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LIMITATION AMENDMENT (CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE ACTIONS) BILL 2015 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 12 November 2015. 
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler) [3.51 pm]: Madam Acting Speaker — 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Member, are you the lead speaker? 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: No; I am not the lead speaker, but I will speak this afternoon and it will take only a short 
while. This is a private member’s bill that has been allocated some time. 
[Quorum formed.] 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Take a seat, member for Butler. I think everyone needs to take their place or leave, 
if that is what they are doing. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am the lead speaker for the opposition on this Limitation Amendment (Child Sexual 
Abuse Actions) Bill 2015. This was presented as a private member’s bill and has been allocated some time 
during government business time. Although it was on the notice paper for today, it was not scheduled to come on 
this afternoon, but as a result of further negotiations, a small time has been allotted to it this afternoon. The 
government has said that it will take one speaker from the opposition this afternoon and then adjourn further 
consideration of the bill until a future time, and the chamber will return to the Genetically Modified Crops Free 
Areas Repeal Bill. 
This is all unnecessary. Let us just deal with the kernel of the bill. It is a very short bill for a law that has been 
adopted in other states of Australia—that is, to do away with the limitation period for actions brought by victims 
of child sexual abuse. As we know, under the Limitation Act, there is a six-year limitation period within which 
to bring an action or, after attaining the age of majority, a further six years from that date, which, for a child, 
would make the last cut-off date attaining the age of 24. The Australian Royal Commission into Institutional 
Responses to Child Sexual Abuse, which is currently running, published a report last September, “Redress and 
Civil Litigation”. The member who brought this bill before the chamber points out that in its report, the royal 
commission recommended the eradication of the limitation period when it related to child sexual abuse. Let me 
make it clear that this bill could pass this afternoon. As publicly announced by the Leader of the Opposition, it is 
firm Labor Party policy to do away with the limitation period in cases of child sexual abuse. The legislation is 
quite simple; it contains only six clauses and we would not need to go into consideration in detail. This is a very 
short, clear piece of legislation that offers redress for people who have suffered the horrors of child sexual abuse. 

This should be a government bill. If this bill does not pass in this term of Parliament and Labor is elected at the 
next election, this will be one of the first bills presented to Parliament under an incoming Labor government, and 
it would pass the chamber within the first month of Parliament resuming; it is such a simple bill. There is nothing 
to be said against this bill, although I understand that people within the government’s ranks are diametrically 
opposed to this notion. 

I refer to the limitation period. In civil litigation, it is for the defendant to plead what defences he, she or it 
wishes to rely on at trial. The limitation period is one of those discretionary defences that a defendant can take 
advantage of by pleading it and saying that the action is barred by statute law, by the effluxion of time, and that 
the action can go no further. It is a total defence to the action. It is what we call a discretionary defence—it is up 
to the defendant to raise the defence. We know what happened at the St Andrew’s Hostel in Katanning and how 
the children there were used, abused and defiled. By the time they could bring themselves to bring an action, the 
six years had passed. Often, when a child has attained the majority age of 18, they are still too traumatised, 
intimidated and fearful of those people, who were often in positions of power in churches or communities, to 
bring the action. The action was therefore not commenced within the six-year period. The government’s attitude 
is, “Just go to hell.” I have a letter with the Attorney General’s letterhead. The state of Western Australia was 
approached by lawyers who were acting for the victims of abuse at St Andrew’s Hostel. The Attorney General 
met the victims and their lawyer. They asked the Attorney General whether the state would refrain from pleading 
the limitation period defence and just to let the action go ahead so that these poor victims could get their 
damages. This is the Attorney General’s disgraceful answer. It is a legal answer—it cannot be faulted in law—
but in terms of humanity and justice, it is totally offensive. He states — 

… I will not give an undertaking on behalf of the State not to plead a limitation defence in respect of 
any claims brought on behalf of your clients. 

