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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 1) 2004 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 2) 2004 

Second Reading - Cognate Debate 

Resumed from 12 May. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [11.18 am]:  This budget underpins the Gallop 
Labor Government as the most disastrous Administration for regional Western Australia in 25 years.  Those who 
live east of the Darling scarp, the mid west and the great southern regions will continue to be appalled by the 
most insincere State Government in decades.  This so called “V8 budget” is a busted bicycle in the bush.  In the 
regions, Western Australia’s economy is built on the endeavours of agricultural resources.  Hundreds of 
communities have been iced out by a cold and calculating Labor Administration.  

I do not intend to paint a picture of gloom because there is now major opportunity in the wind for regional WA.  
Country people know they have their chance to rid themselves of a gratuitous city-centric Labor team in an 
election that is only months away.  Make no mistake; the lights will be turned back on in the bush.  This is a 
gratuitous Labor budget.  It splurges millions on a railway to Mandurah, which sends state debt spiralling to 
$6.6 billion. 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I support the original route, but not the current one.  Does the member for Mandurah 
support the Peel deviation? 

Mr D.A. Templeman:  Yes. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Why is it not in the budget? 

Mr D.A. Templeman:  It is very important. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Why is it not in the budget?  

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The attitude of the member for Mandurah to the railway line is interesting.  I have 
another question about the railway line for the member for Mandurah.  How much is the state commitment to it 
on an annual basis? 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Let us deal with one at a time.  The member for Bunbury’s performance on the 
AvonLink is disgraceful.  The AvonLink is nine months overdue.  The member’s Administration has been so 
involved with the railway line that it cannot get the Prospector or the AvonLink going.  The Prospector was 
meant to be running in October, and the AvonLink was meant to be running in about November.  We are told that 
we may see the Prospector in this financial year, but we will not see the AvonLink in this financial year.  The 
nonsense that the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure speaks about the cost of the AvonLink is just appalling.  
A subsidy for the Mandurah railway line of $163 million a year is an issue for me.   

Mr D.A. Templeman:  How many people use the AvonLink?   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Per carriage, it will be comparable with the Mandurah train. 

Mr M.P. Whitely:  You say per carriage. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Yes, per carriage. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is very interesting how the rabbits are starting to bark!   

The SPEAKER:  Members, I am sure that the interjections are interesting for members.  However, I am sure the 
member wishes to continue his speech.  I suggest that he do so and not take interjections. 

[Interruption from the gallery.] 

The SPEAKER:  People in the gallery are not entitled to participate in any debate.  Any interruption of business 
will, unfortunately, result in the removal of people from the gallery. 

[Quorum formed.] 
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Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is gratifying to have an audience for my budget speech.  I did not think that would 
occur.  The point I want to make about the cost -  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  We have heard it four times. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Heard what four times? 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Your budget speech.  It never varies. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is interesting, coming from the failed Minister for Health, who once told me that 
the poisoned chalice of health was actually a bubbling glass of beer.  He spilt it down his shirt.  He did not do 
much good with that.  The gratifying thing about the minister is that he has vanished.  We have not seen him 
since he was dumped as Minister for Health, nor should we.   

I will get back to the question.  I will put this in context for the member for Mandurah - not to get up his nose.  I 
have a concern that the Government can spend $100 million to $163 million, depending on whose argument one 
listens to, on an annual budget to subsidise the Mandurah railway line, but it cannot do anything about regional 
airlines.  Nothing can be done about people not being able to fly to Kununurra or Newman because that is 
uncompetitive.  I believe that is a nonsense argument.  We will carry that argument into the future.  However, I 
would agree with the minister 100 per cent if he argued to me - 

[Interruption from the gallery.] 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I think you are right, Kevin - absolutely right.  We are in agreement.   

The SPEAKER:  That sort of interruption is highly disorderly.  I think those people are leaving the gallery now.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is true to say that if funds are put into public transport, they may be wasted by, say, 
an airline.  However, there is no hesitation in putting, say, $100 million - that is the minimum amount that has 
been debated in this place - into subsidising X number of people to go to Mandurah.  A strong argument is 
coming from the minister that it is wrong economically to do that to subsidise regional airlines.  Where is the 
logic?  There is not any logic. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  There is, but you are not comparing like with like. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am.  It is the cost of a person - 

Mr A.D. McRae interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Is the member suggesting that people who want to work at Argyle should take the bus 
to the Argyle mine? 

Mr A.D. McRae:  No.  I am just saying that you are not comparing public transport with public transport. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is public transport.  People are flying those routes for health reasons and a whole 
raft of other reasons.  We consider that to be public transport. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  I think the last publicly owned airline in Australia was Qantas, and that was some 15 years 
ago. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Exactly.  The Government cannot put public money into a regional airline, but it can 
put $100 million a year into a rail service to Mandurah.  Where is the logic?  The train will not run from 
Mandurah to Perth any faster than a vehicle can travel the distance.  In fact, it will be slower than a vehicle.  
There is a range of issues about that Mandurah railway line that I do not intend to go into any further. 

Mr M.P. Whitely:  Earlier you said that there would be a contribution to state debt as a result of the Mandurah 
rail line.  You just said that you support the Kenwick route.  I am mystified.  Is the Kenwick route free?   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  No.  The cost of the Kenwick route is about $1 billion, and the cost of the 
Government’s Perth to Mandurah route is about $2 billion.  There is a slight discrepancy of about $1 billion.  It 
could be even more than that.  A lot of people will miss out on activities in this State because that railway line 
will absorb a great deal of the money.  In regional Western Australia the Government is removing health 
services, education services and roads.  It is stripping activity from regional WA, and for what purpose?   
Mr R.C. Kucera:  You are doing it again.  It is the fourth time we have heard this speech. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Why does the minister not do something about it?  He sits in this place as an anti-
country person, with no interest in regional WA.  I spoke to 31 young leaders -  
Several members interjected. 
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Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I listened to the member for Wagin’s speech last night, even though he does not know 
it.  I sat in my room and listened to it.   
Mr R.C. Kucera:  He is a good member because he talks sense. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is right.   
Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr D.A. Templeman):  Order, members!  There is too much discussion in the 
Chamber. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am on the member for Albany’s side.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I say to the member for Wagin that I think there is a lot less blood on the floor of the 
National Party room than there is on the floor of the Labor Party caucus room.  I see the ambulances bowling up 
to the front door and the bandages and the mercurochrome going into the Labor Party room.  When we went to 
Albany I saw how friendly the Labor Party members were to each other as they walked the streets of Albany.  I 
am happy to have a chat with the member for Wagin any time of the week.  In fact, I pointed out to him that I did 
a bit better than he did in the football tipping this week, because it is the first time I have done so this year.  
Nevertheless, we in the National Party are friendly to each other, which cannot be said of those in the Labor 
Party.   

