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PEEL THUNDER, RETENTION IN THE WEST AUSTRALIAN FOOTBALL LEAGUE 
COMPETITION 

Grievance 

MR MARSHALL (Dawesville) [9.11 am]:  My grievance is to the Minister for Sport and Recreation, who I 
hope will be in a position to keep Peel Thunder in the West Australian Football League competition.  The West 
Australian Football Commission gave Peel Thunder its licence in 1996; so this is the fifth year the club has been 
in the competition.  However, the community has a strong feeling that Peel Thunder will not have its licence 
renewed in 2002.  At the beginning, in 1994 and 1995, the East Fremantle, South Fremantle and Claremont 
Football Clubs were a little aggro that Peel Thunder was to be given a licence; but, so be it, the Football 
Commission, in its wisdom, gave that club its licence.  However, unfortunately the Football Commission no 
longer controls the destiny of the WAFL, because a loophole has been found in the constitution that will allow 
the eight presidents to control the destiny of the WAFL.   
The SPEAKER:  Order!  If members want to have a private conversation, they should please do so outside the 
Chamber.  The Minister for Sport and Recreation is having difficulty hearing the grievance from the member for 
Dawesville.   
Mr MARSHALL:  The members for Peel and Rockingham are vitally involved in this talk, so I would expect 
them to listen with open ears.   

It appears that the eight presidents are about to vote en bloc to keep Peel Thunder out of the competition.  If this 
were to happen, it would be one of the greatest injustices that I have ever seen occur in the sporting arena.  I was 
heartened by the minister’s comments in an article in The West Australian of 28 July 2001 headed “Minister 
fights to save Peel.”  The first paragraph of that article states -  

Peel’s battle to continue in the WAFL has won crucial government support. 

I thank the minister for coming into the public arena and making the comments that are reported in that article.  
However, I am anxious to find out if, how and when the minister can help.   

It appears that the whole community, with the exception of those eight presidents, wants Peel Thunder to stay in 
the competition.  The Football Commission believes that the Mandurah-based club is vital to the future of 
Western Australian football.  Past champions, such as Barry Cable and Haydn Bunton, and another Sandover 
medallist, John Todd, are adamant that the club should stay in the competition.  The football media is behind the 
club too, particularly all those expert football commentators on Channel Seven’s Basil’s Footy Show, who have a 
vision for football and want Peel Thunder to stay.  That program conducted a telephone poll one night, and the 
decision was almost unanimous: 85 per cent of the callers said that they wanted Peel Thunder to stay in the 
competition.   

Many of the football journalists have the same view.  Mark Duffield, one of the leading football journalists, 
wrote in The West Australian of 21 July 2001 - 

One of the few places you will find any dignity in WA football these days is at Peel.  Faced with 
extinction and stripped of key forward Dean Buszan on the eve of the season, Shane Cable and his Peel 
Thunder players have performed credibly and competitively.  Hopefully they will continue to do so.   

The rest of the football industry here could learn a bit from that. 

Well spoken, Mark Duffield!  He has summed it up.   

In 1994-95, I chaired a steering committee in Mandurah that commissioned a feasibility study to determine 
whether the Peel region could produce players with the calibre necessary for the WAFL competition.  The 
submission showed that it could produce those players.  It showed also that the Peel club could be financially 
viable and had a huge growth area in junior development, and it said that that would take around four years to 
stabilise.  All that has occurred.  However, for some reason, the WAFL presidents do not want Peel Thunder to 
stay in the competition because of the bye.  I ask the presidents to look at what the South Australians are doing.  
South Australia’s second tier of football outside of the Australian Football League has nine teams.  The clubs 
want that; the coaches want that so that their injured players can have a week or two to rejuvenate; and the social 
committees want that so that they can put the club ball, the club auction and other social functions on the agenda 
so that players can attend.  It is highly successful.  Members may laugh and say what the hell does South 
Australia know about football.  However, I can tell members that South Australia has produced more footballers 
for what was the Victorian Football League and is now the AFL than has Western Australia.  I know that 
because I lost a bet on it!  South Australia has produced 70 per cent of footballers; Western Australia has 
produced 30 per cent.  South Australia is a better football State than Western Australia.   

