 years. In my legal practice I was quite close 
to Superintendent Pryce Scanlan for a number of years and got to know him well and I repose the highest level 
of trust in him. I had a very frank conversation with him during the briefing. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: He is a very good man.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Yes. I had a hand in saving his reputation because drug syndicates then levelled all these 
insidious accusations that we were able to expose for what they were. 

Leaving that aside and returning to the subject at hand, as we all know and as Superintendent Scanlan said, this 
drug is quite unlike any other illicit drug on the market, certainly unlike cannabis, even unlike heroin, in the 
speed with which it can heavily addict a user. Why is that? I saw a wonderful show on television; it had nothing 
to do with drugs, it was to do with poker machines. It was called Ka-Ching! Pokie Nation, and it dealt with 
Aristocrat, an Australian company that produces most poker machines. They had done psychological 
experiments on how to induce dopamine release from the pleasure centre of the brain. Psychologists had worked 
out that keeping a subject in a state of some mild anxiety and then rewarding them with pleasure on an 
unexpected basis, keeping them in a state of anxiety with an occasional reward, flooded the brain with dopamine. 
They designed the wheels of the poker machines so that that effect would be induced; that is, to keep them in 
a state of anxiety with an occasional reward. These poor people who were feeding these beasts were not trying to 
win money. Looking at their own life, they knew they were losing a heap of money. Many of them were women, 
a lot of them men. I am talking about people who gamble at 10 o’clock in the morning. As soon as these isolated 
people got in front of the machine, scientists could prove there was a dopamine release and the warm pleasure of 
satisfaction they got, despite the fact that their purse was being drained. It went beyond logic. The other area in 
which this happens with regularity is with methamphetamine, because methamphetamine immediately releases 
a flood of pleasure hormone into the brain and it is so terrific that the subject wants go back and do it again. 
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What follows after that, of course, is the downer, because the brain is then screaming for more of it and the only 
way to satisfy it is to give it more dopamine; give it more methamphetamine. 

This was different from heroin, of course. With heroin, they took the opioid and all of their anxieties were 
calmed, but they went to sleep. After the early rush, they got what we used to call in court “the nods”, because 
people were just nodding off on an opiate. After mass one day at Our Lady of Grace, I saw former Chief Judge 
of the District Court, Antoinette Kennedy. I asked her, “How are you going, Antoinette? How are the courts?” 
She said, “It has all changed since you were in court, John.” I asked her why, and she said, “We now have got 
amphetamine.” I came into this place in 2001, and as Superintendent Pryce Scanlan says, in the last 10 years this 
has exploded. She said, “You remember when you used to come to court with all those heroin traffickers—they 
would be in the dock and we would have a hard time keeping them awake? They would be nodding off and 
I would be turning to the accused in the dock and asking if he is understanding what I am saying.” Their 
supporters in the gallery would all be nodding off, too. Bearing in mind she has been retired for five years, she 
said, “They come in here on amphetamines, frothing at the mouth, with security guards required to keep them 
calm in the dock and security guards at the back of the court having to keep an eye on all the wound-up 
supporters.” 
It is just a dreadful drug in that regard. But it is because of this huge injection, this huge release of dopamine that 
these subjects find themselves so attracted to the drug and so quickly addicted. Look at the tragic situation of 
Phil Walsh, the coach of the Adelaide Crows whose son was addicted to methamphetamine. Phil Walsh 
apparently did things to try to control his son, who is now standing trial for the murder of his father during 
a methamphetamine-induced psychosis. I note in the media that the Director of Public Prosecutions in South 
Australia accepted that at the time of Phillip Walsh’s murder, his son, Cy, was not mentally capable of 
distinguishing right or wrong because of the methamphetamine he had ingested and they will accept a plea of not 
guilty on the grounds of mental incapacity. 
The devastation this drug is wreaking on our community is huge. It has been coming for a long while—as 
Superintendent Scanlan said, for over 10 years. The other thing Superintendent Scanlan said is that they are 
getting fewer clandestine laboratories in Western Australia now. There is a fall-off in the clandestine 
laboratories. In the paper we used to regularly see that houses had blown up. Mr Acting Speaker 
(Mr I.M. Britza), you may have noticed over the last couple of years that there are fewer houses with chemicals 
in them blowing their top, but there is more methamphetamine in the community. Superintendent Scanlan said 
that because the cost of production in Asia is so cheap, it is much more profitable for the distributors to buy their 
product from overseas. On page 40 of the Australian Crime Commission’s 2015 report—remember, that is 
headed by the very able Commissioner Chris Dawson, the former Deputy Commissioner of Police in 
Western Australia—it states — 