We are concerned about equity.  This Government has removed equity for country people.  The problem is that 
services are being taken away from country areas.  Roads are becoming unsafe because this Government does 
not care.  Hospital beds are being removed from country centres because this Government does not care.  There 
are too few police in country towns because working and living conditions in those areas are atrocious.  
Spending on schools and school maintenance is biased towards the city because this Government does not care.  
There are few job opportunities in country towns and regional centres because this Government does not care.  
Country businesses have been frozen out of the procurement process because this Government does not care.  
Local buying has broken down because this Government does not care.   
Mr P.B. Watson:  Rubbish!   
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  This Government is centralising the buying system.  The Buy Local program is now 
dead under this Government.   
Mr P.B. Watson:  That is absolute rubbish!   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Small businesses that are trying to serve agencies are being squeezed out of the 
process.  Where has equity gone?  I ask members of the ALP, who like to talk about the battler, where is the 
equity in education in regional areas?  Where is the equity in health services?  Would a city person be turned 
away from a city hospital because the health budget is not big enough to allow that hospital to treat that person?  
Where is the equity in law and order?   
Mr E.S. Ripper:  I came back into the Chamber because I want to reassure you that the Buy Local policy is not 
dead.  It remains government policy, and regional buyers will be able to buy outside otherwise mandatory 
common-use contracts.  We are looking after the bush businesses.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I also believe in Father Christmas and the Easter bunny!  The problem with the Labor 
Party is that it does not understand how difficult it is for a small business to interact with government.  It was 
difficult enough for a small business to interact and enter into the process under the previous process.  Now the 
Government is making it more difficult for small businesses to link into the process, and they will miss out, and 
they know they will.   
Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Albany is one of the nicest communities in WA, but it is really hurting hard under this 
Government.  Cafe and restaurant owners in Albany are telling me that they do not open on public holidays 
because of this Government’s industrial relations laws and that when they do open on weekends, they cannot 
make a profit because of those laws.  The small business centre in Albany is being starved of funds.  It is good to 
see that the Albany Regional Hospital is mentioned in the forward estimates in the budget.  However, the middle 
section of the Albany hospital is a disgrace.  The workers in that section of the hospital work in very ordinary 
conditions.  However, the aged care facilities in Albany are excellent.  I give those facilities a tick.  It is a pity 
that that is not replicated in a few other places in Western Australia.   

Mr P.B. Watson interjected.   
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Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Albany has a good basis for professional people, but I would not say that the facilities 
that they work in are good enough yet.   

Mr P.B. Watson:  We are getting there.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Albany is getting there.  It is mentioned in the forward estimates.  Not a single 
community in the wheatbelt is mentioned in the forward estimates.   

Mr P.B. Watson:  Maybe because members do not lobby hard enough.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is because some people opposite heavily pork-barrel their electorates.   

Mr P.B. Watson:  After eight years of National Party members pork-barrelling their electorates!   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  If I have time at the end of my speech, I will have a little discussion about just what 
the National Party did in the town of Albany.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr D.A. Templeman):  Order, members!  The Leader of the National Party has the 
floor.  There has been some good, robust debate across the Chamber, but I now ask members to allow the Leader 
of the National Party to continue his remarks.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  At least I do not have the member for Mandurah on my back at the moment, Mr 
Acting Speaker!   

The budget undermines the quality of life of people in regional WA.  It continues to centralise government 
services in Perth and in the major coastal centres.  It has chopped another 134 staff from the Department of 
Agriculture.  Country areas are really concerned about and are feeling the effects of the razor gang, that quiet 
little revolution that the Treasurer likes to refer to as the Labor Party’s Functional Review Taskforce.  He is 
unstinting in his praise for that task force, but it is in fact a razor gang, which the Labor Party loves to wield on 
regional areas.  Let us look at what that razor gang has done.  It has attacked the people of Dumbleyung.  Those 
people will remember how the city-centric Labor Party came to the town a few months ago and announced major 
changes and that the town’s 24-hour health service hospital would close.  Moora’s new hospital was targeted 
until the Minister for Health did a backflip.  The Moora community’s campaign was one of the most outstanding 
public campaigns I have ever seen from a community group.  I was even impressed to see that a brick was 
delivered to Denmark.  The member for Albany must admit that that is a fairly good effort for Moora.   

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I would go to the Moora hospital, because it is giving out bricks.  The Moora 
community’s contribution to its district was outstanding.  It forced a backflip from the minister, which is good.  
Let us hope that that commitment is kept and that the hospital is built.   

Gnowangerup, in the electorate of the member for Wagin, got hit twice.  The razor gang roared down to 
Gnowangerup and stirred up the town, and it is currently fighting for the survival of its service.  The razor gang 
got stuck into 13 Silver Chain Nursing Association services in regional WA, which supply very rudimentary 
services.  There is no smaller health service than that provided by Silver Chain.  It is appalling that funding for 
those services has been cut and that the State Government has told communities that are serviced by Silver Chain 
that they will need to contribute about $100 a household to provide these services.  Talk about inequity!  Nobody 
has asked the people of Fremantle, Gosnells or Nedlands to pay an extra $100 a household so that they can get 
health services, yet this Government has asked that of 13 communities in regional WA.   

I turn now to road funding.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure continues to be on the nose in rural 
WA.  The pitiful media release put out the day before the Treasurer handed down the state budget underlined just 
how shameless and self-serving the Labor Party is.  Scores of country shire councils are struggling to keep their 
roads safe, and local grants have been cut by $22 million in the 2003-04 state budget.  The Government reacted 
to road funding complaints by the Gosnells City Council, which is a good council within the metropolitan area, 
by releasing a statement dated 5 May 2004, in which the minister is reported as saying - 

“Labor is making up for years of neglect in the South-East Corridor,” . . .  

“The State Government is spending a massive amount on transport infrastructure in Gosnells and 
surrounding areas.   

“We would have expected the council to recognise who was delivering for the area.”   

The minister continued firing from the hip.  The minister shamelessly rattled off a list of just six projects in that 
area worth $339 million.  Guess whose electorate is covered by that $339 million expenditure?  The Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure.  If that is not pork-barrelling I do not know what is.  One hundred and ten projects 
were included in the road program when the minister took over that portfolio and that is now down to about 40.  
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The amount of $339 million is to be spent in the eastern sectors of the metropolitan area and the minister spreads 
those figures as though they have been spent in the regions.  Country people will not have to be reminded of that; 
they already know. 

Regional road groups in Western Australia were receiving $45 million a year when this minister came to office.  
Those grants now stand at $23 million.  Local government recently put out a press release stating that it was 
pleased that the minister did not reduce the grants to $18 million, as she was threatening.  They remain at 
$23 million, but they are still $22 million down on where they stood when she came to office. 

Obtaining certainty from this Government for a future commitment for regional areas is like trying to nail jelly 
onto a wall - it is just impossible.  Throughout regional Western Australia local shires continue to shed jobs and 
watch local roads become more dangerous by the week. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  That is because your mob privatised everything. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I tend to remember that when this Government came to power all it did was rip 
money out of Main Roads and nothing has been put back.  What has this Government put back into Main Roads 
in the three years it has been in government? 

Mr A.D. McRae:  For example, in the last couple of years of the Lawrence Labor Government and for eight 
years of the coalition Government not one metre of Roe Highway was built.  