Yours sincerely 

Hon. Michael Mischin MLC 
ATTORNEY GENERAL; MINISTER FOR COMMERCE 

 [1] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 13 October 2016] 

 p7117b-7124a 
Mr John Quigley; Mr Peter Watson; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr John Day 

14 June 2013 

So his position has remained. The Attorney General’s position locks these victims out of the legal system 
because they did not commence their action within six years of attaining the age of majority. It is disgraceful 
conduct by the Attorney General. In every other state, this legislation has passed. Victoria has passed this 
legislation; New South Wales has passed this legislation. The Attorney General is victimising 
Western Australian children.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: That’s absolutely disgraceful. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Will the Premier support the legislation this afternoon? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It’s a disgrace—your conduct. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Does the Premier support the legislation or not? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You are a disgrace.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: All the Premier has to say is that it is disgraceful that I am exposing the truth in front of the 
victims who are present in this chamber this afternoon. He finds it disgraceful that we stand in this chamber and 
tell the truth about the situation of Western Australian victims as opposed to children on the east coast in 
Queensland, New South Wales and Victoria. If the Premier thinks that what I am saying is so disgraceful and 
that Western Australian children should have recourse, I have one question for him. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: What I am saying to you is that your attack on the Attorney General is disgraceful. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Will the Premier support this legislation? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I will speak on this at some stage. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Will the Premier support this legislation? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: When I choose to speak, I will speak. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Will the Premier support this legislation? Will the Minister for Police, who represents the 
Attorney General, support the legislation? 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: I don’t support your disgraceful comments about the Attorney General.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Ha, ha! Disgraceful!  

Mrs L.M. Harvey: Why don’t you talk to the legislation? 

THE ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Members! Members! I am on my feet.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I will tell you what is disgraceful! 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: Talk to the legislation! 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, I am on my feet! The member for Butler was directing his comments 
across the chamber but it is starting to descend into a shouting match. If the member could direct his comments 
through the Chair, I would like to listen to the member for Butler. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I will tell the chamber what is disgraceful, Mr Acting Speaker. It is disgraceful that 
Western Australia and the Liberal government re-victimises these people who suffered sexual abuse as children 
in a state institution. That is what is disgraceful. It has been remedied in other Australian states. It is 
a recommendation of the royal commission. The Limitation Amendment (Child Sexual Abuse Actions) Bill 2015 
has been brought into this chamber. It is a simple bill. There are victims in the Speaker’s gallery today. The 
Premier or the minister representing the Attorney General—the Minister for Police, the member for 
Scarborough—could just say across the chamber that the government will support the bill and the disgraceful 
situation we have in Western Australia will end. It will end, come March, with a Labor government because it 
will put this legislation through as one of the first bills it passes. These women and children should not have to 
endure this. For the Attorney General to come out and say — 

Although no amount of money can compensate the victims of McKenna’s abuse for the suffering they 
have endured, this Government has taken steps to redress this suffering by establishing the 
Country High School Hostels Ex Gratia Scheme to provide payments and counselling for children 
(to a maximum of $45,000.00) — 

A measly maximum — 

who were abused while under the care of the Country High School Hostels Authority. Applications for 
this Scheme closed on Friday 31 May 2013 — 
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That cut-off date has well and truly passed — 

and are now being assessed by the Department for Communities. 

In these circumstances, I will not give an undertaking on behalf of the State not to plead a limitation 
defence in respect of any claims brought on behalf of your clients. 

The Attorney General knows that $45 000 is insufficient compensation. That is not what the victims will get if 
they sue. That is not what they will get when they sue, because a Labor government will correct this injustice. It 
is all very well for the Premier to sit there and call me and my comments disgraceful. I will tell members what is 
disgraceful; it is disgraceful that the Premier’s government has locked this bill out of debate for over a year. This 
afternoon, he intends to allow me—I want to say this to the victims, through you, Mr Acting Speaker—and me 
alone to speak. 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The agreement is that the government will allow only one speaker this afternoon; then we 
will come back to it next week.  

