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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTIONS 

Statement 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [9.45 pm]: I would like to make 
a few comments with regard to the quality of answers to questions we have been receiving on this side of the 
chamber, and we will be having a bit to say about this during the week. In particular, last Wednesday I asked 
a question of the Minister for Health through Hon Alanna Clohesy. I asked two questions and, to her credit, she 
said she was not happy with the quality of the response of the second and that she would seek some clarification. 
I give her credit. The first question I asked was about the thermostatic mixing valves at the Perth Children’s 
Hospital. This is a significant issue in the community and it is absolutely appropriate the opposition asks these 
questions. The response I received from Hon Alanna Clohesy in her representative capacity was as follows — 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1)–(3) I am informed that a question similar to this was asked today in the other place. I refer the 
member to the Legislative Assembly Hansard. 

Of course, that was totally and absolutely inappropriate. A question from the other place should not be answered 
like that. Madam President, as you know, you gave a direction with regard to the response and I got a response the 
following day. That was one of two questions asked that day. Just to remind members again, Hon Alanna Clohesy 
said that the answer to the second question was not satisfactory. I have to say that I would have assumed it would 
have been a very similar response, but having said that, that was unacceptable. So, I was very surprised to read the 
comments made just a short time later in the other place by the health minister. His comments were — 

In relation to the information around the thermostatic mixers, the report states that the brass bodies are 
made from dezincification-resistant brass. As I confirmed for Hon Peter Collier earlier today, the 
thermostatic mixing valves are indeed manufactured in Sweden, but the assembly boxes are put together 
in both the eastern states and locally. 

He did not give me that information. He stated in the other place, on the same day that he gave me the response to 
the question, that I should look at Hansard and that he had already given me information, yet he had not. There is 
some disconnect with the minister, his responses and his department. As I said, this flippant disregard for the 
Parliament, and particularly the Legislative Council, is galling. It is really getting to me, it is getting to members 
on this side of the chamber and it just cannot continue. 

I have another example. I have asked a number of questions about the double dipping of ministers with cars. Every 
time I ask this question, I get this scoffing from the other side of the chamber—“As if it means anything.” It does 
mean something, members. It is very symbolic. As I have said, $1 000 over four months is $4 000. That is what 
the government is giving to public servants across the state over four years. I have said that over and over again. 
So it really irritates me when I just get this rolling of the eyes and scoffing, particularly from ministers, that I dare 
ask this trivial question about whether or not ministers are double dipping. Madam President, as you would know, 
I have asked about half a dozen questions on this issue. I have gone from pillar to post from the executive, and 
these are the Labor backbenchers’ executives—they are their representatives and their government. In one of those 
questions I asked I was given the following response — 

I am advised that there is not enough time to provide the answer and I request that the member put the 
question on notice. 

That answer was from the Premier. I put the question on notice and do members know what the response from the 
Premier was? 

Information regarding allowances of Members of Parliament is a matter for the Parliament, and I request 
that the member direct the question to the presiding officers. 

Why did he not give me that response in the original answer? Again, we are getting total disregard for the 
Parliament. The government is saying, “Why bother? Why put up with this trivia?” Hon Michael Mischin asked 
a question yesterday about why we did not get notification of the extension of Burns Beach Road to Hester Avenue. 
I get notification from one or two ministers. I am not sure whether Hon Sue Ellery is going to schools in the north 
metro area; I do not get any notification for that. Anyway, Hon Michael Mischin had the hide to ask a question 
about the protocols of the executive. Hon Sue Ellery stood up, and before she responded she said — 

I encourage the member to keep tapping the big issues. 

Again we see this flippant disregard and contempt for members on this side, showing that the demise has already 
started. 
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Several members interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Here we go again! 

This brings me to the issue of regional services reform. I have brought this up on many occasions, and I intend to 
keep on bringing it up. The Minister for Regional Development can cover her eyes but, as I said, my issue is not 
with — 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: I am doing this in absolute disbelief. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I have woken her up. 

My issue is not with what she said. As I said, I do not care what she believes. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Yes, you do. You’ve been weeping about it in Parliament every day. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I do care about Aboriginal people. The minister brings out this stuff about me not caring 
about Aboriginal people. I am proud of what we did for Aboriginal people. I am proud of the five workforce 
development centres we spread throughout the length and breadth of this state. I am proud of the 37 Aboriginal 
kindergartens that we established throughout this state. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No, I am not taking interjections. Madam President, I have got the call. 

I am proud of the cultural standards framework within our schools now, and I am very proud of the regional 
services reform. The issue, again, is not what the minister said—I do not care. Believe it or not, and I will say once 
again: I do not care what she said. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: You bring in a petition signed by Aboriginal people that says you weren’t a waste of 
space. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Listen to what I am saying, Hon Alannah MacTiernan. What I care about is that what 
this member said was wrong. As on the other three examples I was given today, she was wrong, and not once has 
she come in here and corrected the record. It is a contempt for the Parliament—an absolute contempt for the 
Parliament. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: She can keep on doing this. It is the contempt for the Parliament that bothers me—this 
flippant disregard. On one occasion when I was leader on the other side of the chamber, there was an issue when 
I gave an incorrect response to a question. Immediately I found out that I had given that inaccurate response—it 
was in a representative capacity—I stood on my feet, corrected the record and apologised to the chamber. That is 
called the convention. On the other side, they do not sweat the small stuff. They think this is the small stuff, and 
they honestly do not care. But the demise of the Parliament, I say to the government backbench, commences right 
here in this place. Think about the two last Labor administrations. Do not take this from what is on the front bench 
now. That is where it started. It started in the Parliament, where members opposite did not give a damn about what 
went on in the Parliament; they did not care about the opposition. The Leader of the House said herself — 

Wouldn’t it be in everyone’s interests, with such a massive majority elected in the Legislative Assembly, 
to ensure that we could deliver on our election commitments and the policies that we took to the election 
and ensure that we could pursue our agenda? 

She said that when the government tried to compromise the role of the President. This is the same leader who 
cancels pairs when she wants to. Again, she abuses the privileges and the conventions of the chamber. All I am 
saying is that this litany of issues keeps on going along, while the executive is sitting there showing complete 
contempt — 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Leader of the House, one person is on their feet, and it is not you. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: What we have here is complete contempt for the Parliament. I am not going to keep 
quiet on this, and no-one else on this side is going to keep quiet on this. We hold this Parliament in complete 
respect, unlike members opposite. They have been in government for less than six months, and they are showing 
complete disregard and contempt for the Parliament. When I was the Leader of the House, never once did we abuse 
the privilege, never once did we bulldoze legislation through and never once did we cancel pairs. We never abused 
the privilege. We had a massive majority on that side of the chamber and a massive majority in the other place. 
I remember we sat here for 24 hours on two occasions while these guys tried to stare us down, and we refused to 
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acquiesce. I am saying that we have respect for this chamber, unlike members opposite. To the backbench over 
there—don’t take it, guys. If those members take a look at the questions that they are getting, they will see that 
they are not taken seriously. They are members of the Labor Party and their leaders are providing this leadership 
to them. If those members have respect for their leaders, so be it—that is fine—but I tell them that respect for the 
Parliament is much more significant. Do not abuse it. 
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