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The answer I get is that what has been done for Main Roads is pork-barrelling.  Not 
one extra public servant was put on in the process. 

Mr A.D. McRae interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr D.A. Templeman):  Order, member!   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Despite all the screams by the minister that money would be put back into Main 
Roads, it has not happened.  What nonsense.  The minister is just an echo. 

Health is another area I wish to refer to.  I have mentioned the attacks on health services in Dumbleyung, Moora, 
Gnowangerup and I will not go any further. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Because they are getting brand-new hospitals. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  So Gnowangerup and Dumbleyung are getting new hospitals, are they?  I am pleased 
to hear that.  It is news to hear that about the budget. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Moora is getting a new hospital. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  This Government took away the Moora District Hospital.  After this Government was 
beaten up over two years following a fantastic campaign, it decided to put the hospital back.  When the Moora 
people started doorknocking the Premier’s electorate and when the Premier was receiving feedback from people 
in his own electorate in Victoria Park that they were not happy about the Moora hospital closing, the hospital 
came back into the system.  It was done for no other reason.  People on my left told me privately that they were 
amazed to find, when they were doing their own doorknocking, what an issue the Moora District Hospital was in 
the metropolitan area.  I thank the people in the metropolitan area for giving regional people some consideration. 
Mr A.D. McRae:  We care. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The member’s constituency does care that there is a hospital in Moora.  This 
Government took the money away and the people of Western Australia put it back by demanding that this 
Government put those services back. 
Mr A.D. McRae:  The people of Moora helped overcome a brick shortage in the metropolitan area, and that is 
why we listened. 
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  They certainly did.  It must have been a very big hospital at Moora because there 
were certainly a lot of bricks around the State. 

The budget includes another $59 million for law and order.  Over the past couple of months the National Party, 
as a group, has been touring police stations throughout the regions.  It will keep doing that until the end of the 
year. 
Mr R.C. Kucera:  Are you trying to get members? 
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The minister is trying hard.  The member for Wagin pointed out last night that the 
duty sergeant in Williams operates out of a closet. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  He should come out of the closet. 
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Mr T.K. Waldron:  He has nowhere to go. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  I agree with you.  He is a great guy, if you can recruit him. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I was impressed with him.  I agree with the minister in this case.  I am very impressed 
with the quality of the police officers who are serving in regional WA, and I am sure they are of the same quality 
in the metropolitan area.  I just do not run into them in the metropolitan area.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  That is not what I have heard. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  There are some things we do not want to talk about.  Nevertheless, in general I do not 
run into them too often in the metropolitan area.  Although, I am amazed at how often I get breathalysed.  I think 
there must be a sign on the top of my car stating, “Please breathalyse the driver of this car.”  I am happy to say 
that I have never gone over and I hope I never do.  I am amazed at how often I run into booze buses and police 
officers doing their duty.   

To move away from my budget speech for a moment, I am also pleased that the statistics of Western Australians 
getting caught driving under the influence are getting very, very low.  

Mr A.D. McRae:  But not in the country. 
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is still pretty low.  When one considers what the figure was a decade ago and what 
it is now, it is quite low. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  It appears from the statistics that there is a higher incidence of road accidents and drink-
driving in the country. 
Mr T.K. Waldron:  That is a fair comment, but some of it happens because people are trying to have a social life. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is more than that.  If a person jumps in a car in the town of Northam and tries to 
drive home, his chances of getting caught are quite high.  If he jumps in a car in Claremont and tries to drive 
home, his chances of getting caught are quite low.  His chances of getting caught in the country are substantially 
higher than they are in the city.  In the towns of Northam, Narrogin or even bigger places such as Geraldton and 
Bunbury, there are substantially fewer cars on the road from 10.00 pm to midnight, and a vehicle stands out like 
a sore thumb.  That is the way it is.  People in the metropolitan area are part of the traffic and are less obvious.  I 
also have a concern that a lot of people in the metropolitan area are driving without licences.  We would all be 
shocked to learn how many people are driving without licences, and that is because the chances of getting 
stopped are quite low. 

Jurien Bay Police Station was probably built in the early 1960s and desperately needs upgrading.  It is a growing 
community.  When we get into government we will build the Indian Ocean Road, and those communities will 
grow very quickly.  I am amazed that the Government will not accept that that road is an important part of the 
infrastructure for this State.  It would permit tremendous opportunities to occur in those regions.  The officers in 
that area need to be able to work out of reasonable facilities.  The supporting police stations to Jurien Bay are a 
long way away.  There is one in Leeman, but the next service is a long way away.  It is totally unacceptable for 
six officers to be working out of the building in Jurien Bay.  Those sort of stations should be fixed.  The question 
is where the amount of $59 million will be spent.  We all know there are 58 unfilled police positions in regional 
WA.  We want to know where that money will go and whether that need will be reinforced.   

I will spend some time speaking about electricity, even though the subject of today’s debate on a matter of public 
interest will be electricity supplies.  The National Party is appalled by the lack of power available for regional 
Western Australia.  Yesterday I addressed 31 leaders, as part of a program that is funded by industry and has, 
appropriately, been funded by the Labor Government.  Those 31 people are looking to expand their opportunities 
and leadership skills.  It was fantastic to see them.  For your information, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr D.A. 
Templeman), two of the individuals who attended the program own property in my electorate.  One owns 
property in Northam and the other has a property in Toodyay.  Both people, who love their properties, said it is 
disappointing that they cannot leave anything in their fridges between visits to those properties because when the 
power goes off, the contents of their fridges go off.  That standard of electricity supply is the nature of supply in 
a Third World country.  Mothers, many of whom have outside employment, who live in Julimar Road - members 
probably know that that is 60 or 70 kilometres from the metropolitan area - who try to get their children to bed at 
five o’clock or six o’clock at night have no electricity supply.  That happens not just once a month; it happens 
once a week.   
Mr R.C. Kucera:  Why are you blocking the opportunity for us to change that through legislation?   
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is interesting.  The National Party told the Minister for Energy that if four 
provisions were included in the legislation, the National Party would support it.  The first was a guarantee of 
service delivery in country areas, but the Government refused to do it.  The second was an indication from the 
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Government that the State was prepared to spend $50 million in regional areas to fix the problem.  The National 
Party has made a commitment to country people that if the coalition forms government in a few months time, the 
coalition Government will provide $50 million a year for 10 years to fix the problem.  What did the Minister for 
Energy say?  He said he was not interested.  He is not interested in delivering power to regional people.  I will 
make a few points about that.  The Treasurer’s post-budget media release last Friday, 7 May stated -  

“The Government is committed to providing a broad range of quality services to all Western 
Australians, no matter where they live,” he said.   