Mr P.B. Watson: I’m speaking after you, John. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That is what the Leader of the House came over and told me. I am happy, but we want this 
to go to a vote. The Premier could bring this to a quick conclusion by indicating across the chamber that the 
government will support this legislation—that the government will see that the doorway to justice will be opened 
for these victims at long last. There is no argument against this legislation—none. There cannot be any. All the 
other states have done it and the royal commission has already recommended it. The government is dragging its 
boots because it does not want to see damages at large. It is a question of money for the government, not 
a question of justice. Just think, at the last election, this government came out with an election promise to 
introduce a Commissioner for Victims of Crime. I have already berated that as a foul joke on this community. 
Ms Hoffman is a public servant; she is not a commissioner. No legislation has been passed in this house or this 
Parliament to set up an office of victims’ commissioner. She just sits down in the Attorney General’s office and 
she has sat here with the Minister for Police as a ministerial adviser on bills. She is not an independent 
commissioner. What has she said about this legislation? She should have come out and said that everyone in 
Parliament should support this bill. She is a disgrace! The only thing that she does is support the government’s 
legislation at the ministerial table. She has no independence at all. This woman—Ms Hoffman — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I’m the only Independent. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I was talking about the so-called commissioner.  

If this woman had any regard for the welfare of victims, she would have already been out in public to urge the 
government to pass this legislation asap.  

Mrs L.M. Harvey: She’s pretty sick of being bullied by you. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Who is being bullied? 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: She’s a public servant and you attack her relentlessly. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I see; I am not allowed to criticise. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: Shame on you. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Shame on her! And shame on you for holding up this legislation! 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member! Member, through the Chair.  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Premier! I am on my feet. Please, let us not descend into a shouting match again. 
The member for Butler has the call. Through the Chair. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Midland, please! 

 [3] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 13 October 2016] 

 p7117b-7124a 
Mr John Quigley; Mr Peter Watson; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr John Day 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Premier!  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: As I have said, the government is sitting on its hands. It could say in response to the 
member for Midland, “We’ll support the legislation”, and then it is all over. It could be all over for these victims 
this afternoon. We have heard nothing at all from the so-called Commissioner for Victims of Crime on the 
Limitation Amendment (Child Sexual Abuse Actions) Bill 2015—nothing. We would think she would be at the 
forefront of the argument. The public has been duped. We do not have an independent commissioner for victims; 
we do not have someone out there in the public service speaking up for victims. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Someone should be a champion for them. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Someone should be a champion for them, but as soon as I stand up and champion the 
victims’ cause in this house, what is the Premier’s response? 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That is right. If the member for Albany had not been such a strong advocate for the 
victims, none of this would have come to light. That was a Labor member who was not sitting as a cabinet 
minister or anything like that; it was all to the credit of the ongoing, strident advocacy of the member for Albany. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: And the member for Eyre. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The member for Eyre also, I have to say, because as he has mentioned in this place, he also 
has some constituents who were adversely affected, as do I and others in the chamber here this afternoon. But 
what was the response of the government to my urging this issue and pointing out the injustice? 
“You’re a disgrace, member for Butler. You’re a disgrace.” This government keeps Western Australian victims 
in a worse situation than victims in other states, and it is happy to do so. The Attorney General said he would not 
give an undertaking on behalf of the state not to plead a limitation defence to any claims brought. He would lock 
the door, as the Attorney General says, to the courts on these victims who were abused as children. This is 
unconscionable conduct by the government, and the only way for any government member to save their 
reputation is for them to stand up this afternoon and say they will support this legislation. We know that the 
Attorney General does not support this legislation; we know that from his colleagues who have said, 
“But this will open up retrospective claims.” Of course it will; that is the whole idea! “This will open up 
retrospective claims”; that is the Attorney General’s view. “This is going to bring on claims.” He does not have 
any regard for justice for the victims—none at all. He is only concerned about the money the government of 
Western Australia could be exposed to by way of claims. He has no regard for the suffering of the victims. 