Mr Carpenter:  It is now.   
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Mr MARSHALL:  And it was before.  We should take notice of what it is doing.  Some WAFL presidents 
believe that the last clubs to enter the competition should be the first ones to go out.  How short-sighted and 
localised is that?  That is the kind of thought that we are up against.  Peel Thunder has come of age.  In the 
playing arena, it is fourth or fifth in the competition.  Last week it was fourth; it defeated East Fremantle.  I am a 
little emotionally involved, because I am a life member of East Fremantle Football Club, and the No 1 badge 
holder for Peel Thunder.  The next day, South Fremantle - No 2 in the premiership - lost to Subiaco, which was 
No 5 on the ladder; so Subiaco went into fourth place, such is the closeness of the competition.  That closeness is 
healthy.  Peel Thunder should not be taken out of the competition, because it is right up there with the best.  It 
has defeated the premiers, East Perth, and the runners-up, East Fremantle.  It has defeated all the other lowly 
sides, such as Swan Districts and Perth.   

Mr D’Orazio:  It did not defeat Subiaco.   

Mr MARSHALL:  It has defeated Subiaco.   

Financially, Peel Thunder is secure.  It has 1 700 members, second only to East Fremantle in the league.  It has 
reasonable facilities.  However, the facilities used by the eight 100-year-old metropolitan clubs are outdated.  
They were built to cater for only 8 000 spectators and are too much of a financial burden for those clubs.  Those 
clubs should get rid of them and relocate.   

Peel Thunder has a huge junior football membership.  It won the under-15s interclub competition, and three of 
its players are in the state schoolboys side.  A recent petition containing 7 000 signatures supports the view that 
Peel Thunder should stay in the competition.   

My grievance is also that I believe a lobby group of supposed power mongers in the metropolitan area wants to 
shut out a country side for its own selfish gain.  However, the reality is that if Australian football is to succeed 
and continue to flourish, it must go to the outer, vibrant areas where the new schools are being built.  I am 
pleased that the Minister for Sport and Recreation has declared his position on this matter in the Press, and so too 
are the people in my electorate.  I hope that was not a stunt and that the minister is in a position not to disappoint 
them.  I am unsure whether the Government can help me with this grievance, but I hope it can.  I ask the minister 
to advise me whether he can help; and, if he can help, I will embrace him, shake his hand and be the first to crack 
open a bottle of champagne with him.  This is one of the first challenges that I have presented to the Government 
since I have been in opposition, so I ask it to please try to do something.   

The SPEAKER:  Order!  Before I give the minister the call, I would like to give the member for Dawesville the 
opportunity to withdraw his statement that South Australia is a better football State than Western Australia!   

MR CARPENTER (Willagee - Minister for Sport and Recreation) [9.18 am]:  I thank the member for 
Dawesville for his grievance.  I remind the House, because we are all so fond of the member for Dawesville, that 
between now and next week, he will celebrate a birthday.   

Mr Marshall:  You never forget! 

Mr CARPENTER:  I never forget a thing, brother!  I pass on my congratulations; and we will keep the age a 
secret from now on!  I also congratulate the member for Dawesville on his passion for his local football side.   

This issue has been raised with me by not only the member for Dawesville but also several members on this side 
of the House.  The member for Mandurah has raised this issue both with me and in the public arena, and he has 
lobbied very strongly.  The members for Peel and Rockingham have also lobbied me about this issue.   

Mr Marshall:  And so they should.   

Mr CARPENTER:  Yes.  The Premier of Western Australia has also lobbied me; and even the current leader of 
the federal Labor Party, Kim Beazley, who I believe will be the next Prime Minister of Australia, has spoken out 
publicly about this issue.  This is an important issue for football  I am very disappointed with the state of 
Western Australian football at the moment, as I believe are most football supporters.  It is a travesty; and if we 
were to have a royal commission on anything, we should have one on the parlous state of Western Australian 
football.  However, these things happen, and we need to address the issues that have arisen.   

Two weeks ago when I was in South Australia, I took the opportunity to visit Leigh Whicker, the Executive 
Commissioner of the South Australian National Football League, to raise this issue and look at what the South 
Australians are doing.  Subsequent to that visit, I wrote a letter to all West Australian Football League presidents.  
This issue goes beyond the WAFL clubs.  It actually goes to the structure of football in Western Australia, 
because if we could get the structure of football in Western Australia right, the WAFL presidents would not be 
pushing to have Peel Thunder expelled from the competition.  The West Australian Football League is under so 
much pressure that it is battling to survive, and it believes survival is best achieved by getting rid of the Peel 
Thunder Football Club.  I, and many others, do not agree with that.  However, I understand the league’s position 
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and why it feels that way.  I wrote to the club presidents, and one of them took the opportunity to pass that letter 
to The Western Australian newspaper, which published it.  I quote from that letter -  

The future of the Peel Football Club is soon to be decided by the . . .  (WAFL) presidents.   