People in regional Western Australia are sick and tired of hearing glib lines from the Minister for Energy, who 
does not understand his portfolio.  He does not understand what people who live in regional areas have to live 
with.  He has told regional consumers that his city comrades subsidise the power supply of people who live in 
the country.  According to the Minister for Energy, country people who live at the end of a power grid should be 
grateful that they get any power supply at all.  The lack of funding in this budget to regional areas makes the 
Treasurer an economic dunce.  There is nothing in the budget for regional people.  We will tell regional people 
that every day in the lead-up to the election.  Some 750 000 people who live in 44 shires across the wheatbelt 
contributed more than $3 billion to the State’s economy last year.  That is not an insignificant amount.  They are 
not bludgers.  They are not bleeding the system.  They are real people who live in real communities with real 
families and have real needs.  All those people want to kick this Government out of office.  It will be elected out 
of office on the issue of regional power supplies alone.   

Mr A.J. Dean:  Will the people in Avon not vote for us?  Is that what you are saying?   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I will not have to worry the member for Bunbury because he will not be here after the 
next election.  Before I won the seat of Avon, it had been held by the Labor Party for 54 years.  I repeat: 54 
years.  The Labor Party should have a chance of winning the seat of Avon, but it does not have a hope in Hades.  
When a party has held a seat for 54 years, it should be able to keep the support of the people.  The boundaries of 
my seat have changed only marginally over that time.  Basically the same people are still living there, and 
hundreds of them have dropped the Labor Party.   

Mr A.J. Dean:  They are not basically the same people.  Where are the railway workers and the farmers?   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I will tell the member where the ordinary workers are.  That is a good point.  Julian 
Grill sacked them.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You closed the workshops.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  In his departing speech to the House the former member for Eyre said that one of his 
greatest achievements when he was the Minister for Transport was getting rid of 3 500 Westrail workers.  The 
member for Bunbury should read the former minister’s final speech.  It is in Hansard.  I give the member a 100 
per cent guarantee that that is what he said.  Guess where a lot of those people were from?  They were from 
Northam and Narrogin.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Who got rid of all the jobs in the abattoirs by encouraging the live sheep trade?   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Let me think about this.  An abattoir has not been shut in my electorate for 30 years.  
The abattoir the minister is talking about was in Fremantle.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Who shut the state engineering workshop, Robbs Jetty and the Midland workshops?  You talk 
about jobs.  You are the most self-centred person in this House.   
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I thank the minister for outlining that information for me.  Now I understand him a lot 
better.  The minister is anti-country.  I must point out to the minister that not one of those things happened in 
country WA; they were all in the metropolitan area.  If the minister thinks the National Party had any influence 
over the closure of the Midland railway workshops or the Robbs Jetty Abattoir, the minister should look at the 
activities of Julian Grill when he was a minister.  Does the minister remember when Carmen Lawrence was in 
this House and was trying to remember what her portfolio was when she flogged off the Midland railway 
workshops?  Does the minister remember that fiasco?  She gave it away to the great supporters of the Labor 
Party, the corporates, the four-on-the-floor entrepreneurs who still drive the V8s that the Premier talked about in 
connection with his budget.  The Labor Party loves their V8s and four-on-the-floor corporates.  It loves pumping 
money into those corporate people.  The Labor Party has not changed much in all those years.   
Mr R.C. Kucera:  It is a chance to remind us a little of you: you are constantly running on gas.   
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  There is another point - Avon Energy.  I would love to be able to run on gas.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You do - very effectively.   
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Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am very disappointed with Western Power.  Western Power has said that Avon 
Energy Pty Ltd cannot go into the Avon industrial estate because the cost of the power generated by the Avon 
Energy proposal is 0.8c a kilowatt per hour dearer than the normal price purchased from the current generator.  
That means that the retailer’s price drops 1c in every 16c.  For that impost a gas pipeline will not be built into the 
central wheatbelt.  That is a ridiculous proposition.  The Government has told Avon Energy that it should build 
its pipeline in the Swan Hills electorate because that is when the price equation applies.  Guess what that will not 
do?  It will not get a gas pipeline into the central wheatbelt, or provide an opportunity for the creation of several 
hundred jobs in the central wheatbelt.  We must fix the situation in which agencies such as Western Power can 
use that commercial argument, which is absolute nonsense.  Western Power is responsible for delivering a 
service.  Complaints are flooding in from the seat of Avon about the delivery of power.  It is unbelievable for 
Western Power to say that the Avon Energy proposal is not acceptable because it is less than 10 per cent out on 
cost.  That is an unbelievable position for a government instrumentality to take.  I tell you, Mr Acting Speaker 
(Mr D.A. Templeman), that if a coalition Government is in power Avon Energy will operate.  I hope the 
Treasurer - this is straight from the shoulder - will pick up on this proposal, and that the Government will do it 
before then, because it is the right thing to do. 

Mr B.J. Grylls:  That sort of infrastructure, if the Government provided it, would help areas such as Northam or 
Merredin get into the My Business document as one of the top 25 growing areas of Australia.  Without that sort 
of input from the Government, it simply won’t happen and the divide will continue to grow. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Northam has lost 200 jobs, in this year and maybe during a couple months in the 
previous year, because it cannot service a very small industry.  Northam has an industrial park that is owned by 
the State, but it cannot get power supplies into it.  People who turn up there can see that the park has all the 
parameters it needs for business.  The member for Eyre is looking at me.  I could use the same argument for the 
industrial park that the Kalgoorlie people are trying to establish there.  I support them wholeheartedly.  If I 
happen to get into government and the member for Eyre is sitting on this side of the House, he can remind me 
about Kalgoorlie, because I will be interested in doing something there. 

[Quorum formed.] 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I will not be able to get through all the matters I wanted to talk about, as I have had a 
lot of assistance with this speech, for which I thank members opposite. 

Mr B.J. Grylls:  Speak about the railway, in fact. 

Mr D.A. Templeman:  Speak about Mandurah; finish on a high note! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I will attempt to finish on a high note, member for Mandurah.  I was very grateful to 
have the opportunity from the Global Foundation to visit China, with the member for Merredin, a few weeks 
ago.  I was very impressed with the attitude of the Chinese people we met, who I must say were at the top of the 
tree.  They were very senior people in the Chinese Government.  They clearly had a very open and friendly 
attitude towards Australia, which was a very good thing to see.  Members on my left will be pleased to hear that 
Gough Whitlam is held in great regard in China.  Members may recall he went into China as Leader of the 
Opposition, before he got into power, and was one of the first western politicians to visit China.  His visit is still 
well remembered.  The member for Merredin and I attended a substantial conference on the island of Hainan, at 
which one of the panel chairmen, who is well respected in China, without question made a very good 
presentation on behalf of Australia.  In reality, we were sitting in a room of 700 people who represented 
countries right across the globe; therefore, there were not many Australians in the room. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  Just on that point, my first trip to China was with the Minister for State Development to 
participate in negotiations for the liquefied natural gas contract, the one that has really given us a shove on.  The 
hotel we stayed at in our sister State in Zhejiang province had a panel of photographs of international dignitaries, 
including Boutros Boutros-Ghali and Jimmy Carter.  In the middle of that panel of photographs were two 
photographs of Gough Whitlam.  Next to those two photographs in that panel of photographs was a photograph 
of the former member for Merredin. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  A number of people at the conference approached me and asked after the previous 
member for Merredin. 
Mr A.D. McRae:  He is very valued. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  He is highly regarded, which is a great thing.  I have had a lot of assistance with my 
speech.  However, I want to say that the member for Merredin and I had a particular meeting with trade officials, 
who were heavy with praise for the top end of the market in Australia, but very critical of us in the intermediate 
and small business sector.  The member for Merredin and I are working on a proposal to get a memorandum of 
understanding operating with an agency in China to give Western Australian small and medium-size businesses 
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an opportunity.  That agency made it clear that it would sign an MOU with Global Foundation.  The member for 
Merredin and I will be working on that MOU, in the hope that some regional and rural WA businesses will get a 
chance to do business with China, as well as the metropolitan businesses in the Perth area. 