I can take the abuse of the Premier and him saying, “You’re disgraceful”; he is pathetic. All he has to do this 
afternoon is stand up and say that the government will support this bill. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: He could do it now. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Will the Premier do that now? 
Mr C.J. Barnett: I will speak. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Members! I am on my feet yet again. Again we are having 
a shouting match. There are a number of people—including me, I notice!—on several calls in this chamber 
today, so I would hate to further that tally. Can I please just listen to the member for Butler? Other members can 
seek the call once he has concluded his contribution. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The Attorney General says the government will rely on the statute of limitations. The 
lawyer for the victims is here and his clients have sent me this letter. As I said, the Attorney General has said — 

I will not give an undertaking on behalf of the State not to plead a limitation defence in respect of any 
claims brought on behalf of your clients. 

He has said he will lock the halls of justice to them. This bill will reopen them. We just asked the Premier to stand 
up as the next speaker and tell us what the government will do. I know he is going to criticise me, but it will bounce 
off my bald head like a butterfly. As I said to him during my maiden speech, his attacks are like being hit with a wet 
lettuce leaf. It is pathetic. But what he and the government are doing to these victims is cruel. 
MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [4.15 pm]: It gives me great pleasure to speak to the Limitation Amendment 
(Child Sexual Abuse Actions) Bill 2015. Firstly, I would like to congratulate the member for Eyre for all the 
great work he has done on this bill in very trying circumstances, I believe. I am not here today to criticise anyone 
or anything like that. I am here for the victims. 
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 
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Mr P.B. WATSON: Are you right there, Premier? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, you have the call. 
Mr P.B. WATSON: I do not want that fool over there interjecting on me. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Through the Chair, please, I did not hear the Premier say anything. You have the call. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr P.B. WATSON: Do you think it is a joke, Premier? I was not going to criticise the government, and I will 
not, but I will not put up with a fool when I am talking on behalf of the victims. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! I am on my feet again. 
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Premier! Please, members, come on. Let us just have a cordial debate, please. 
Member for Albany, through the Chair, please. 
Mr P.B. WATSON: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. 
When the three fairly young men came into my office quite a few years ago, they sat down and said they had 
been to a lot of people about sexual abuse they had suffered in Katanning, and no-one listened to them. The only 
way they found out that other people had been victims was by going to funerals of people who had committed 
suicide. The only way they realised that other people had had the same issue was from going to these funerals 
and saying, “He committed suicide and he was another one of the Katanning boys”. I sat down and talked to 
these guys. We read in the paper and hear on the news about sexual abuse, but these guys sat down and told me 
what happened to them in a government institution. One of the victims had actually told the police and people in 
the community about the abuse at the time, and do members know what they did? They expelled him from the 
school because they said he was lying. Those three men who came to see me had more courage than anyone 
I have ever met. They sat down and told me what happened to them and I could not sleep for weeks afterwards, 
and that was just after telling me what had happened, so imagine what it has been like for them over time.  
The statute of limitations provides that it has to be done within a certain amount of time. They all thought, 
“It’s my fault.” Everyone said this McKenna, who ran the hostel, was a pillar of the community and had been 
a Citizen of the Year. No-one believed them, so they thought it was their fault. This is why they started drinking 
alcohol, taking drugs and having family problems. These are the things we do not know about; we only see what 
is in the paper. What if they had not got together at funerals and said, “How come all these guys are committing 
suicide?” They sat down amongst themselves and spoke about it and said, “Well, that happened to me”, and 
“That happened to me, too.” They were not able to get that out, and it has taken some 15 years for it to come out. 
People have to have that maturity in themselves to sit down and talk to people and understand it. 

I could not imagine what that would be like. These young people went away to a government hostel and had that 
sort of thing happen to them, lying in bed at night, hoping that when he walked through the dormitory, he would 
not tap them on the shoulder. We were supposed to be looking after these young children. I reckon when the 
door is closed at night, all children should be safe. We sent these young kids away to a situation in which they 
were not safe. I can understand the government thinking, “It’s going to open a flood of calls.” 