This increase in border detections does not appear to have coincided with a decrease in domestic 
production, as there are still significant precursor chemical and clandestine laboratory detections 
occurring. For example, 10 people were arrested and 1.9 tonnes of a mixture of vanilla powder and the 
methylamphetamine precursor pseudoephedrine were seized during an 18-month joint agency 
investigation that concluded in October 2013. 

That is 1.9 tonnes, and the remarkable thing, as the report shows, is that the wholesale price of 
methamphetamine appeared to drop from about $310 000 per kilo down to somewhere around $200 000 a kilo; 
there had been a 30 per cent reduction in price. What does this tell us? It tells us that despite the enormous efforts 
at interdiction, which this bill will enhance, the wholesale price of the drug is falling. On television we see 
Border Protection cracking open some container that has vases in it. They crack open a vase and show us how 
much methamphetamine each vase contains and we look at the 40-foot container and think, “Wow”. They 
explain to us that there is half a tonne of methamphetamine in this container alone—and still the price falls. This 
tells us that there is more and more coming in. It is an economy—a supply and demand economy. With these 
interdictions, if the price is falling, it means they are only getting a relatively minor amount. If it is not a minor 
amount, not the bulk of it, there is way more than they are seizing coming through, because the wholesale price 
is falling. What evidence do we see to corroborate that? More and more people in our community are getting 
addicted to it. Both of those things evidence the fact that interdiction alone is insufficient. The real economic 
effort against this drug has all been aimed at interdiction. I do not stand here to advocate a tailing-off of that 
interdiction. I do not stand here to advocate that we should reduce that effort in any way. When we are dealing 
with a supply and demand economy worth billions of dollars, which the trade in methamphetamine is, all our 
effort is going into stemming supply, not reducing demand. We are spending billions on interdiction. The 
Americans spend even more billions on interdiction; they are trying to stop it coming across the border from 
Mexico or in submarines and ships up the east coast. That has not reduced the demand for the drug. Having said 
that, the methamphetamine problem is not the same in the United States as it is here. I have been following this 
closely on The New York Times crime reporting pages. Over there, the biggest demand is for heroin because of 
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the cheap production of heroin in Mexico and it having the poorest border protection. It costs $5 for a hit of 
heroin. There appears to be a huge demand for heroin, which we do not have with the advent of 
methamphetamine. For the first time in history in the United States, the death rate for middle-aged whites aged 
between 35 and 50 years is climbing. The death rate for black Americans is falling because white middle-class 
Americans are so far into addictive substances. The New York Times reports that the steep rise in middle-class 
whites dying whilst the black African death rate is falling is attributable to drugs. At a time when medical 
science is such that we all expect a bit of a longer life to look after illness, the drug overdoses in America are 
starting to fell a generation of people. It is the first time in America’s history that that has happened.  