I could have said a lot more about this budget.  I know it is a bit of an oxymoron, but I will be looking forward to 
the estimates hearings to see what we can extract from the detail of the budget.  However, in general I must say 
that rural Western Australia is exceedingly disappointed with the general thrust of this budget, particularly its 
lack of direction for power supplies.  There is no forward activity planned for the delivery of power supplies in 
the regions, and this Government will pay a price for it. 
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Innaloo) [12.06 pm]:  I wish to firstly address the interests of the electorate of Innaloo.  
Innaloo has disappeared from the electoral map.  That is very sad for the people of Innaloo, because at this time 
of the rebuilding of Scarborough, it has been split in two.  The people there will now have two representatives; 
there will not be a single representative to speak on behalf of the central business district of Scarborough.  The 
people there feel quite distressed that this should happen at this moment in history.  In one sense for me it is 
drawing towards the end of my representation of the people of Innaloo.  I follow a long line of well-respected 
politicians who have represented that area.  I have been there for a number of years.  Representation for Innaloo 
stretches right back to the late and dear Ray Young, then through to Mr Burkett, Mr Strickland and more recently 
me.  Leaving myself out, they are all well-regarded politicians.  I will leave others to judge me.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  You can include yourself. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  That is very generous of the Leader of the National Party. 

I then had to make a decision on whether to continue in public life or go back to the law.  I have had much 
fulfilment and satisfaction from public life and, if the House will bear with me, I will talk about one case that 
gave me a bigger thrill than any murder case or any case that I have done.  An old couple came to see me, 
obviously clinically depressed because they had only about a third of the pension.  When they applied to 
Centrelink for the pension, they declared their assets, one of which was a debt due and owing to them by Graeme 
Grubb.  The receiver said that they would not get any money, but Centrelink assessed it as an asset.  Therefore, 
using my legal skills, I was able to draw up that afternoon a deed of assignment of debt, sell the debt to their son 
for the outstanding amount of their power bill, prepare a statutory declaration and append a deed of assignment, 
and send them down to Centrelink and have their pension fully restored that afternoon. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  I have one in Northam for you. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  Okay.  I am glad to help and I will see the Leader of the National Party after my speech. 

When I went home that night and put my feet up, it was with a deeper sense of fulfilment than I had had from 
any of the not guilty verdicts I achieved during my legal career.  I was able to provide that service to those 
people free, because I am in the public employ as a member of this House.  So, yes, I definitely have an ambition 
to go on and serve the public.  There is some prospect of my seeking endorsement for the seat of Mindarie.  If 
my party extends me that privilege, it will be a wonderful opportunity to continue in public life.  That seat is 
carved into two Labor seats at the moment - Joondalup and Wanneroo.  I have already been working the area of 
Mindarie after hours and on the weekend.  The Labor Party is held in very high regard in that area due to the 
committed and long-term efforts of the very good member for Joondalup, Mr Tony O’Gorman, and the very 
good member for Wanneroo, Mrs Dianne Guise.  The welcome mat has already been well and truly laid out by 
them.  I would like to think that we can present a very strong voice for the north.  In the metropolitan area that 
team will be known as the A team because we are determined to deliver public infrastructure for recreational 
facilities, roads and everything else.  The three of us working together, as we did on the freeway project, will see 
this happen.  We will be the A team.  As people drive further north they will pass through Quigley’s, 
O’Gorman’s and Guise’s electorates.   

Mr M.W.  Trenorden:   I can see the boom gates and the barriers.   

The SPEAKER:  I know the member is making a budget speech.  However, he should not identify members 
other than by their electorates.   

Mr J.R.  QUIGLEY:  As I have moved through that area, I have been reminded of many well-respected members 
from both sides of the Chamber, such as Hon George Cash, Hon Ed Dermer and Hon Alan Cadby.  It is an area 
of good body politic.  However, one event of recent times has put a terrible black cloud over the northern seats; 
namely, the endorsement for the upper seat from the self-admitted fraudster and liar - that crook, Peter Collier.  
In my remarks I do not mean to be terribly injurious towards or cause the Leader of the Opposition personal 
embarrassment.  The other day in this Chamber he announced that he had referred certain matters concerning the 
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Australian Labor Party to the police.  In answer to an interjection during the Premier’s speech about that crook 
Collier the Leader of the Opposition retorted.   

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr M.F.  BOARD:  I think I heard the member refer to Mr Peter Collier as a crook.  If that was the case, that is 
unparliamentary and should be withdrawn immediately. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  It is not a matter of whether someone is a member of Parliament.  The member for 
Murdoch’s point of order concerns parliamentary privilege.  Parliamentary privilege provides absolute privilege 
in relation to whatever is stated in this House.  The member knows about that privilege.  The accusations in this 
place of that nature should be well founded and used sparingly.  Members must bear in mind that those 
accusations can bring consequences to individuals who are not part of this House.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.R.  QUIGLEY:  I do.  To address the point that the speaker has raised, I refer to The West Australian dated 
6 December 2000, in which none other than the then Special Minister of State for Australia, Senator Chris 
Ellison, a former lawyer, as am I, who now has in his portfolio the Australian Federal Police, fingered him.  The 
article reads - 

Senator Ellison acknowledged to The West Australian that Nedlands branch president Peter Collier had 
signed a membership form on behalf of Mosman man Peter Getgood, who later said it was without his 
knowledge and against his will.   

Section 409 of the Criminal Code reads -  

(1) Any person who, with attempt to defraud, by deceit or fraudulent means -  

We must bear in mind that Senator Ellison had fingered him for a forged signature.  It continues - 

. . .  

(e) induces any person to do any act that the person is lawfully entitled to abstain from doing;  

By this forged signature, he induced the secretariat of the Liberal Party, in the first instance, to admit Mr Peter 
Getgood as a member of the Liberal Party.  In case the Leader of the Opposition is concerned that members 
might have been providing me with information, I am relying wholly on documents tabled in the Legislative 
Council.  I ask if the Clerk of the House could take a copy. 

Mr C.J.  Barnett:  Who tabled them?   

Mr J.R.  QUIGLEY:  The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education and Training.   

The SPEAKER:  Order!  The papers can be laid on the Table for the balance of this day’s sitting.   

[The papers were tabled for the information of members.] 

Mr C.J.  Barnett:  Which part of the sleaze machine tabled this?   