I was told that the average claim has been $140 000 when other states have passed a similar bill. Just think about 
it: $140 000 for someone who has had their life wrecked through a situation they had no control over. But the 
government had control over it; it ran St Andrews at Katanning. Those young people were not listened to. The 
member for Butler was talking about the young girls at regional primary schools who were abused. They did not 
know what to do. I cannot talk for those girls, I can only talk about the guys, but the young men thought it was 
their fault because no-one listened to them. The authority was saying what was happening was right. 

I will not speak for long, but to all members on the other side of the house, please think of the victims. There 
might be a bit of money involved. What bugs me is that when we were looking into this, people were saying, 
“You’re only doing it for the money.” That is rubbish. It is closure. These people have suffered all these years, 
and all they want is closure. They want to get on with their lives. Some of them have been carrying this guilt and 
these horrible things that happened to them for over 20 years. To members on the other side, I know that 
members on this side will vote for this bill. It is a very simple bill. For anyone who thinks it is a bad bill, that is 
their problem. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Has anyone said that? 

Mr P.B. WATSON: No, I just said, “If anyone thinks it’s a bad bill”, Premier. 
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Mr C.J. Barnett: I did not say that. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Come on—just relax. This is very serious. All I said was that if anyone does not want to 
vote for it and thinks it is a bad bill — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You’re being reasonable; your predecessor wasn’t. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: I am not here for me or the Labor Party: I am here for the victims. I urge all members on 
the other side to sit back, think, and pass this bill as quickly as possible because every day counts. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: Do you want to speak? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No, I want the Premier to get up and support the bill. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: So you are giving up your opportunity to speak? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I want to — 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Member for Hillarys! 

Mr R.F. Johnson: But if you haven’t got the guts — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, hang on; I am on my feet now. Please can we direct our comments through 
the Chair, because otherwise it will descend into a shouting match again. So, member, through the Chair. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [4.22 pm]: I was going to relinquish the opportunity to speak on this bill, and 
not because I do not care; I care passionately. Some of the people who have been to see the honourable member 
for Eyre, the member for Albany and the member for Butler also came and saw me probably at least 18 months 
or two years ago. The member for Eyre agreed to take this on because some of the victims were from his area, 
and as a local doctor he was obviously heavily involved in trying to assist these people who had been sexually 
abused when they were young children. That is one of worst crimes that can be committed. Anyone who has 
children would find this absolutely abhorrent. 

I was going to relinquish the opportunity to speak, but I could speak for half an hour if members want me to. But 
I do not want to because I want this bill to go through. I want to hear from the Premier. I am told that it was 
agreed in the party room, but did they? They may have done, but does the government agree to it? The 
Attorney General certainly does not; we can see that from his past correspondence. Anybody who knows the 
Attorney General knows that he does not change his mind very easily at all. The minister representing the 
Attorney General in this chamber has not said a word, other than by interjection. Is that minister going to stand 
and say, “Yes, I support the bill”? It would be great if she and the Premier did. If they did that, we could get this 
bill through in, probably, 10 minutes. We could get it through the second reading stage completely today without 
a problem at all. That will leave consideration in detail for next week, and that can go through in half an hour. 
I understand from the member for Eyre that his bill has a couple of simple amendments to tidy it up. I can 
understand that the member for Eyre wants to make sure it is perfect when it goes through this house. If we can 
do that by next week, this bill can go to the upper house, where it can it be debated in the third week before it 
rises. This bill could go through both houses of Parliament and become law. The people in the Speaker’s gallery 
today, and others because there are more than those people, have taken the time and trouble to come here today 
to listen to this debate in the hope of seeing some sort of success at the end of it. The member for Butler, being 
a lawyer, puts things in a very legal sense; the members for Albany and Eyre and I are ordinary laypeople—
ordinary human being with families. We have children and grandchildren, and we care about them. We care 
about other people in our society, particularly young children. I have said that defiling a young child and taking 
away their innocence is one of the worst crimes possible. I believe anybody in this chamber who has children 
would feel the same way as I and previous speakers do. 
I will not take any longer—I think I have used two minutes so far, and that is all. I could speak for a lot longer, 
but I do not want to because I want this bill to go through. I want the Premier to stand and tell this chamber that 
the government will support the bill, and then it can go to a vote. Nobody on this side wants to delay this bill at 
all. I hope there will not be any filibustering from the other side to try to make it out of time. I hope the 
Leader of the House does not adjourn this debate. He wants to get back to something else, I know, but this has 
precedence in my view. I would like to see this bill come to a second reading vote. Is that going to happen, 
Leader of the House? 
Mr J.H.D. Day: I am sure it will. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Today? 
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Today? What did the Premier say? “Don’t answer that”? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, through the Chair. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The Premier says, “Don’t answer that.” The Premier is now giving him orders—
“Don’t answer that.” The Premier is good at giving orders. Why does the Premier not get up, show some guts, 
show that he has some sort of heart somewhere, and speak up for the children who have been abused in this 
state? He is the Premier of this state; he, more than anybody, should be speaking up for them. The buck stops 
with the Premier, so he should get up, have the guts to support this bill and let it go to a vote today so that it goes 
through the second reading, and we can deal with consideration in detail next week when we come back. 