Returning to our own problem, I only cited the American example as their interdictions also failed to be the sole 
response, if we like, to illicit drug use. We know that in her current campaign, former Secretary of State Clinton 
is saying that there will have to be massive reform of the criminal justice system. If someone in America has two 
or three strikes, they are in for life. We know that their prison system is just groaning. I read a paper—I do not 
have it with me at the moment—to this chamber before in which the Speaker of the Congress, Paul Ryan, the 
Republican Speaker and Trump supporter, so not a left-winger, said in March 2016 during this presidential 
campaign, during the primary season, “I’m now a late convert to the proposition that mass incarceration has to 
be abandoned. It’s not working. It’s working to get rid of our crime rates. We’re locking up all these drug people 
for life and there are more of them coming and we can’t sustain it as a society.” Of all the places in the world—
actually, I do not know; it could be a dead heat with Florida—they execute more people in the western world in 
Texas than anywhere, and they are closing prisons. They have closed five big prisons in Texas because they 
realise that pouring that money into that part of the anti-crime effort is not having the response or the effect 
on the street that they wanted. They just built another prison. I know that you have been over there, 
Mr Acting Speaker (Mr I.M. Britza), and you could bear witness to this.  
In Western Australia, we are increasing the effort of interdiction by this bill that is now before the chamber. It 
will allow the Commissioner of Police to declare certain transit routes and conduct searches of vehicles. We 
support that. It was explained to us by Superintendent Pryce Scanlan. For example, he has had situations in 
which vehicle trailers have been cut apart, a false floor has been built into them, they are packed with ice or 
methamphetamine and then carefully welded back together and resprayed so that the average police officer, who 
made a traffic stop outside of Hedland or wherever and looked at that trailer, would be none the wiser to the fact 
that he is looking at a trailer smuggling tens of thousands of dollars’ worth of methamphetamine. We support 
this legislation, at the same time noticing that it is just another method of interdiction.  
What other things could happen? On the interdiction side, during the briefing, I asked Superintendent Pryce Scanlan 
about the bikies. He said that as far as he can tell, the outlaw motorcycle gangs have gone out of 
methamphetamine production a bit and become the customers of the Chinese because it is easier to buy the drug 
that is being imported into Australia than to manufacture it here. In his view, the bikies are now very big 
distributors of methamphetamine. They have moved from the production side of it, which is a bit messy and 
carries more risk, to wholesale distributors and very big clients of the Chinese. They are not the only clients, 
however, because there are other criminal gangs. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I notice that when that Calabrian lawyer in Victoria was executed outside his ice-creamery, 
they did a bit of a profile on him. He acted for a lot of Calabrians. They said, “If you want to go and look at the 
biggest amphetamine distributors in Australia, you cannot go past Ndrangheta—the Calabrian underworld.” 
People talk about the mafia, but it is the Ndrangheta. I have a bit of experience with Ndrangheta because I was 
briefed by the WA Police Union to represent the family of the late Detective Sergeant Geoffrey Bowen who had 
been assassinated by Ndrangheta at the National Crime Authority building in Adelaide some years ago. 
Members might recall that. They sent him a parcel bomb and cut him in half. I never knew about Ndrangheta 
before that. They are insidious and right through all parts of the Australian community. We hardly hear their 
name spoken. We would not know who is in it because they are very, very subterranean. While the media talks 
about the mafia, it is the Calabrians. I saw a show that was saying how the Ndrangheta are huge purveyors of this 
particular drug because of their very tight criminal network.  
Where is this all going in my speech? It is going to what I believe is a failure of the government on the 
interdiction side. I will come to a supply side in a moment. The government failed on the interdiction back in 
2010 when a previous Attorney General, Christian Porter, said that he was going to introduce anti-association 
laws that would not just target bikies but any serious criminal organisation and would break them up. He would 
have them declared serious criminal organisations and then get control orders against members. He challenged 
Labor and he challenged me as the shadow Attorney General, in particular, because I had been a defence lawyer. 
The Acting Speaker would remember this. Mr Porter said, “Where do you stand on this? Are you going to vote 
for these anti-association laws so we can break up these gangs or not?” We said that because of the extraordinary 
circumstances that this community found itself in we would support the then Attorney General—and we did 
support the government. We voted for those laws. It took just a little while to pass through Parliament because 
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they were very complex laws and needed careful scrutiny to ensure that all the checks and balances were in 
place, but we voted for them in 2011. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 5355.] 
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