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  I would like members to avail themselves of the opportunity of looking at Mr Getgood’s 
signature on the form and in the letter in which he writes to the Liberal Party saying -  

Thank you for your accepting me as a member of the Liberal Party, this in spite of the fact that I have 
not formally applied for membership.   

At the bottom of the letter he signed Peter Getgood.  When that is checked against the signatures which 
constitute document No 2, Leader of the Opposition, there is a total dissimilarity, as the handwriting experts in 
the Criminal Court say, between Mr Getgood’s signature and whoever forged that signature.  Senator Ellison, 
who is obviously a member of the Liberal Party, says Peter Collier was the forger.  There is a system of conduct 
in this matter because in the first instance documents 3 and 4 relate to Alan Treloar and, secondly, to Ian and 
Jean Farquhar.  I know him; he is a barrister.  The address here is 63 Market Street.  The documents that are laid 
on the Table obtained from the Australian Securities and Investments Commission show that Ian Farquhar is 
registered as a company director.  The signature of Ian Farquhar on both the application for membership to the 
Liberal Party and on the ASIC document are miles apart.  As the handwriting experts would say - there are 35 
points of dissimilarity and no points of similarity.  I invite members to compare those signatures.  There is no 
document from ASIC relating to Mrs Farquhar.  However, at some point in time she had signed a petition to 
Premier Court concerning Leighton Beach.  Her signature appears on that petition and there are probably about 
60 points of dissimilarity and no points of similarity in those signatures.   
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I have some sympathy for the Leader of the Opposition concerning the comments I am about to make.  I cast no 
aspersion by implying that he has deliberately misled this House, as I address the next aspect.  This is not an 
attack on the Leader of the Opposition; it is an attack on what the Liberal Party is seeking to do by putting a 
forger, defrauder and crook into the electorates that I represent and that I aspire to represent.  On the evidence of 
the former commonwealth Special Minister of State, Senator Ellison, my electors would have good grounds to 
go to court and seek a restraining to prevent Mr Collier from carrying a pen in their electorate.  If he came into 
the electorate of Innaloo with a pen, whose signature might he put up as a forgery this time?  

On page 1739 of Hansard of 6 April 2004, during that time when the Leader of the Opposition set the bar so 
high by referring these internal Labor party matters to the police, by way of an interjection I think, the Leader of 
the Opposition may have unintentionally misled this Chamber.  I give him the benefit of the doubt that it was 
without intention.  On that page of Hansard, the Premier read the Getgood letter, as quoted in The West 
Australian.  The Hansard states -  

The incident has been brushed aside as a misunderstanding but how many more phantom members are 
there on the Liberal Party’s books? 

The Leader of the Opposition interjected and said -  

Did you go to the police, Premier?  I think that if you do your research, you will find that it did go to the 
police. 

The Hansard continues -  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It may very well have gone to the police.  Did the Leader of the Opposition send it 
to the police? 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  Once again the Leader of the Opposition and the member 
for Kingsley are out of order.  I am not calling them to order at this stage, but I ask them for a little 
more tolerance. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Did the Leader of the Opposition send it to the police? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  No, I did not. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No, the Leader of the Opposition did not. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I was not leader of the party at the time . . .  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Can I remind you of one little detail? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  The Leader of the Opposition does not want to hear his own words.  It states -  

I was not leader of the party at the time, but it went to the police and it was investigated, unlike 
allegations of criminal conduct in the Labor Party. 

I assert, on the most impeccable sources, that this matter was not investigated by the police.  I will give the order 
of events.  Document No 17 is a statutory declaration by Lindsay Clemence Douglas, dated 31 October 2000.  At 
that time, Lindsay Clemence Douglas was the vice-president of the Curtin division of the Liberal Party.  He went 
to the police and complained about forged documents being presented to that division in the names of Treloar, 
Farquhar and Getgood.  A sort of inquiry was started, in which the police approached, I believe, at least two of 
those people.  One of them is a trained criminal barrister.  He would not take part in the investigation, nor would 
the other person.  As I understand the position - I stand to be corrected - from what I regard as impeccable 
sources, the police then went back to Mr Douglas and said that they could not take the matter anywhere because 
the people to whom they had spoken would not cooperate with them in their investigation.  They were not 
members of the Liberal Party, so I am not critical of the Liberal Party in that regard.  The police also told Mr 
Douglas that as there was not a complaint by the Liberal Party or by the division, and as they did not have a 
proper complainant and the first people they approached were uncooperative, they could not take the matter any 
further. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  It went to the police, didn’t it? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  It went to the police, but it was not investigated.  However, this can be done, because now 
he is not citizen Collier, forger; he is now candidate Collier, forger.  This matter can be dealt with simply.  It is 
not in my ethos to go running around to the police, although I act for the police.  I do not know - perhaps it was 
just my training as a criminal barrister.  A shiver went up my spine when I sat in this place on 6 April 2000 and 
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saw the Leader of the Opposition set the bar at a certain height when he said that he was sending this matter 
straight to the police. 

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The member for Innaloo said that a shiver went up his spine when he sat in this place on 6 
April 2000.  I do not recall that he was a member on 6 April 2000. 

The SPEAKER:  It is not a point of order, but the date -  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Was he here? 

The SPEAKER:  Whether or not a member gets a year incorrect is not a point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  It was 2004.  I thank the Leader of the Opposition.  I say to the Leader of the Opposition 
that I am not trying to make light of this.  This is a management test for him.  He has set the bar at a certain 
height.  He said that allegations that contain a prima facie case of criminality within a political party should be 
properly investigated by the police.  There is a management issue in this.  We know that that can happen.  We 
know that the Leader of the Opposition, according to the standards that he set, can dispatch the documents that 
are sitting in front of him in this Chamber to Adelaide Terrace, Perth today.  We know that he could obtain, or 
seek to obtain, from candidate Collier, forger, as a candidate of the Liberal Party, a written undertaking that he 
will fully cooperate in a videotaped record of interview by the police.  As a candidate for public office who has 
been fingered by the Special Minister of State, Senator Ellison, as being a forger, the Leader of the Opposition 
should, by the standards he set, require an undertaking to be given by candidate Collier, forger, that he will 
cooperate in a videotaped record of interview. 

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  We have had discussions in this Parliament about codes of conduct.  The member for 
Innaloo is referring to a private citizen who, yes, happens to be a candidate for Parliament, but who, as of today, 
is a private citizen.  He has been described as a forger and in all sorts of terms.  To my understanding, Mr Collier 
has never been found guilty of any offence.  This is an abuse of parliamentary privilege, and it is against the code 
of conduct that the Premier introduced into this Parliament.  Mr Speaker, are you going to preside over a 
Parliament in which members can stand and accuse people of criminal conduct and imply that they have been 
found guilty of forgery and perjury - they were the words used - when that simply has not happened?  I 
respectfully suggest to you, Mr Speaker, as the person responsible for standards of conduct in this Parliament, 
that you have a responsibility to protect the ordinary citizens of this State from accusations of perjury and of 
being crooks, and similar terms, by a member of Parliament, without any substantiation, particularly when the 
matter has gone to the police and been dismissed by them as having little content, I presume. 