Adjournment of Debate 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [4.26 pm]: I move — 

That the debate be adjourned. 
Mr R.F. Johnson: You are a disgrace! You are an absolute disgrace, Premier, and you ought to be ashamed of 
yourself! 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Members! Member for Hillarys! 
Mr J.H.D. Day: That doesn’t mean to say it won’t come back on! 
The ACTING SPEAKER: I am on my feet! You do not have the call! Sit down! 
Mr R.F. Johnson: Send me out of the chamber, because I don’t want to stay here with that disgraceful turd! 
Several members interjected. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The ACTING SPEAKER: I need you to withdraw that comment, please, member for Hillarys. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I do not intend to withdraw it—send me out! 
The ACTING SPEAKER: You are going to have to be sent out, in fact. 
[The member for Hillarys left the chamber.] 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Excuse me! Member for Butler, I am trying to seek some advice from the Clerk; 
I do not expect that members will descend into a shouting match across the chamber. That goes for you, too, 
member for Bassendean, who is on three calls. 
Mr J.R. Quigley: The Parliament has not finished! We can deal with this this afternoon! 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member! 
Mr J.R. Quigley: You don’t care about victims—you could do this this afternoon. The victims are here and 
listening to this. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: I am sure you genuinely care about them, but that was an appalling display of trying to get 
something through in a bipartisan way. 
Mr J.R. Quigley: Why delay this? You’ve delayed it; bring it on now and have a vote! 

Suspension of Member 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): My ruling on the recent behaviour of the member for Hillarys is 
that I intend to have him named. Because he has withdrawn from the chamber, I do not have the capacity to call 
him for the appropriate four times under standing order 48. He refused to withdraw the comment, he refused to 
apologise, and he has also used offensive words. I now formally name the member for Hillarys. According to 
standing order 43, I move a motion that the member be suspended from the service of the Assembly. That 
question is now put. 

Point of Order 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Is any debate allowed on this? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: No. It is simply put to a vote. 

Division 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
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Mr John Quigley; Mr Peter Watson; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr John Day 

Ayes (31) 

Mr P. Abetz Mr J.H.D. Day Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr N.W. Morton 
Mr F.A. Alban Ms E. Evangel Mr A. Krsticevic Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.M. Francis Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr J. Norberger 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr R.S. Love Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr I.M. Britza Mr B.J. Grylls Mr W.R. Marmion Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr J.E. McGrath Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr C.D. Hatton Mr P.T. Miles Ms L. Mettam (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr A.P. Jacob Ms A.R. Mitchell  

 

Noes (18) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr F.M. Logan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti Ms S.F. McGurk (Teller) 
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire  
Mr D.J. Kelly Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley  

            

Pairs 

 Ms W.M. Duncan Ms J. Farrer 
 Ms M.J. Davies Dr A.D. Buti 
 Mr D.T. Redman Mr D.A. Templeman 

Question thus passed. 

Adjournment of Debate Resumed 

Question put and passed; debate thus adjourned. 
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