On behalf of the State Government, I feel it is necessary to let you know we would be extremely 
disappointed if any decision was taken to drop Peel from the WAFL.   

I fully understand the WAFL club president’s anguish about the current state of football in Western 
Australia in general.  I also understand some of the particular difficulties associated with a nine-team 
competition but firmly believe axing Peel would be counterproductive. 

The club’s on-field and off-field performance has been improving and Peel is situated in a rapid 
population growth area in which the interests of football need to be nurtured and encouraged.   

This is not the time for the WAFL clubs to appear regressive.  There is an opportunity before us to 
make very positive changes to improve the overall structure of football in Western Australia - an 
opportunity that might be jeopardised by unnecessary division. 

What I mean by “opportunity” is that the West Australian Football Commission has commissioned David 
Crawford to review its constitution.  That will have a significant impact on the West Australian Football League.  
The WAFL clubs, including Peel, feel that they are marginalised from the running of the game in Western 
Australia and that their second-tier competition has been degraded as a result.  A completely different scenario 
operates in South Australia, where, as the member quite rightly pointed out, the nine clubs control football.  
Those clubs own the Adelaide Crows.  They also own 50 per cent of Port Power.  They control the game.  They 
make important decisions about the future of the game in their State and they have the ability to incorporate the 
football community into the decision-making processes.  They decide how the game should be structured and so 
on.  In Western Australia, the WAFL clubs are effectively shut out of important decisions on the running of the 
game.  That has an impact throughout the community: the clubs feel they are not valued and traditional long-
term members and volunteers drop off.  Part of the solution to ensuring that the WAFL club presidents want to 
keep Peel in the competition is to bring all the clubs into the decision-making process; that is, to involve them in 
the game in Western Australia.  They must be part of the game.  They are the people who make the game in 
Western Australia.  They are the people who hold up the structures of the game and who provide all the 
infrastructure in Western Australia.  We have neglected the clubs, including the West Perth Football Club, East 
Perth Football Club, Subiaco Football Club and so on.   

Subsequent to writing that letter, I was contacted by a couple of WAFL presidents.  On Tuesday, I spoke to Jim 
Watterston, who is the president of the Swan Districts Football Club, and yesterday the president of the West 
Perth Football Club, Phil Hanna, came to see me about matters associated with West Perth.  We had a full and 
frank discussion about this issue.  I have asked those men to convene a meeting of WAFL presidents at which I 
will speak to them directly so that we can thrash out this issue.  That is being organised.  

The member asked what direct influence we can have.  The fact is that the Western Australian Government does 
not run football.  That is the beginning and end of it.  The Western Australian Government established the West 
Australian Football Commission during a time of crisis to provide financial support to some of the clubs.  That is 
how the WA Football Commission was born.  However, it is neither controlled by nor beholden to the State 
Government.   

Mr Marshall:  It is not beholden to anyone, which is the problem.  

Mr CARPENTER:  That is an issue.   

We provide the Football Commission with approximately $300 000 a year to disperse to the clubs.  I am 
reluctant to withhold that funding because it would be a critical blow to some of the clubs that are not travelling 
all that well financially.  I think the power of persuasion and argument from the football community, the 
Minister for Sport and Recreation, local members of Parliament and the wider community must be brought to 
bear on the WAFL clubs.  However, they need a carrot.  They need to be assured that they will be incorporated 
in the running of the game in this State so that the clubs once again attain a position in which they are vital 
ingredients of Western Australian football and not simply sporting organisations on the periphery.  It is a matter 
of our convincing the WAFL presidents that we can do something to help them and that, to survive, they do not 
need to kick out Peel.  However, the game needs to be restructured to bring them into the fold so that they are 
organically connected to the running of football in this State. 

That is the line I am pushing with the Football Commission, the Australian Football League clubs, the WAFL 
clubs and the AFL itself, which the Premier and I have spoken to directly.  
 