The SPEAKER:  In part, I agree with the Leader of the Opposition that the use of parliamentary privilege to 
attack anyone in our community is something that members of Parliament should not do lightly.  They should be 
very sure of what they are saying.  The consequence of breaching parliamentary privilege is in the hands of the 
House.  I am here to warn members and to listen to what Parliament says about any breach of parliamentary 
privilege. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  I was relying on the statement - I turn back to it again - attributed to Senator Ellison.  The 
report in The West Australian of 6 December 2000 states -  

Senator Ellison acknowledged to The West Australian that Nedlands branch president Peter Collier had 
signed a membership form on behalf of Mosman man Peter Getgood, who later said it was without his 
knowledge and against his will. 

The reason for doing that, of course, was to make that branch constitutional, so that it could send delegates to the 
preselection of Mr Peter Collier.  Under section 409 of the Criminal Code I do not say he is guilty of the offence; 
I make the allegation that he forged Mr Getgood’s signature to cause a person to do an act that he was lawfully 
entitled to abstain from doing.  That act was for the secretariat of the Liberal Party to admit Mr Getgood as a 
member.  Members should think about Mr Getgood’s position.  If he had spoken against the Liberal Party’s 
policy on law and order during that period and what it was doing with the Anti-Corruption Commission, the 
Liberal Party could have issued a missive in the Press that it was instituting disciplinary proceedings against Mr 
Getgood, its own member.  This could have been highly damaging to Mr Getgood.  Mr Getgood could have 
suffered injury to his business, and he would not have even known he was a member of the Liberal Party.   
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There is a further interesting quote of Senator Ellison.  The newspaper article states -  

Senator Ellison said he and the party’s management executive had accepted Mr Collier believed he had 
Mr Getgood’s authority - despite it being against the rules - and that a reprimand was enough. 

This was dealt with within the internal mechanisms of the Liberal Party at Menzies House.  It is true that Mr 
Collier was represented by a lawyer there, who did everything she could to cover up the fact that Mr Getgood’s 
signature had been forged to gain a benefit for Mr Collier, and said that this was all a mistake.  That in itself 
would be serious enough misconduct for a lawyer were it not for the fact that at the time the lawyer did this, she 
was employed as a public officer by the Director of Public Prosecutions and had a public duty to report the 
forgery to her superiors in the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions for referral to the police for 
investigation.  At least by that route there could have been an investigation.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Do you apply that to the standards of the member for Ballajura?   

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  According to the standards set by the Leader of the Opposition, that lawyer may be guilty 
of serious misconduct or improper conduct.  The Leader of the Opposition would have it that the lawyer, who 
was in public service for the Director of Public Prosecutions, which is charged with the responsibility of 
prosecuting all crimes in Western Australia, did her best to cover one up.  That is serious misconduct and 
improper conduct and, according to the standards set by the Leader of the Opposition, should be investigated by 
the Corruption and Crime Commission.   

The hypocrisy of some members of the Liberal Party perhaps can be further exposed by the statements made by 
the opposition spokesperson for justice when she crowed not once, not twice, but, like that cock in the gospel, 
three times yesterday that all people are equal before the law.  When reading the objectives of Law Week, she 
said that the law applies equally to every person, whether that person be a lawyer, a public servant or a 
parliamentarian, but not if that person is a factional ally of hers in the crooked Curtin division of the Western 
Australian Liberal Party.  If the crime is committed by a member of the cancerous division within the Liberal 
Party - namely, the Curtin division - that is an exception to the thrice-crowed principle yesterday that everyone is 
equal before the law.  Clearly everyone is not equal before the law.   

Collier did not stop there.  He went a lot further.  He went on to induct people into the Curtin division via the 
Rosalie-Shenton Park branch.  Document No 5 is a letter from the president of the Rosalie-Shenton Park branch 
to the State Director of the Liberal Party, Mr Peter Wells, which states that Mr Collier presented a number of 
unsigned membership forms.  He did not even bother to forge them.  He was getting blasé by that stage, or 
perhaps it had twigged that there could be something improper in all of this, so he did not sign the forms.  In this 
letter, Mrs Diana van Straalen sets out how she sought advice from him, and he said that the forms did not have 
to be signed.  As president of the Nedlands branch, he then moved that these people be admitted to the Liberal 
Party, unsigned.  This is why I am terribly worried for the electors of Innaloo.  I am informed by impeccable 
sources that Collier involved someone very close to Mrs Diana van Straalen - her husband - and then she was 
involved in this whole affair.  After the first incident, this serial offender repeated his conduct later in the year 
but did not bother to sign the forms.  Mrs van Straalen then tried to make it up to her husband.  The only thing 
the poor woman could do was quite properly prepare a separate list of application forms, which she carefully 
marked with the word “copy” so that no-one would think she was part of the scheme.  However, Collier had 
moved for the admission of people to the party.   

I understand that subsequent to this, an appeal was conducted in the Liberal Party.  Who sat on the appeal 
tribunal?  Another lawyer from the Director of Public Prosecutions - a more senior lawyer to the first lawyer - sat 
on the tribunal.  The defence lawyer and the person who sat on the tribunal were very close; they were work 
colleagues.  The constitution of the Liberal Party provides that appeals must be instituted within 10 days.  This 
appeal was not instituted until seven months later.  However, the second lawyer from the DPP said that he would 
hear the appeal anyway.  An opinion was obtained by Mr McCusker, QC - it is not in the documents - which 
stated, inter alia, that it was totally ultra vires vis-a-vis the constitution of the Liberal Party and that the president 
of the appeal and disciplinary tribunal could not just flick aside the 10-day requirement and hear the appeal 
seven months later.  However, he did just that, and, by doing so, he enabled Mr Collier to take votes across for 
his preselection.  It would never have got up unless he got those votes as well, aided and assisted by the second 
lawyer from the DPP, who happens to be a member of the Curtin division of the Liberal Party, as is the defence 
lawyer.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  I will not let it all out now.  I was trained by Mr Singleton - that great criminal lawyer - not 
to hold my finger on the trigger too long and spend all my rounds in the first volley, as there will be a 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 13 May 2004] 

 p2923b-2936a 
Mr Max Trenorden; Speaker; Acting Speaker; Mr John Quigley; Mr M.F. Board; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Dan 

Barron-Sullivan 

 [14] 

counterattack and I will need to shoot their knees out at that stage.  I will keep a little back if that is okay, 
because the Liberal Party has kept a lot back from the people of Western Australia.   

The erstwhile reporter from The West Australian who wrote this article thought she had better get back to 
Senator Ellison to see whether these documents needed to be signed.  Mr Speaker, if you ever take the time to 
look at documents Nos 2, 3 and 4, which will be laid on the Table, you will find that an applicant for 
membership must give a personal undertaking, which states -  

I/we hereby apply for membership and agree to be bound by the Constitution and rules of the Liberal 
Party.   

That is the contract and people pay $10 as consideration.  I recall Mr Wells explaining to me when I was at 
Menzies House on a professional matter that this constitution was rewritten and reworked by Senator Ellison.  I 
will read part of the article in The West Australian written by Karen Middleton.  It states - 

Asked later if the party rules said members had to sign their own forms, Senator Ellison said: “I think 
the rules say that.”   

This is a bloke who is answering for the Liberal Party but who does not even know the terms of the party’s 
constitution.  Clause 12 of the constitution of the Liberal Party requires that forms need to be signed before a 
person can become a member.  This is a total whitewash that involves two lawyers and senior officials within the 
Liberal Party.  We do know that the signatures on these documents are forgeries.  We do know that there has 
never been a police investigation that involved an interview with the perpetrator, Peter Collier.  The Leader of 
the Opposition has it within his power to direct candidate Collier to get on the red CAT, hotfoot it down to police 
headquarters and fess up.   

I got up by 2 000 or 3 000 votes in Innaloo.  That means that 8 000 or 10 000 people in Innaloo trusted the 
Liberal Party.  That means that 8 000 or 10 000 people were duped.  They put their faith in the Liberal Party, and 
will do so again because they are dyed-in-the-wool Liberals.  They do not deserve this - reef back the French - 
perhaps illegal, perhaps corrupt behaviour; it is for others to decide.  What they do deserve, and what they 
expect, is a most thorough examination of these circumstances, which would include a full police interview with 
candidate Collier.  Nothing less will suffice in these serious circumstances, because the bar has been set.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  You’re a certified nutter. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  I did not assert it; Senator Ellison, Special Minister for State, asserted that.  All the Leader 
of the Opposition has to do is ask the member for Kalgoorlie to be more productive, to leave the Chamber and 
get on the telephone, and have Liberal Party house fax over to the LOOP’s office all the Liberal Party documents 
on this matter, and there will be no police clearance of Collier.  I guarantee there will be no police clearance of 
Collier because the police cannot clear a person without interviewing him. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  He has not been charged.  How do you get cleared if you have not been charged? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  The Leader of the Opposition was the person who asserted it.  I will go back to the Hansard 
and quote the Leader of the Opposition when he said that it had been investigated.  It has not been investigated.  
They went to two people who would not cooperate, came back to the vice-president of the Liberal Party in 
Curtin, Mr Lindsay Douglas, and said that the Liberal Party has not complained. 
Mr C.J. Barnett:  Who has complained? 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  Exactly.  Mr Douglas tried to get the complaint up, but the people who were purported 
signatories, for good reason, did not want to cooperate and the whole matter was buried.  One must ask: was the 
lawyer who represented Mr Collier and who sought to sink these allegations of criminal misconduct, whilst 
working at the Director of Public Prosecutions, act in contravention of the code of practice for barristers and 
solicitors, which states that they cannot act with an obvious conflict of interest?  On the one hand, the lawyer’s 
public duty was to report the evidence of an offence to the DPP and to the police for investigation.  On the other 
hand, the defence lawyer did everything to minimise, perhaps even sink, the allegation, which that lawyer was 
able to do, but that was in conflict with that lawyer’s duty as a public officer.  That is a possible breach of the 
professional conduct rules.  I know that the professional body, once it learns of these things, will no doubt 
institute its own investigation into that conflict, pursuant to the legal practitioners Act.   
I do not stand in this Chamber to embarrass the Leader of the Opposition; I do not stand here to accuse him; I 
stand here to give him some advice.  He is batting on a very tricky wicket.  It is a fast track and it is cracking.  
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The Leader of the Opposition should watch this ball onto his bat very, very closely, and I ask him to play it with 
a very straight bat, because if he does not I will bowl him.  I do not want to do that, but if he does not I will bowl 
him.  He is on notice.  I am not yet bowling the in-swinger, but it will hit him on the shins and he will go.  I will 
not do that.  As a decent gent, I will afford him all reasonable opportunity to take this matter into his hands and 
do with it what he did with the Labor Party; that is, refer these shenanigans within the Liberal Party to the 
Commissioner of Police and the Corruption and Crime Commission for proper investigation of candidate Collier.  
Candidate Collier has spun this line of deceit, and he is now like a tangled albatross, caught up in this line.  He is 
flapping around the head of the Leader of the Opposition, and that line is entwining his throat.  If the Leader of 
the Opposition lets this continue much longer, he will become badly gagged and strangled by it.  My final advice 
to candidate Collier would really come by way of an apology I make first to that other famous bald man, Michael 
Stipe, “Consider this!  Consider this!  That’s you in the corner losing your preselection.”  
MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Mitchell - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [12.45 pm]:  I want to refer 
members to the basis of the budget deliberations.  I will leave members with a thought.  Imagine a Government 
running the State in a budget situation with about $1.8 billion more to spend than when it took office nearly four 
years previously.  Can members imagine the good that Government could do for the State by way of tax 
reductions, providing a world-class health system, providing the best possible schools and excellence in 
education, enforcing decent standards of law and order, but also helping families throughout Western Australia?  
Imagine a Government with the ability to spend $1.8 billion more than it had when it took office, but which then 
cut a program that provided for the screening of newborn babies for deafness.  The Government in Western 
Australia today has considerably more revenue capacity than it had four years ago, it is running budget 
expenditures far in excess of what it anticipated, but it is cutting one of the most basic services to the 
community.  I refer to the example of a program for detecting deaf children at metropolitan hospitals that has 
been cut by this Government.  It is one of the most heartless acts I have seen since the last election.  That 
program costs only $300 000, a drop in the ocean in the total budget.  That program has assisted in identifying a 
number of babies with hearing problems.  In fact, over five years in five hospitals approximately 26 babies were 
found to have hearing issues.  The principal of the speech and hearing centre has said that if we wanted to look at 
matters in a cold, ruthless financial sense, savings in the order of $1.2 million per child will be made if these 
hearing difficulties are picked up before the child reaches six months of age.  That would include savings in 
speech pathology, for example, and other attention that is very costly.  Not only are financial savings to be made, 
but also the earlier that babies with hearing issues are identified, the greater the chance of them attaining the 
early childhood milestones that those of us who are parents look forward to in our children, and which most of us 
take for granted. 
Here is the rub: that scheme costing $300 000 to operate, and which is aimed at looking after newborn babies 
throughout this State, costs just $14 per baby!  I want members to weigh that against the fact that revenue growth 
in this State under the Gallop Labor Government has been slightly more than $6 million.  Revenue growth today, 
on an annual basis, is $1.8 billion more than it was at the time of the last election.  With $1.8 billion more to 
spend, the Gallop Labor Government has cut a program that costs $14 per baby.  That sums up the priority that 
this Government has given to families in this budget.  I could use other examples.  I could have referred to the 
heart smart program that this Government ruthlessly cut.  That program has kept some elderly and middle aged 
people alive and cost only a few hundred thousand dollars.  The Government is crowing about having a 
multimillion dollar surplus, which I will talk about later, yet it is cutting programs that are the essence of tangible 
support for families throughout Western Australia.  The budget is flawed in a number of ways.   
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders.   
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